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Abstract: This research introduces the Bayesian Networks (BNs) as one of the modern models in
psychological and educational measurement and assessment that are based on probability theory and graph
models. It also reviews the concepts of Bayesian Networks (BNs) and their theoretical foundations, their
advantages, in addition to their components and their relation to evidence centered design -ECD and
assessments that include multidimensional proficiency models, fit indices, estimation methods, and their
important statistical programs. The research also addresses the steps of their construction, and their
applications, how to use them in the field of educational assessment, some studies that applied them in the area
of assessment, the important criticisms to them, and their future directions. The research concluded that it is
important to raise the awareness of Bayesian network (BN) models and their uses in constructing assessment
tools for the purposes of diagnosis, prediction, and learning monitoring and improvement, and to conduct
studies on their psychometric properties in the contexts of psychological and educational measurement and
assessment.

Keywords: Bayesian network, evidence-centered design, educational assessment models.

(1) Department of Psychology — King Saud University ‘ dgace clll] drols — udill wle mud (1)
E-mail: egbal@ksu.edu.sa




(22024 siagi/ 21446 Jo3/| s3lan) jolosll — Bouall — duuuiil] pglall dusgaul] Alznl)

Jomild clU3 galy tLeludS) Cllbs S e oy (&I
S @lall zigadl alusiuly puaall wlid e
z3sadl dl (Knowledge-based model) a4,all
(Competence-based model) %, de @3lall
elall oy dedaddl Glasdl (s cdlasg
Sy Larll peg arll whldly gzl il
Ol Jametd Jdors @uds cllaty LS o Lmas
el suass Basyall AL (e Aesiie degand
& Aol AL S las Liag Awlil) s yall e
onay s it el ol sl
Il ddyay Lo Jyo Aagds o liitael oMl
W Bagame llasdle M5 oy cdhary O pudaiay o
Lwd Bagume cadlga § cJasll 4 psdy of sy
.(Mislevy etal., 2005)
Bale Zulanll gsuill mudtll Gyl Jolas LS
sy s o)liiel dassts g gl Jsl) o
(Ll ] Basly &S Aoy aniiady
0sS5 Jlilly cdltad) dadl golai Ll 5 3gai
il il Apastarll Syl Gt
lyaal Faaas auas 1z Sledl e lid Bue lliag
Gl dylas 230 cld (9 Loy (e yall e Ll
Multidimensional ltem) sla¥l sadate 85,44l

(Reckase, 2009)  (Response Theory -MIRT

el adiadl z3leig
(Rupp etal., 2010) (Classification Models -DCM
2o lS1 il 2 s 3Ll sida elane oS0
yeyall ¥l 2y Wl Jalesy Bodze ae
Sy Sy Basye ol litaes Ll e Llalals
(Culbertson, 2014)
s collad pglat) Ao bl oyl Lia (e
eaiall A5y 48,55 Luliunss Sloslas aus Sgs
Ayl Sbllly Cbjlasl Tesdadl clid! g
oolid z3la ) Al oyl LS Lae lBdally

Diagnostic )

——

doudn

iy malatll Aalasly 550 aleza¥l sl
BelaS a8y eIy Cllasy @lladl slmsl pren (3 LgelaS
lua¥l Gaazs s (e lucel) dalash aug9 @uladl]
Aalasl slezel wligy Aadeall Apeglasll alsally
oo Bpudanll gooUll muandl codlal e deludl
ity Ll g sl e HSAN 3 cap
ahlall 3l § aelud olosl adeal « xST ISy
el olane oSy 5eliS ST Sy Hpaglasl]
Bagasll el Aolsg (Ayaglanll gsull eusarll
Sloglan yoe5 (Welud) Aalasl oo 5328 Jaally
Analatl] LRl o Ly wsprall Al
Ol Ly cpstally 5elyally Slnlll (1) daals]
Ll @ Bgsdll clenatll sda clias LS (el
Ogagds of « Mt Loy 1 o Le¥) suas bugad
L Js> clelizel J) destll g o e
Mg sagl Bllas e 4y Ll @ iSay Lo o 49850y
Geazt) @il ol (o suse ssb (oW 0yall
B lail Golall ziles ciplas Aumeie 2asky ol
«(Classical Test Theory-CTT) 4 S,uMSI L]
(Item Response Theory- 83,a.el) 43l=tud| 4 1459
(Latent Class Analysis- 2SI =slzall Joless IRT)
(Cognitive) 3 all asadl dxday (LCA)
2005 .pMe) (Diagnosis  Modeling-CDM
(Almond et al., 2015

z3leall s e 2l sl Cullad o g
Gl dawly Sl lpewbe cddl a3
aeld ¥ LT ) eyl Jpmall 3 cblasily
poity Il puas ity eladl dzgs § DuS
Wyall glosl woly deaglatlly Adyall aglall
Sy DIl gl Layglas a3l (& LAl
LYl 39 . Ladzes catt) Laolia sl 13l ) 22 Ll
LS e o8 Lyl palidl cumpal (5,5Y]

'



Sl pudddl @ Lelaadasy Leliy Bylog Al lSeadl 1 iyasys JL3)

gl S e 2y eqdsiarly coMlall wlad
pedluly medclun Grby (mSsluy 3adally
oenpadl 3 sy (el () Alell
Bekele & Menzel, 2005; Almond et al., 2007;)
(Chanthiran etal., 2022

8yually axexs (BNs) aypdl wlSidl of oy
Jlrll 3 4l (eliall 7 3l adiad po Jolatll e
sesilly Gl Sl § Lalazal o1 ¥ ualasd
&3 Ll Wylae LB puay gouilly (guadll
Lo plea¥l ol Bl ssaall 3y 28Nl o3
e Aanirl] ! S5 Ebla! e deid Lgewlid
b 1a@at ASY claMall jeat e aelud
il ade Bxdai e Lpual 2olal bl
SIS Jani Eus Adpall Adedl 3 Juolall
Measurement)  wlé z3ge& (BNs) gndl
ziledlodn slandas old el (0 @2,dLg ¢(model
euddlly bl Jlze 3 Glle Sagume odly L
Desmarais & Gagnon, 2006;) Sl wa_;_ll
Almond et al, 2015; Culbertson, 2016;
.(Uglanova, 2021

Lo sSess Lighal (BNs) aypdl calSead! aaig
3 x> Bogyae i digdas cailsn oS0y Japun
el @l § ALl sa e8lamig . ¥ Ll (aay
ol -4 Ll ele sgus (- Slulys uagi ¥ G
z3kes (po Liud dgu> £938 (BNs) dundl lsGad|
t$Ally il puailly uliall aoizma (§ (oliall
Lelasdasy 7z 3aidl sda (e Bolanad| Cangat 6ol Las
IR PERPH PPREL SAUIA I FR\PHEE ROV
o J3Ladl] Uisgay sy9us I elatl] ez oMl
Lgasdsg «(BNs) apdl oleadd gladl Uyl
raddl Gyby el wlshsy LelisSay clelinag
(ol il 3 Loliial 2,a.S5 (Led 3yslally

s IS o0 Ladl BBludly oST 285 gaxs
RCORT) oy Sy due yall ¥l (B
Sl qrasat o SLLSI e 2l 2l
pads LS cmusly Ui due pall e Ll o 4SS
Lpdl oladl Jie Asladl pawdl Al
cdslall zilag  (Bayesian  Networks-BNs)
18,1 . (Structural Equation Models-SEM) 3Ll
T3 LG LMl sda Axdads Juter) Ay
.(Mislevy et al., 2000; Mislevy et al., 2005)

el B (BNS) Agedl il o5y
e s Bl (008 JUillig t5uiall cilsMlall
Se Aoy lbll Bl Alpastll Calagd)
S (S 1) aalaal i) colld lins
Seddl z3gaidl old e dlall ddpay Lo Hlade (wuds
Domain) "Jlzll z3ses” e gsims (BN) @il
Jlin| iz e asis gl c4ulid sl (model
otn ) s «JUdl 235 (0 Bty R gama S
Lo yall degamll ey LU apmy o Adlass]
ling Balie Gyl el Len sl e Jais
oo (BNS) ! i) dpatads . ylyall 3Ll e
(Probability theory) c¥las¥l 4las cny das)dl
Juied! (Graphical models) Siledl eyl 7z 3Ladg
@ 0 calpanll e a4l sue o Adlas¥| ladall
Aawlg Aegama pe (Lo A 9ol Lol beiul
Mislevy, 1994;) olagdailly ced) c¥lra (0
(Cruzetal, 2020

(BNs) ndl ol&adl clagds AST (9
La Sl Aedadl Ada¥l ezl 3 Tlaml
4elaily (Adaptive Educational Systems-AES)
Intelligent Tutoring Systems -) (S| ;]
Gl sl (K @lias gus] dad e (ITS
G ondddl pue Ui po Jolazll Lalaseian! Sy

EPRPEI PRSI JUPSUA ITT PRI N PN PLE P P

'



(22024 siagi/ 21446 Jo3/| s3lan) jolosll — Bouall — duuuiil] pglall dusgaul] Alznl)

Byl 1ol pusind oof o Say cpalatdl wladas
lpiie J] B Sl AU zise )
A 7 3ga
s s (BNS) Al IS sy
e Jo> Jlas¥l zlieud (Bayes' theorem)
gl Jl (%) add cus (Pearl, 1988) (i€
dl (O adsy (It Joe Jiay gddly dasHUL
el dow of Aols Jiay g a1l
sda o by ddl Al (e il @iy @3 (s
I ALl s &pkas I3 e sl
1Al 5,20 (0) Al clgiadl Jyo J¥ra]
:(x) ellasML
P(O]x)=P(x|[0)*P(O)P(x) (1)

p(6]x) < p(x|0)p(6)

guad! Jlews¥l el 9o P (0] x) o>
295 sa9 «(Posterior probability distribution)
52 P () 5 tLasMUl ikl Lo, il el paall
Sty gl (Prior probability) JLall Jles¥l
Sl 09s (a8 paall a3 Joo aasludl 43,2l
s b 58 P (x| 0) 5 themndl Sl )
(Plausibility) adlai>| misgs I adleas¥l
s P (09 izigeddl clalas J) Hladlly cobild)
Loyall b LMl iiall Jlasdl el
{(Uglanova, 2021) ;51 piie sl (Unconditional)
Sl e dll el e Bpadll (Sasg
4l oyl of (A el Ll of (AayLad)
(Almond et al.,, 2015) ¢ xs! ¢1,1 o

:(BNs) ds | o8didl osliean (Lals
SIS Loads ol Sy wilgs sae lia
2o Uy Jobas Of L 58y s (BNs) 2l
(S BLJL aalazll eSEL) of 33801 e culaglall

——

Lie dudndaty Aplas closlan ades dug el
e Balanals Lple (8 yall § el

sobeell Jalidy Ll el (318 cclls e 3Ly
Sy (BNs) Al oSl casyasll (1)
(3 £(BNs) &yl wlSeadl cilies (2 £l @kl
Jlze § LrlisSes (BNs) aupdl ol by il glas
Grbog zisedl Aasllan ol da (4 t5ul @upasll
cal (5 ¢BN) Ll olall splally ypuadl
(BN) yjed! SISl et 2slas¥l zalll
eeadl @ (BNs) apdl il il (6
Slosilly LMty codaidl (79 ¢ gguAll

platal dagy a5l @ )l el dueal (aSGg
Sl uaid) quailly obiall Jlee § onis L
Olaglas ;890w LS ((BNs) dupdl SIKad) g
BeaS el ShLall aimy Laudsss § pavelud
aelad laliyly laglas cumdl pudiw LS 4iSee
Jsianl & @suilly swdid! @l el 6 p5lae
ibyaall Budall clebidl e Jolaall Jslay e
L 34319 Lo tas dayling Lausdisy Juvazelly

SUs¥ls (BNs) Al iSeadly casyand! (Y]
il gl
Al pyey Bk b (BN) Al 22
bl e d! ol zsy adlas |
Slajerll amd Lwlie das)b (g5 (|l
Sl adlasyl
elgw clpaill o Aegaml Buaall (distributions
Gl oyl &,k (e sie (2930 lST1 o ALasIL
Bayesian) gndl J¥aiudlg (Graph theory)
gzl Gldl mudl Jiey Eus o(inference
pud a8y (Uglanova, 2021) aeall S 2|
(Pearl, 1988) Jnss (Neapolitan, 2004) lidssls
do W Tmally bl pedd) Jo> loglas

Joint probability )

'



Sl pudddl @ Lelaadasy Leliy Bylog Al lSeadl 1 iyasys JL3)

«(Structure of the model) z 3503l [ 299
Oty A8 il o 3G ladally
$lode ol on @l olidle Gresas
g8 oo 0883y el Judadll @ gaiue
part ;e s 52" 9l "Prerequisite of (L& ks
83a=s" ol " Correlated with 5 &lais,s" of "of
Almond et al.,) " Inhibits 4ails oi ." Induces
(2007
Conceptual ) walill epaddl o wguss
JSea Lgxi @1y :(assessment framework
LSt sl Jleast a3s3 ) bl a9 ]!
() asadl) Lasdle oSy (I mladly
1B s 2 s ol ol o309
Slisolge z3sed S 18999 .7 3laidl (e 6132
.Sy a3l Aeldl Al e s
Spamasdl @ CaiSy Cudl @Sy Sdunds
P9 -(Mislevy etal., 2005) €,z yalls € prez=slly
Lndl aSddl abisse s3> 3 Ao
PUETSIE EWREEINY
sazg :(Graph) Gledl puydl lalasee aing
NYNESBPVIPRRLAPTE L1 o 7 2301 | AT, 1PN |
A adall (a priori) all Jles¥ | dasd
ledl o sl o LS ol on
ok 3 (BN) il ASad g o A L
abyadl oLyl 6l) W oldall
ALy probabilities
laysilly (Marginal probabilities 2y dwl !
g3l wledal (Prior distributions) a.lall

Conditional

sda alukiul duy: ((Model parameters)
Slpdds aladial o Sesg J¥aadl a8
il Ol tus sl YLK lpl
spaziy hladl o Ael degeme olid
iy Aeyall ¥zl cpalie o LM

Slpaall oy sudall GlBMall Ao deiy asds Cu>
e Capally il ey bl Kiplay Al il
Daad Uayl oSas a6l ] 28LaYL caacudl ciladall
el el s o OSasg lBMall ola
L1 it Y0 Ui 595 LeS bl JLnkly
((Chanthiran etal,, 2022) oLl da,Uas 3

(BN) il ISl al sl ol suoig
o9 @l Aalisell el Joo 0,45 @uady
25,0l el Jlell Js> Bamsill 2a,all
slasdl Ayan ae Joladl Sy G AJLeasY)
Ay Aslasyl Sblall 5 i Jlsll
(Ll (o " @larl” SIS A s (Ko LeS ulee
SN i te) Biall allls el ae Jolaslly
Agrall Suiall llaradly lglasll Ssuate
55 Haskatll SLLAN aile 335 85 (3
Mislevy ) LS oo ¢ 32 S Allais oye Axsly
(etal., 2005; Almond et al., 2015

LelisSag (BNs) aupedl ol oliy ool ghas (I
(oAl pddl Jlma
(b LS (BN) dupdl a8eadl sbid ol glas Bue cllia
:(Knowledge domain) 48,2l Jlze Jlxs -1
Sloglally bl cdaiiy ae> dudoc (29
Skl st ety eusdtl] Jlma J3>
de sl Iiag (AytesSendl Lasdsy "aalSTl
i1 1 BT Jlma 5 Bl 6yl Jubns
Bbade L S muan
msks :(Domain modeling) Jl=ll da>des -2
oy oz Al 7 3laidl @yg @upatld oY
bl Judes 3oyl (e "ol 7 39a" g
o b S0 Aejge AlS il paeS Aue ol
32 LS (Compensatory) duasgad oléde
Sladl 739 of 2l Aalall 73503 3 J=J!

'



(22024 siagi/ 21446 Jo3/| s3lan) jolosll — Bouall — duuuiil] pglall dusgaul] Alznl)

Probabilistic)  aJdlus¥l  daddl oléde
diadl wlpall o (dependence relationship
A g2y e Juss ol poagall Aauls,
dl 392 ¥y sy sl @ | Lo 05809 L
Al dJ alaall waall e 795 Sy Ao Budall
Bl Lpe 3us &I (2 (Parent) il Baally
Ld =5 &I 2 (Child) e yall sugally cdasl
ade S Loy ddl Jlas¥l anerll suses 2oLl
(Almond et al, 2015; LQJ},@T e 13lael
.Chanthira, 2022)
SBlodl dhwlyy waall e 793 by (S
i ool 55 Arsll a2 i Arsll
Lo Loy 08l lia (S5 @ 13 cLogyds Sl
Gledl ool @ 639 il HLaed! 3 asd as
o e O budall SlEMall Caimy Sy WLy
Pearl,) Leo ddbo,ddl wlBMadl I e ol sl
.(1988; Mislevy et al., 2005; Almond et al., 2007

Al Jolu a9 (S G el -2
(Conditional Probability Tables-CPTs) s, ]|
ClEMall Lad s &1 Ay i) Lol Jie3 29
Ui 40 ke S Al & Atell ial] o
eyt Lol Jss Sty Aoy dullass |
Prior  probability) L&l Jlexs¥l  aujes

(Mislevy etal., 2005) naield (distribution

el Jouzdl WIS e 2ds S Jiads
oo Al S 3l sy 2l JLezs¥l o (x) LasSILl
silly (0) GolSO1 uall 2o 1 Slailly () sl
clalas Loyl (2 adlasd! Jolasr ds1s o925l
2o (BN) 0l 3201 3kt ISl (o0 Laysotss iy
cbldly Al cloglall Loyl dsd
(Uglanova, 2021) & =]l

——

padl Gyl aluseiuly z3gaidl Sledas paas
2Ll 2aLadl closlall SLae¥l § 1sY1 ae
05y cledall e Jguamdl ang d =l
Lol clewd! guadl Jlas¥l Glus
oM Slasll @ud oo ALl alasraly
Culbertson,) (&layall e abl=iudl i)
.(2014; Wang et al., 2023

Model) z3gadl ddslacg B3g> (0 @az=dll -5
plasialy Lt @lfe puas o Cus ofit
Syl e alaall albleiad $KLL
G iy fByliee ziled Lo dl dgda)
Parameter) lelall solazul (3 484
(recovery

oo :(Estimation) " wudddl" oldes ¢ly>) -6
olayall laladg a8 Slalad 7 |ial @iy
(@l aisg) J¥amedl ely g Lkl ledasg
Culbertson,) (BN) aydl aSiadl alasaals
(2014

iome 32 oo (BNS) 2yl aSad) 098
Gl ey Ialnsen 3903 (30 Byl g 1ol 6 joxtl-1
Jleell 4ead) 400 Sy (Graphical models)
Lol a8 Jso "adyaell (£oull Jutatll” mingag
drge 090 Gla sy e oty plladll BlisSe
dylae dcgazmag «(Directed Acyclic Graph- DAG)
Conditional) s, adl Alas¥) clavsall cpe
(Node) suse S Jia3g .(probability distributions
(Arrow) e si (Edge) sl S Jiass Dsiia
OuAdie (b Al A83e

s .G = (% )3, DAG ) 5,121 Sy
29 o Ble B g udall (ouud cilpise o0 X 0580
DAG e 53g2sbl diall s 2lall uaall oy
) el ol CBlgmll il Loy (Algdie ol piio

'



Sl pudddl @ Lelaadasy Leliy Bylog Al lSeadl 1 iyasys JL3)

clalall o3 (BN) dundl 48051 3819359 490 Sl mey zdged Ve (1) JSadl zosss
Mislevy etal.,) Giledl el z 3905 2o (<) AalST Z35a3 05y g ol Alal) (BN) dpd! A il
.(2005; Mahjoub & Kalti, 2011 Blg> Huwdg cade duws e (1) Sl oyl

X1 x2
Sae A 500 S@eD 100
StateB 300 Stale E 600
StateC_ 200 State F 300
/ \ \
i X3 K4
/ SaleG 319 SateL  18.0
| StateH 407 StateM 545
/ Stated 275 StateN 275
f
v
X5
Staleq 288 g
StaeR 337
State5 275

.(Schultzetal., 2011, p. 4) «/ LLil/ (BN) i/ addly ko pssy 73905 :(T) S&&

Laliee LS olgius  ylasg  (classes Ll waall Jies (oAl puddll Bl 9
ol Anaseia }JUL) Jw e o(Proficiency levels) Ohlee JUl Jow e Adyall  (ailaxkll
Lbsll Jiag (Levy, 2009) Adle of dawgie daall Jias dus fgaadl pSadl o aluslyl
2V Bl 2 alall ke @ il e bl Jie (ol Jlecl of lylue dasULl
2o &bl poaol pustad > nlaaall on e porda @ bl o (bl Badane 83,86
atud ! SEMatl e peazld (BNs) Al clSsd| Sl Ble=tl Jiasg .(Uglanova, 2021) wlxl!
Almond et) AL @ aiatd Juiad (rasd Ao i) ot (Conditional  dependencies) s, 4!
[al., 2015; Uglanova, 2021 loya cr ol AasMU el 1Y 2ialK) il
2 Jasll el (BN) A A8l Ay Jtas AN i) 055 Lo Baley eudtll § O
ool slale of HLasI Sosks of Jlzll clazd &) (Dichotomous) dmaie 46ls alasMall

Layall paibasll n Lol Joo  guadl 9 (Al LY (1) 9 bl LY (0) Jiey
Gl sladll adas Uagl (Sasg . JasDLl elglundl 4ls| @5 cus) (Polytomous) J5ladl Badaie

sosan 5 Ag8 Lylai 5929 aute Al §biledl e (G52 Ll LY il
(Uglanova, 2021) 4.80LY1 cleglasl (IRTs) 85,80l Al 7 3kas ) Hlasdl (Sasg
Gle dezad dasde Was (hel) maze Sl zikiy (DCMs)  (gauseddl cadiadll z3leig
Slagsetll e dlaiiye degazme Sliag OIS A,lS o als ¥l Ll e (SEM) asbidl e¥slall
Cvo AiSan Acgazma I ALl Ak, 21 Adlaasy| waadl ey .(Culbertson, 2014) ! elSesd)
S § ¥l e laas | s o(Juall) byl o ol auly Bl e Byadil) ziladl el oy
Oy Il dayg sl Legeme Joyd ass Uyl el801 ol paall paas (BNs) dpnd!) olSsd!
(CPTs) byl adlasdl Jglar gkl Latent ) ZalSJl Slaally 3ole Loy vy Almiie
(




(22024 _j1adsi/ 21446 Jo¥I salex) jo L] — Bocte)| — Lewiil] pglell g el Lzl

aldly dasdle clize 2okl P e Akl
sl

biges (2) Jsadl mogy A slasel
plad puds Lo S dumy pumiiey B 3SGA

2 1 i
IUC"“;‘;E“"“_Y IP_Addressing
Level H >
Levell 250| | Lo
Level2 250 fD. o2
Leveld  25.0 |SIES Level3 250
e /// \ e // / X \-\\\ 1 iegs
- " ){\ \
1 i A \ ~a S
»~ / ConAddTask1 ConAddTask3 R AddTask1
ConTask1 y ScoreD  50.0 Scored 500 @ T | ] Scored  333[
Scored 333 2 Scorel  50.0 Scorel  50.0 P 43 Scorel  33.3| |
Scorel 333 : L Score2 33.3| |
Score2  333| | \ / e
X » A v ;
- ¥ 24 ConAddTask2 ConAddTaskd RadaskZa
Conlessl g Scored  500] Score0 500 | Score0  50.0 [
Scored  50.0 Scorel  50.0 Scorel  50.0 Scoret S50.0
Scorel  50.0

oMo Sfpito doiled SHS po llatf olad ot Laio S iy Sutiior dupy A5 gigai (2) K4
-(West etal., 2010, p. 13) Lplbd/ aLdls

b uzgs gl ol g2 ((2) Geradl @ Jindl
S8 (1) Ao e Jguamld J3Y1 e 770 Jloss |
Sle pey bhks cpams J| Aeall oda 60839

(sl @izl i) dule sl cqgpazll

aileyia oo Age (3) JWI KA miagy WS

daidy.(1) LoD juanald b, i) Al laasM Jgan
Gl aadl alasial (29 19 0) 2 Aol
Goius S oyl Jlais¥! aiies cige IS Jiasg
Sy a3 Rage o of miang Ll e slof

Connectivity Score0 Scorel Score2 I
LewvelO §5.000 10.000 5.000
Levell 60.000 30.000 1l0.000
Level2 30.000 50.000 zZ0.000
Level3 10.000 60.000 30.000

ot ST (1) LM pizal) ubo i) Allaisd] Jyutm colonsiis oo Ligs :(3) S
.(West et al., 2010, p. 14) aleznl/ 4acdy

z3yeid Jlazs¥ LY e Jodas (Design - ECD
ssalie Sls Jleinl gigais (Al sl
2uleall 49 (Jenkins, 2001; Almond etal., 2007)
AWl Joo somars G wlel2¥l (po aldy
sal ool Ly dlasdl of LiSey gl L slal
Bopall clizes ¥ 5 /ellzeg il e s yieg
Sy SSLeld] § i @ whaally whldly
s s e oSeil) aflsll WS oS

.(Culbertson, 2014)" = LasML

—

daczeiwd | (BNs) Lnd! olid! oligse
i | dodas] A dedd

e yome e (BNS) Al i)l A e Lot
8, Sladd) Lagws Vg chlagaddl (po dawlg
Bodate LS ziled Gesan G 1aaad SY
(Multidimensional proficiency models) sLa¥l
Aoaaill ald) 15319 Lelae @iz &1 e15¥1 iy
Gelal suming Baley aloyall e wyaadl ae
Evidence Centered) &s¥1 e SG,LI qposatll
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sl @il § Lelandaty Lol Gylog Al wlSddl 155050 JL3)

el eeadl sl s cdlawg

«(Conceptual Assessment Framework- CAF)
digs (BN) apndl aSGidl zigas plaserwly
sl Jeim g5 J) Aled) pnyd) Llais
(o aa) Ldasdhe oSy @l mladly a,lasd)
Al el oy Sum il lakais (S
Slivolgs z3gad S 8559 73kl (sd sl5i
S g " ouds 13" ield) Ald e s
M pamasdl @iy <aS" 9 "% uuds (@S 9 T duuds
By JalSte ol pllas ligSe eis Lie lmas
Mislevy ) (4) Jult JKadl 3 LS (el asadl 3
(etal., 2005; Almond et al, 2015; Yan etal., 2021

A et ol Al A eadig
zigas (1 :onlslaie (newd ) euaddl Lalas]
Gl aall e S (Proficiency model) 4,Lasdl
Lot il ] Ll ol M LS s
2ag,00 2BV a3 I (Directed links) 2ol
U zigad (2 9 tollaSIl o Aojae o
aldl e 381535 (&l uaall ae (Evidence model)
o obleS e Ialgy ae l@dasde (Sar (I
ros iasdle oS Lo SOl (0 8,-2n Ll
G ALl Jl LS e Gl @sdl Lk
i e el oS ca Ll oSy
Almond et al., 2007; Almond et) 8suaie =LaS
.(al., 2015; Yan et al., 2021

Assembly Model
K]
| Lo
D
Y

e 3

HFY] CJ}‘ AN CS}E

Pl o34 PRENI

Proficiency Model(s) Evidence Models
e Stat Evidence

model Rules
5 [@—e

o P o

Presentation Model

2 poooo ;I

Features
’7 1. POOOCK. | ¥

3 POCOCK ¥

Delivery Model

-(Almond et al., 2015, p. 27) wwdd/] dalsi¥f L] ACedd) Geddas 7 3Lai ligSo :(4) S

z39es sl ey LS 7 3903 ilelan (Mieiul
Sl oy gyl Budall Hlaxi¥l z3gas e AlasTl
Ledl slid calasdle st alpite e z3gaill o9
S8k bl adyall Cilga caias allg i ayall (6) 4
zigal ashiy euadll 3 JYarldl Gslual (o
()i Jgo Liagd JuSCady 2uSeadl z3kaidl § Ul
ez wlaall df 5Lady . Jleas¥l auserll tu> (00

(0) 4 pLaza¥l Joes Zal 3 (N) I

—

s S s b Leuds
:(Proficiency model) 4,LaS01 7 3505 = a3k i
o Byaall dalas dule 3o} uslg olas| pase <Jlia
N>l (2 10 - 27) @all dsly () Lus
Slpaies (0.1 0.2 0.4 02 0.1) £y Hirua
(0) 8508l (e Aazine (1585 AasDlall Alylall sl
R e el cous DLl Cayiias mag
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ALSH ah @ sl clslae e Bl §
G Al e Blrradll SLlstl e Laylg i
e uciall KLl douad @iy L@asde (Sa
bl Slilug sl e Ly slpsdl Slaglas
Slalas uas e Sole zigaill Bplae S5
ASad) Asled) agundl JSed Joyddl Jlaasd)
2 3lai po IS0 g, Al N Lais¥lg Bl Al
Jenkins, 2001; Almond et al.,) ¥y 2SI

(5) JSad § LS (2007

(BN) apdl aSeadl z3ges spums cdlazig

sdcy «(Proficiency nodes) LI dae dyoms
Al dputomsy (2l K ] Aegazma ol listad
Joluz Bude S0 sumsg (i) Budall ae oLyl
Ussol oty Bagyadl LN 2l 211 =¥ Lesl
peiude Gl GllasM sga=s eig Budall
AL ) LSl e LLEYI JShay pleS
&I (Qmatrix) 5.8 Abgaime Sloglan didy JSdo
lane datay Bayae S Bgllall SLAL suss
(BN) 2upnd! ASadl 7 3Lesd 2l o] cilidas

Common Ratio Geometric Model Geometric
High 941 - High 52,0 — » High 16.0m
Medium 5.30 Medium 37.6 mu—m Medium 29.1
Low 0.60 | Low 10.4m - Low 54.8 m—m—

— T
- - T -
Extend Geometric Induce Rules Geometric
High 941 High 23.2 mm
Medium 5.30 Medium 31.5
Low 0.60 Low 453 ——
A

Table Geometric

Visual Geometric

Examples Geometric

High 50,1 f—— High 50.5 p—— High 31.6
Medium 26.6 Medium 28.6 Medium 32.1 m—
Low 23.4 Low 21.0 = Low 36.3

-(Almond et al., 2007, p. 354) wblziwy/ Sll Sylal/ s LLiS 73gai:(5) S

Almond et al.,, 2015; Yan et al.,) @ls,ally sl
Byuall puasdl @udll (e S iy (Sess (2021
(CPT) Ao 21 JLaio¥l Jpli ou e Jsuaeld (6)

(6) JSad! @ JW! Jpusdl 3 LS

Evidence ) ald! / Ws¥l z3gai = Luds cauS-os
Ao shllac] Koy e Jose J) pLbl (6235 :(model
L g 55 s /mamam 41 e 445 ) ¥ S

oudy AidasMo (Ko o9 Azmils paie

&| Prior |Item 1 Item2 Item3 Ttem4 Item35
2 0.1 03775 0.2227 0.1192 0.0601 0.0293
-1 0.2 |0.6225 0.4378 0.2689 0.1480 0.0759
0 0.4 |0.8176 0.6792 0.5000 0.3208 0.1824
1 0.2 |0.9241 0.8520 0.7311 0.5622 0.3775
2 0.1 |0.9707 0.9399 0.8088 0.7773 0.6225

(0) 5)ii)] Goicus s )3 piis dc gl (CPT) il i dtloind/ Syl i :(6) S
.(Almond et al., 2007, p. 160)

29 Y Boaall uusd (Q) &S ddgima
S Alatas AsMell AL AL of Lasas
Ll e aanad o oSay o9 calll s bogydin
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3 Bugad | LTl e 1Blaiel aldl ausg @ug
el L LS At /&La-u}?l\ Jdns sl 3.43.:.44_n
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sl @il § Lelandaty Lol Gylog Al wlSddl 155050 JL3)

sl ol SLas¥l jshae Jid oo Ladsass @3 (I
Slayall § Bagaoll aldl Gilamlgn dpdses @iy
(Almond et al., 2015) Lxs JS3 2lazsV1 @udg
Assembly) acem=ill zigad = i oS-z
Agaall cows C5y59 @layall asgs ((model
2l 51 il 58 1 oLl o i
Mislevy et) cwlidl molidl alaziuly (Seobiys of
J o9 92 LS ((al, 2000; Almond et al., 2015
(7) Jsad

File Edit Layout Modify Table Metwork Cases Report Style Window

(Eal— = = e o 0O ® % ¥

Aol z3ges iy () Bydl el I 5Lads
G dlady of Sl alsdy Lo Ao¥ (oDl 4uanS
e UYL e miy (udl Jeall) Aeldl Bliw
el zises Lol Lgasdle oSer I claiall
Oesalg Ladgums o3l G deldl wlne il
S Slsa¥ly doall Ay Aol cligalyll
slelly  Jeall  Gilziiey  ogexall
L daldly gos=mall o odleladlly dppazdl
)l qg oY 7 3gard LYl lidlate ae 340y
Lol z3gai Slmate Aaulyy dadl paibas e

Lot

& 2skillsInitial

===

Task1

S Right 614

No 330 0.614 + 0.49

067 +047

. —— wrong 335:?5
Yes E?Dr —

Task2
Right 61.4
I Wiono 5o et |
Mo 33.0 0.614 = 0.49
0.67 = 0.47

Task3
Right 61 4:

Wrong 38.6

0.614 + 0.49

pr File Edit Format View
IDnum Taskl skill2 Task2 Task2 skilli
1 right Yes wrong rRight NO
2 rRight NO Right rRight ves
3 wWrong No wWrong  wWrong NO
a wrong  Yes wWrong right NoO
5 wrong No wrong — wrong NO
- 6 rRight NO Right wrong ves
5 7 rRight No Right rRight  Yves
8 right  ves wWrong rRight  ves
] right  ves right rRight ves
10 right Yes wrong wrong NO
11 rRight NO wrong wrong ves
12 right  ves rRight  wrong NO
13 wrong  ves wWrong  wWrong NO
14 wrong  Yes right right No
15 right Yes wrong right Yes
16 rRight ves Right rRight ves
17 right  ves RrRight rRight  ves
18 wWrrong No wWrong  Wrong No
19 right vYes wWrong  wWrong No
20 right Yes rRight rRight Yes
21 wrong NO rRight rRight ves
22 wWrong NO wWrong  wWrong NO
23 wWrong No wWrong Wrong  Yes
24 wrong NO rRight wrong NO
25 wrong  yes wrong  wrong NO
il 26 wrong NO wrong  wrong NO
27 wrong  Yes wWrong  wWrong NO
3 28 wrong  Yes rRight right Yes
right Yes right wrong N

.(Yanetal., 2021) (Kw) o) AScdd] o[ »ff/m@,%‘idléj‘,&.ugd/ﬁt‘.t/j lapdl! (7) S

" Eld!” (ol Arn Aagog 3yall o5 oS Arie
Mislevy et al., 2000; Almond et) 4oz @9
RUILY P39 (8) UsCiadly .(al., 2015; Yan et al., 2021

Gedailly oyall 73l = popesill gy ayS->
43Ls| o1 :(Presentation & delivery models)
Lo @ AT @l loyall e St (Blead! paze
Blay le@asde Sy miles Dlndie ae Busly

B1 IRT5C.dne

==
;I

_ATtem_3 Table {in =10 x|
node: tem_3 ~| Apply | Okay |
Chance ~|  %Probabiny ~| Reset| Close |
Theta A Right Wrong |
pos2 pos2Z  Yes ER E] e |
posil pos2  No 7L za
Zero pos1  Yes a3 17
neg1
neg2 posl Mo 63 37
Zero  Yes | s0 a0
Zero Mo a0 &0
negl Yes 37 &3
negl  Nao 17 ES)
a neg2 Yes zz T8
Sl neg2 Mo 2 EC] -
] (Il > -

Loplindo 35y il 3 gr1dio po buir ]y dago (49 3 o)) lssdall por Jlio :(8) JSCG
(Yanetal.,, 2021) "lewd!" sosid Licto Aoy 2pill ol pdioy

—
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Al z3sadl e o8 cllmiadl 5SLns
oo Seiadl clelall e Slegeme alasialy
Bilas] Clas ol ey iy soiasll auisal
o degezma ST (Discrepancy statistic) (8Ll
iy Adaall Lldly sl wlly olegazs
A g B il (P) Zesd e Jsan)
a3l el b oty 1 55,801 Slegasll
s ) Spiall (P) Aesd pdds Aulaall bl
Sinharay, 2006; Culbertson, G.S}q:d\ e e
o bl e o Ga=dl e LS (2014)
Correlation with external) 4,k oISl
Gl Ml s> e izl Guse (e «(criteria
z350iS Al A0 Budas M (0 Lrenr @3
.(Uglanova, 2021) Ll

Likelihood ) 4dlezs¥l ol puds &5lae (Sasg
Sloglall @lfss Gudaw z3Led! ao (estimates
Sleglasll LT ¢les J2o «(Information criteria)
Akaike,) (Akaike Information Criterion-AlC)
Bayesian) @indl <leglall cl=e of (1973
ol «(Schwarz, 1978) (Information Criterion- BIC
Deviance Information) 8l,=¥| &leglas o
(Spiegelhalter et al, 2002) (Criterion- DIC
) BLai) 20 0y LS gyl SLazs
Crawford,) (Hierarchy Consistency Index (HCI)
(2014

zpaid] Aalal AaSHl usslall J) 26Lsylg
Diagnostic) duauseddll pgeydl ;355 o Say
ULl pdl aSadl daylae gl eusgs (plots
oy oy «2bledl (oye dicy (Sinharay, 2006)
Aoyl ol Al cilsyall clileiny dogame
oo BBl wlsyall ligamae (o dde @uyg
ulaall Sl ol ) elelaal) goiasd) asal
D ABLYL Sl o oy LLai¥l pams s
Item ) <lsyaeld Snell cloced| dasllae old (U3

—
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il Gby ziged! Adylas Slydie bl
:(BN) dupd! &ICeadd 3 lally
Al daliell ol asll e sue Sla

3 Aol (BNs) el clSeadl 3 ziged
UL Bl Ty (1 o Lisns 5500 st
Slas¥l alsys (e (Mean absolute difference)
Azpd jddd @iy Cu Agdaall ailayudly dadgall
A bl Guall M5 (e dadeall HLas
«(Leave-one-out cross validation) 8u>lg dl>
Pardos et al., s3Maiy (wonl a3l 1da ZA3ls
Good's ) duaissleglll 398 dxys ,d5e (2 ¢(2007)
Weaver,) ,ai dasss sl (Logarithmic score
Ranked) 45,31 4dlais>¥ 4o ys 1450 (39 (1948
pléy .(Epstein, 1969) (probability score
(Williamson et al., 2000) s5Majs Cgumslibss
iga O lodgg M a3l sda elal dlyuy
Lea 598 Ay ydhbey 45l Al 4oy
apnd! Al 3 gl sllast C3LAIST 3 Junsd!
(Culbertson, 2014)

z3ledl sda  (Estimation) " u&3" e
Aaisles plaziuly Ssle (BNs) dyndl Sl
Sladeddl  daad
(Algorithm-EM
Markov Chain Monte ) ;5 fig0 84550 Aludu
dueiyle> ol «(Gilks et al., 1996) (Carlo-MCMC

Expectation-Maximization )

o (Dempster et al., 1977)

Bage AmAall c9yige-Fugy miiwla-(ussg e
Robbins-Monro)
3 cms & (Cai, 2010) (Algorithm-MH-RM
bl Glae cluxll cdy Jolas
(Almond et al,, 2015; Uglanova, 2021)
m 3l pias el SISl ] s

Posterior Predictive) gaadl g5l z3gaidl
¢y (Rubin, 1984) (Model Checking -PPMC
@y adeill z3gailly (Audaall) AasML ()las

Metropolis-Hasting

G
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ol wandizl! § Lelialats Lebis ylos Tl SISl iigpips L)

il pgwy 4>ly y8949 . (junction tree) J¥ s
A gt U 4y Sk i) gl
G bl gu @ladall alastuly (BN) ad)
o0 4 3952 Lo IO on 0LSL gabindl s gsa
ol @ a8 LAl mebidl 1 aieny @bl
43131 B39 diBgigeg dabolut! Bla

asadly ol A4 aniiasy R geliy 2
Slaeiyles e Soa=ig o(bnlearn) (2 dsosrud)
Jenis (BN gl 3SR Ay olasl Raliis
e 4 aldl adslly gradl J¥uzdly slalall
(http://www.r-project.org ) lay!,J!

:(Netica API for R) "RNetica K5 51" zaliys -3
sotall B gie Auiliasd Al 48] o pamsy
L1 i ally 5" Al A ymas (R)
(R) J>1s Netica APl caillsgd dayy pdgs sa dis
bl Aaly mdiy Lemdiny bl slaey
28l gkl ysolail 2aledl gl alasial
dazy Les molipdl 1 alusiuly dzmepdl Ugud
S by alasiw e 43S @./.J dde Joall
Lol e 35250 4y (ol adslly .55 2z
.(http://pluto.coe fsu.edu/RNetica)

alaziuly @l J¥ardl BUGS 34" melip-4
(Bayesian Inference Using Gibbs > cilie
e &> e Sl "34," 9. Sampling- BUGS)
aladis plasiuls Asbas z 3kl gndl dulxzl)
dsl e deimg (MCMO) K cise B85Sl
Sdzll z3gadl Jld=id (Gibbs) > cilive
Sy Leay meliall olusy Oblase] cliag
Ll e 45 ool 235l (WinBUGS)
http://www.mrc-bsu.cam.ac.uk/bugs/)

285ll9 (OpenBUGS) ";a4usl" 9 (welcome.shtml
L e 4 s
OSesg  .(http://mathstat.helsinki.fi/openbug)
gl Sl meliy 4] s asYl alasiud

—

13

Lndl Gledl aswy of (characteristic curves
Bl HLas¥l of culsyael] (Bayesian residuals)
Al ol 13) L sass o S 8yaall ol yaal)
ziyeidl L Lis &l cbludl e Gl N
Jilie Bl Slaspdll oy oSey LS 2l
@ eluy Les calayall clalal Zyuadl clayeall
R I 2N BTN
elol Jeloeig  cnallall p 51,891 sy (Sasg
b i) Aars¥ ) Jglus s e 2l clayall
2,8 S HLasy) saie Gyiua pasass (CPTS)
Soima i cpuddll § Sloglall med oty Cos
e LYl gy Aeldl z 3508 Slnaieg B3yl
O szl saadl of Lgllall yolall 285 J) Jounsll
O el Sl yall col13) Lo Hlas | ey LSl sl
ey daliell LS algiuws G93 o ikl
e Jsiasdl o2 LS ol s,all sy 31yl ks

T390 pddl pddeiung «Dlayall ilelas cilypaas

Maximum = dles¥l  (gadly  Joyidl 5
Mislevy et al., 2000; Culbertson,) likelihood
(2014

! el Anbandl melndl pal tluals
:(BN) !

2o Blle ausrad G moladl (00 sue lia
2ol 3> Sl ool dus (BNs) dypndl il i)
SliSey all Axgiae 5551 Lylat dusul>
Aause dasylayg M=l sda alukiuly zewd
s Lo 2l ¥l ol o wal (g s
:(Norsys Software Crop) "Netica |S5s" zaliys-1
«(BN) dpedl a80adl el ausiug mobin 929
@38 xlly o ddl pisiung Aaplad oilgal s
Al delivally Cdally 2audly Jogorll ¥ s
Ll e 45 bl adslls (VAL oo Lot

Aa)ylgs pdseiug sa9.(http://www.norsys.com)
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http://mathstat.helsinki.fi/openbugs/
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ok Sline puseiug Su> UJAGS J5l>" maliyn-9
4 yolxll adslly (Just Another Gibbs Sampler)
[(https://sourceforge.net/projects/mcmc-jags/)
Gl dxdeid] gas " FBM ol (3 3" meliy -10
4 yolxll adslls (Flexible Bayesian Modeling)
http://www.cs.utoronto.ca/~radford/)
(fbm.software.html

Ol &3 (Je uazag "Stan liw” meliy-11
«(No-U-Turn) =lue
.(http://mc-stan.org/Stan)

9o dadsag ks
"SPSS Modeler yLage () (ol o ! melie-12
e sy A Sled gy glmt el sag
https://www.ibm.com/docs/en/cloud-) 1,/
paks/cp-data/4.8 x?topic=modeling-bayes-net-
Murphy, 2007; Korb & Nicholson,) .(node
2011; Mahjoub & Kalti, 2011; Almond et al.,

(2015

el 3 (BN) andl oeid! olipdas tluslu
]
Slae & (BNS) Al SISl Subas oSn
(Dl SLUS Syaes peisl) ol i
oeblaS Blstun cous memis Sy iy
Gl mnatll Jlme @ Olighdll pal g
Object-) <laa¥l e addl apdl oieadl
S lipdl Lund) IS idlg (oriented Bayes nets
euadl) dalasl qens &Iy «(Dynamic Bayes nets)
18 ,all e 2l 2! SiSeally celasll ol o
3S5,A eusdidly « (Knowledge-based Bayes nets)
& ol lylany @adll oyt (ECD) 4a¥l e
eeaddl (sasan Baclud Slesl 2y (Jlzll lda
Mislevy et al.,) dndl o&KEdl oo Balarad
(2005

—
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Q8392 ol clld &plie Baguxe alel e S99
I A8 pouy o ye 0ot (Matlab) CMbile el
o Bliegag JavaBayes w Lil>" melin-5
slid) e Jaad &I (Java) Lol loal (e Aegazme
e de Jeitdog Laxdlasy (BNs) L il
slddly poaopl Hyme mewn o Adly psw
Slubles ean LS Al clKadl Jhaady
tree) JY

dadgayg (junction

(https://www.cs.cmu.edu/~javabayes/Home)
@al (o d>ly gag "Hugin (y>s.a” zlin -6
509 .(BNs) dndl olSadl 3 Aeasiadl ool
21> z3gaild do¥1 asdl s (9 ((g)lms malin
g oy § ke L Bl pgrany 2y 4359 .(DAG)
o LS ) olKeadl e aalall 2 all
e dadsag .(junction tree) J¥aiud| A)yles
.(http://www.hugin.com) 1! ,J|

BAYES NET TOOLBOX (uSsalss i " zaliys -7
pasiud Huell d>gide 4uSe sa9 1 (BNT)
o dde L8 (e Aageda (29 (Matlab2) 2 LML
Y e Sie Slea g5 Bue Jadidy « L)
Al (oadl ausiwg gradl (Sddl @ladlly
giadl aa8¥l ol (Maximum likelihood)
oo Sledall uail (Maximum a posteriori)
(EM) csladsill aulanl Zaajlss 5 AlolSIl bl
oo 130 bl i LeS ALaiSl pd ol
Lol e 4 pdslls zisedl Aalas ciSms
.(https://bayesnet.github.io/bnt/docs/usage.html)
4>l a9 "BAYESIALAB Ml meliy -8
Laynsden 34ud 8 AS, 4 29" Bayesia L' <letie
IS e elailly SLaNl mes collal alassay
Ll gag cc¥lxe Sue § Leladaty (slilaoY)
Ll oKl A e aake

(www.bayesia.com)
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https://www.cs.cmu.edu/~javabayes/Home/
https://bayesnet.github.io/bnt/docs/usage.html
https://sourceforge.net/projects/mcmc-jags/
https://www.routledge.com/search?author=Kevin%20B.%20Korb
https://www.routledge.com/search?author=Ann%20E.%20Nicholson

ol wandizl! § Lelialats Lebis ylos Tl SISl iigpips L)

Aads olyalg ilayae sledas (e Jgsamll digllas
LS il oz Bl pan wadsll d8s Counasily
5 cisile (s ] i} UK Sl s 8oL 5]
dl ¥l e clld ampg clayall cilelas 48
Culbertson,) 51,8¥1 clelal Beusll ol yyaasl)
(2014

Almond et) 4dlsjs wigll Aulys Coeians LS
e (BN) aupndl AScadl 73905 3adas (al, 2007
Cognitive) 3 all gaddll euadll 7l
J¥adly «(diagnostic modeling assessment
Slly olegame aluziwly A¥ le @lall
ULl 0 Ll Layghaty (36lney duisis
Syt Jg> I5¥1 (e Al il bz Jgumgl]
Almond et al,) clegazlly 5,00 LS
(ECD) 3l e gl sl Igotiiuelg (2007
Ay plazial (1129 Slghs sue JM> 0
(2 L (ulad Jlme sy 2ualdy] Aoylas
el ol Jlmol) 2salill ALl ez dpotoes
o A S Aa il S 2855kl 0ol ol (3
el (159 @13 Bouze Lage Hlias (4 Boaxll sl
Sl Jimads pems o) s (5 A0
(79 Al LS 7303 Cnums (6 D]l
sy 1,8y Jo¥) Belasedl J| Bagall of cadgull
cily tes ol Ble Bl Aa) sl
(Incremental validity) (las Buis cwads (0.88)
L Amlny sl 3 Al LYyl
033l gigeidl ol clls gl ALYl . guadl
Dl @lad 5ol J) oW adgall

VL PRI OO DA [T RCIVE < S R PUY
Lnd! aSad! (Moussavi & McGinny, 2009)
ol pauxddy cgupall oY quazl (BN)
pue @ dueludly polall (o adlad (alazl
555 Llyaiys (o i e Tyl iy Ll
(170) 5 waludl cagall § Adlsg WL (3322) (e
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e cab G alaldl (any liag

Ll Lol ey gl eudtld (BNs) agnddl
skl (Mislevy et al, 2000) 4Mejs alusa
el cLall Jlae & (BN) iy 350s g
Shstua (o olaall Hlasl Gue Aaslzll
S (dalide dueyd ENlel ilaglall e dalise
A wm iy Jolye Hued Al lgals
ddeg clayall sucy Ae,all ENlell SleMeg
oo By Bayall Hlas! Cleay (amgoeall
s (1215) Sbleiw! oo oLl 668Gy 85,2l
FRUEL I VEIPE R TTON P PRRPION I PN
Soizma Judzmi @3 sbpall slns oy Suelucy
(13) a3y 35ya0 (76) Lavucy HLasdl lsyda
Slelas Bolazal o Gamall @y Le,d Yixe
o9 o LRl M5 (e layally 51,8 7 3.0l
cewgme ASS Jlasl Bl @ ziged!
alaziuly (Computerized Adaptive Test-CAT)
iy lsyall JLis) i) Ay 3Sed zisel
de @l Slayall Hlasl clee elsl o 3anll
roby @ Aeyall ¥Rl alisl oleglall
s @3 SIS s el sl e e 13kt | 7 390l
el Ly @l Jasdl z3sally clEMall
il Eladae 383 o ) Aalyll Capalsg Ape,all
Com S 3 Aedall Ol e wezai Ll
O Bagaall g9,all 3 dyeyall ¥l cislazal
Loldl @layall e Ledall 4sLaYl cleglall
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