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An Application of the GDD-P in Carrying Notation

ZHU Yufang
( Shangrao Normal School Shangrao Jiangxi 334000 China)

Abstract: Using a polytomous extension of the generalized distance discriminating method ( GDD-P) to diagnose
students’ mastery of carrying notation the students’ attribute mastery patterns are obtained. The study indicated
that not only examinees’ attribute pattern could be diagnosed with polytomous response but it also provides an ex—
ample for cognitive diagnosis with polytomous response.
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