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Cognitive Diagnosis Models Under Polytomous Attributes and Polytomous Item

XIA Menglian' MAO Xiuzhen®

5

YANG Rui’

(1. School of Teacher Education and Psychology Sichuan Normal University Chengdu Sichuan 610068 China;
2. School of Educational Science Sichuan Normal University Chengdu Sichuan 610068 China)

Abstract: Polytomous attributes and polytomous item in cognitive diagnosis theory can greatly enrich the item infor—

mation and improve the diagnosis accuracy. Firstly polytomous attributes and polytomous models are introduced

which are extended based on cognitive diagnosis model. At last based on the new models some future research di-

rections and suggestions are put forward to cognitive diagnostic.

Key words: cognitive diagnostic theory; polytomous attributes; polytomous item; cognitive diagnosis model



