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( RALIFIE R AF BRI SEAR RS, £F 130117) CIHLIME R¥HE ¥BE, AKE 050000)

M OE MR EE LA ] DR U TONEIS W, (H E AT — R 7 S P b 22 ) 2%
WHZW k. P, SR —F Q REIMF YR A M 22 2N RIS BT 4 (Bi-QNN), R TR~ AT R it
BRI PEHAAET (DI GG L 1T A2, Bl al LIRS Q AR 5558 . Q JE I Fd AR A 5 (2)
PZE LS BT B IE T GDINA BORY, i HREAE L I 2638 R PR ) R ROV 5 3 HARVE; (3) T A8 27 > YRR |
U507 SEREA AR PR IR SRR, S m A Y By P S0E IV o SER2 SRR . Bi-QNN eI 1
A TN 1R 22 B 1 LE S HA )7 7 GDINA 5 DINA HR B Lf; 76— MV A, SR R A RO B E A XA,
IR PERCR NI e —E R EADRECRIFEAF A /0 JEHER R, ST TR I UIZRAY Bi-QNN J7 34 RE S A ik I A
[FIREAS T A B4R, AERLIIROE 5 SR Re 10 2Bl A AF AR BB A9 4 e, BBV R 1 — PR T 32 31
TEERRL AL BRG], X B AT AT — 2 R

XEEIR NANSW, Q JEME, AT Mgy, Tk
SFES B84l

1 55

N2 Wi PEAl (Cognitive Diagnostic Assessment,
CDA) 5 75 M 5 1 12X B AR 250 S RS 40 A6 3 7 Al 4B ]
R P A o B E TR RE B SRR L, D el
O TR T 5, X e 2N T
OBEPEAL A PEAL 2 2] (Xin et al., 2022), #F58 &1
BEXT 05 2 LR 28 42 H R A 1 TN 2 IR A
AL, A3 Gt o A 5 2 90t o A (e B
&, 2021); MARIAYTTA b SRR 5 AE S 4L
BRI (Liu et al., 2022), Horb, #2240k
Z YAt A 23 {5 ] DINA BERS PC-DINA
(Partial Credit Diagnostic Model; de la Torre &
Minchen, 2019), Jlii [ GDINA #5# seqGDINA (The
sequential G-DINA; Ma & de la Torre, 2016)4% . AW
FEERET gt oy, Hop i BAARMEREE

Wk H31: 2024-03-11
* [E K HRBHE R A 5 H (62577018),
WAE1EE: B EF, E-mail: zhaow577@nenu.edu.cn
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AN AR 4D F5 NIDA (noisy inputs, deterministic
“and” gate; Junker & Sijtsma, 2001) Al DINA
(Deterministic input, noisy “and” gate model; de la
Torre, 2009)%%, Tfij #4245 A W 42 £§ Templin Al
Henson (2006)#¢ 1 ) DINO (Deterministic input,
noisy “or” gate model) 5 NIDO (Noisy input,
deterministic-“or”-gate model)% . BRIL Z #b, 645
— AL YA 41 GDINA (The generalized DINA; de
la Torre, 2011)5% . UL INENZ Wb AU IR R G0 1t
S ELA, G AR SHUE T 5 2 58 USRS R
i, dnd RAUSRA 145 (Sorrel et al., 2023), X7
AR A AN I 3E 2 IS RO T 2 5 )
FL, DA 3t RS TR ) ) {35 8 s il sl A A ) 19
(Yamaguchi, 2023), XX, ESH0AHAIEL
Wi s vl i, MR TE NI B R AT &
(ECX 45, 2021), AESEO0TEE H YT T W)
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TR DLRE B R A T 12 5 B T LR o AT Y T VR (SR AR,
JASCA, 2021), FEEE T 1a) iR B 1Y 5 sk h e B A R
R MER) 740 $5 NPC (Nonparametric classification
method; Chiu & Douglas, 2013), GNPC (Generalized
nonparametric classification method; Chiu et al.,
2018)%%  BRILZ AN, A T 45 il ) 12 B 5 et 1
Ty, WPUWAFEES | D IR 2 R 2 A i g S A A
T AR SR A A (R 4, 2023),

Bl 2% 2T TR A HHS Wy b Bl FH d5e )32 1 0 ik
FHRIEM I (Guo et al, 2020), £ Chiu %
(2009)fiff FH 23 Uk BE 3R SR SR K S5(E 06 % 0
AAMFE AR AR B AESE(2015)F)H]
IR A ES K SRR SF YN R
FAZ Wi )7 15 (GRCDM), 2 Ji5 0 R AR A B 55 /N )
K P{E R IORGE BE A Ay ]S4 T KNN CDM
(FRFFAE 55, 2019). Guo F(2020) 7R #b K HI{E R
FA L LTI R Ik, Zhang 55(2022)
Rl AR S AR AR KA, AR B
PEAMA KIS )7 2 (EW-KNN) . [ T 3 F R KM )5
B2, WATHEFEN GUR B AL &8 55~ 05 120
FRAKZ W, H A Liu A1 Cheng (2018)4% HiKs 7
FF¥ 1A B HL(Support Vector Machine, SVM)h FHFik
W, JFAE/IMEA A T US55 Z AT AH
ITERE. BEE N TR RER A JE, TREEMZ 2% J5
Bk B B 51 1 077 % 2 —(Liu, 2021), 41 Cui
Z5(2016)%5 4 DINA AR Y AR S0 B8 8 ok 1 25 2k
THZ L AR WAL, FLSL g0 45 R R I L T
FEAREHRE I 2R 28 R 282 I 25 RN S N3 TR
SCEE(2016) 25 4 5 1 22 9 44 (PNN) 5 S 4[] L
(SYVMYHI TINAI2 I, R WAEM AL JE PR T PNN
(BT . Chen T Yan (202 1)EF St A [H] ) i 1 )2
YR, MHIET DINA BRI et 28 1 4%
INFIZ WY, L4 SRR B i 28 ) 45 BB AT R0 s
BERBIUHAT 2, JF Hab R UE PEG A 1Y 52 et
B T R IR, S AE Q2B S E 5 2
9. BHFURE . FEARREZ AR Mg IA
HIZ W ERE, 25 R R WIREA B0 28 ) 25 0
WP RE Y 52 i LA H o i AR R /N . TS,
Wen 55(2020)F1 T T 28 9 28 A A [ By JR ] RAR
EIHMM) R AR, S2BL T A ke W, LA
W) 27 A A M Y & Ji o Wang 55(2020) 38 H —Fp AT
¥R LN A2 W HE SR (NeuralCD), % HEZE AT DA%
U A2 2 35 S Z R 22 BAR B, DLk G A
A — & ] i BER 2 W45 ] . Xue F1 Bradshaw

(2021)4 T fifpe bR i B5CHE (4 il [ REDKS #oh 26 ) 28 5
DINA FI DINO #iAUAE R, 52 B W B 28 I 25 1A
WA, A RRIM A A 8, [RIET
I A IX 43 AR, 2 WPt 2 BR S R A

ZE LNk, BR TSNS, SESHO LM
TREM I, RN G ER R 2 2 0 1T
N2 WO IR B A R0 . R0, S5
TERRE IS I0 451 R 5E i, B — 8 M 5 R ek ok,
AT AT H FT 4R B A — i i 5 HL A i i Y 22
ML NHIZ W 1 o 72 SEBRIN B 55 v, R — 37
55 ] REER S AFAEAS [RVERCE i i L R el 1 5
HAE. MM ks VRIS Wi, L4545
P, PG R 265 B TR B2 RN S22 28 0 Y B30 A5 1 AN
AT — A4 N H s R R [l 8, 0O F 3%
RN TR AR O 22 E 58 E HIk
VEIC R RIME o e 253 [ 80— B A 4T 1) ik Tk
ke BEAh, WML SEORR T 211
T, S E IR RE R R A TR A% . el e X
B BR BRSO U2k — A B Bz A g
J7 A 28 I 45 NS W R Y — TR A 9 3 A1 1 i
Ak f% (Xue & Bradshaw; 2021), Kk, R M2
LEITIEFEAS AR AN [ AR AL B L AL
AU T B R BT, (BAENEZW b, AMEE
FHERGI NSRS T EEENIES
BOTIERTIZ BN

Pk, AT GDINA A EIH &, $EH
— PR Bi-QNN B H 28 2N W 7 ik, DA
it e XY T A 25 I 24 vk R FH T O N2 I v T I 1)
BREA U5 U1 25 PR X A P R A )T, LAk
Ui, Bi-QNN HIRIZ845F t Q i FF 522 B 50 Q 4 [
LRI 2o, I LAk 2638 I 1 1 =300 5 38 AL,
XRER BT RS 0T Bi-QNN 57 (%) [ 4% 25 #g 7] LA
P Q HiFF: A 23 N A ) 1 55 o B A R N
BUPEf ] Bi-QNN LRI, R Q ik 5 e
(B 958 B G ZR AR PR R T A 3058 i Bi-QNN #8144
#, B ET AR M BRI R, 53k,
9T XA R T Bi-QNN BYYIZE:, T3 TiT
F2E B T X Bi-QNN Il 20 &, I AE K
FLS 56 RN SEUEFCHE 2 B R PEAG T Bi-QNN AL Y
B, o, ARCWEEHIT: HENE Q HikEsS
GDINA B A SCHE & A ERIE, Hk ik Bi-QNN
NS Wi s 78 (i # o AR AN T aE R 2= S X B W
YTk, 25T 5T X Bi-QNN 1
PERESEATIPAY, Ba X e it ritis S5,
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2 MRMESE X

2.1 Q4%EBE

Q FE B g i 3R I 56 8T H 5 JE % 2 [B] G HR OE R
f) {5 FE % (Tatsuoka, 1995), EA& s —F703k—i
BH, H—Fn—1ENE, He CnAR)FTR

Q=(qjx)ixx )
ARMTFR Q MRS T JIBHHS KA EEZ
R OC R, HiEMEAEAF R ESE T AR HE
HeRB A AR A, AT I S gia— M E it —
WHATRE ., 7E Q MY, & qu=1FmEH | %
LT EMEk, SNEHEAEREEN K. BHEZREE
KEREAT LIRS AT R GMHEICHR, Har ¢
RN JEEZ (B AR ST, A G R RN R
P 22 B A AE 1 5 (B B2 W O Sl s i) o 1 22 1]
143K 6 5 Z2 38 1T DL AT 3R 40 I R 2R, How S
R= (rKiK,- )KxK (2)

o, AR EE K AT Ron @i K 5 e E
ZIE R S REOC R, IR ek, =1 FRRIBIEK
HEME K ZEFEMERR, SNRREHK S
JEPE K B AR
2.2 GDINA Afi2 BT iR E

ARAIF 5T H A 2 R 245 1) T R JECR | GDINA £
A, I H AR A X G) R

Kj
P(as) = Sjo +z5jkaék +
k=1

K| k-1 K]
Z Z5jkk',06zk0€/zk'+"'+5J-12...K]f| Iaé‘k 3)
K=k+1 k=1 k=1

GDINA 5 AR 4% 45 5 10 ] 24092 2% 2 11 Jai 195 0
Wi B R A A B P S SR A R 4 L =2
i, o K 3R | S2bRg g E MR, H
TR A 3 (4) -

K
K7 = di )
k=1

Hp, ay —A Lx K™ B9 ABAERE, BRRBHE j
S 2 5% Y S AL Y B A AR A . AR (4)
GDINA U4 & X6 1 A [ 25— TE R H a9 7
FH4y R =AY o B s — IR 550, Fongiikee
R YR AT AT P (0 17 0 R IE A [ 25 A AR R
55 IR AL 5y, Fom W AR I M K X I A [
BEH R EZTE, BN R s BN, Hop
S 7B [F] i) 2 48 Ja 4 k 5 @ Pk K % T A 9]
REE | MR O, FORFEIRMA | 5%

F AT e Pt IE A 124 AT E A DRk

3 B Q FEFFI M A M NAIZ T
F Y

31 XEXREESZER Q%M
WMAKXMFRE Q FEFE, FEAIE W& M2
2 RN R OC R R, AR R — o =CE B, HERR JE P
HES5HSMER, KADBIEZ L2 -K-1
FhAC B O R o 31X b AR5 S B il 56 v Ja 2 ] EL S AF
TEM M RAMGE o T RA PRI L —Fh T
s AFROR B Z MM B OCR, TEASCTHH
— R R A L R R A Q7 kR R L
DNEMEZEMHEEXRR, MAKG)ITR:
0" = (A )mk (5)
EH S FAENE QF M AT K B, Hoh 17
SRR A A R i, # oF i —A
B 4N BIERNTT q" =,0,L1), HFRE— =
FEB A @2 MAAEE B LR
5 H X R M QF AN FRAE B M 2 A AR A H
KR, HEAFREG—BEEHPFERNLELR,
R, ZEA SO — D3P 28 B QY —H
HEFE Q" R Fn Q KM — 1B H AR A
KFR, Wi Q MM SR H Xk RMIE 0 Ik,
WAZ(6)ITR -
K
Q* = (Q?m)JxM >q?m = HQ?Ek s
k=1
j=12,,3,m=12--M (6)
H, M OBRH R O ATEL Qjm =1 %R
WH jh e H O RS OF A mFh S B %
R, HNRRAFEXFILERR,
32 ETQHEKMEXENR Q EHATNME
LINFNIZ AR B
GPT4 1) & A bR i 45 TR BE #2452 78 HZFN
SRR T AL PR A Z A GRS T i — 20 E K
M. B IIIREERT A 2 4% Rosenblatt 55
(1958)#2 1, 1 Rumelhart 25(1986)3% 1 BP &=
PR T PR I 28 SO ), (75 TR B o 25 I 4%
TEAN TR TR EMERE, IS T4 AEH
B R . IR, AS SC AN GDINA AR R 3 H %, 4%
AW MM —FET Q HMEHE Q
NS O Y L S IN I RN ST i B o (A
Bi-QNN., 4123 20(5)GDINA #5061 6 [7] 24515 H 4
DTRR AT =Ky, 43 o E Y SEERESR HD R R,
FAAS TR PEXT R H 09 F2 RN A 2 A @ PR 2 1 X H
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B BN . % GDINA #EIE IS %, TG
Bi-QNN ALY (1) 28 ZERA AN 1 7, Bi-QNN AR AU )
W L8 5 F AL 2 A5 R  E R R R ek
TR, HUOR s BN B a5, JEER
R ML TTRTT R PR T W E S, X f#i75 Bi-QNN
BRI GDINA AR AL B 1) — Bk

@-
¢ o

lQ* _Q,‘Hﬁ

X Respose data () Activation function @ Vector Addition
Bl 1 Bi-QNN 4% 424 5]

>>

@

SR, BRI TR

Bi-QNN # AN AT, EeER
AR, RS — 24 Q MRk
FE o TEZITF, ML AJZ R 2E A R I
MR, ARG IT L, B AT R R A
BH; RUE)ZH K DREIT R, B— sk
R—FEE . HEERT AR

M = Rdu(X(QOW™)+b™) (7)
Horp, MeRM® FoR F0% B2, Xe
RN R T AV 24 mi 5 ds, WM e RN %
INZBERUZ BACE, b™ e RF B KRZE M 2ot
MR E I, 7F GDINA AARIA 2000w 3 5 BN
AR, P Relu() pRECHAE S 32 2000 HO ST BR
B B UL 2 O S B Y G s H R
(Hadamard product), i#idiT58 Q Ml 5%k 2
(AL R B WA IR T AR, STERAHZ RO Z 5 5 A2 pih 4
T EEHE 2

P 1) T B3 U 2R JE Ak =2 B P 22 BN o TE
GDINA RS A X6 FAT 8 — A 8 H A7 15 B 58 5300
JE LA H sz 2 200 Jm PR R K Sk R, B
g 2 - K" 1R SEE AR . SRR AR AT T2
G 1Y Ja T 22 () 2 LS AR AR B e A, TR AT E
F IR IO T B, X R H AN B
2 b 5 T R B0 i B 2R B, 2 5 3
GDINA BLRITEJE MR e, B S HE b
SIRRBEIN, PR ARG T AR A S s R TR
FYREAS B A RE PR UE AR AR g ] Sk . B B AR e &

et GDINA 57 X6 52 5 A0 # F A7 2ok 33
AR, 2 PR G S AR A AR W 5, Rl &
B0 45 R AR A AR B R BT o 3 P A X 45 2 g fin A
RIS 2 B, 80T 5 A A2kt fa) 1T i
T B P 45 2 R e AL AR, AR I Rl R AR
FE, RIRIME LIS, R AR R AR S B iz 4k
BEJIo AT il seln) i, fEAMFIEH, FRATS M
GDINA BRI, (HEIFA5E 2K GDINA
R RRAE BN, Mgl AT H A QR
I8 2540, DD AN DB S RE R, M SE
FEARUERE A P B8 A A4 B PR R eR . B
BRI TF KA BHEZEWZERR, Ri1AHHEH
L ARG Ml BN S R 0 PR i 45 R A Y
RHKFR, MIZEH KRS Q. KA (6)ITHH
BRRER Q MFEQ, Ik RIS TAL N T
BRI L8 G54, TE Bi-QNN A5 b A2 B KN 13
BHEAWARIKE, HAs— 1 RE MR w2
K ®)FR :
I' =tanh[X(Q" o W) +b™] (8)
Hop, e RVM RIS — A BB 2 1o B 45 1,
X e RV R R m MR i B EE, Q" e R™™M 2y
ZHA Q HiME, W'!eR™M FRIRiZBamZ AL E,
bl e RM g i% 2 rp A R Z Hi 2 0 9 i 100
tanh(") A BT, HEUE T R (<L) . ST
(7 A, M se B Q AR QT X W4 45 4 ik
AR 2 A BRI Z T B A A 280) Bs
I’ =tanh(I'W'2 +b'?) 9)
b, 1 eRVK FORE A REUZ M, W e
RMK FIRIZ B2 ALE, b2 eRY BiZ)2 b4
A B2 A 2870 1) O 0
i3 Sigmoid I pR B RN RS TN 1)
AT A e, BT 753 Bi-QNN BRI 108
PEEARBER AT LGSR A, WA (10)FR -
A =c(M+1*)W+b) (10)
Fort, A e RN SR I i B 4 0 0
TSR, o() A Sigmoid JHTE K%, SESEM
T VEASE R AR TR B, A P RT 0.5 AYME
B 1, BNE 0, RIS 2 B #ib s R ER G O .
a3 2 2(7)-(10)5E . Bi-QNN - AR A 4 i [ 3
B A 3 S AR A R AL S 4K, Bi-QNN A5
AR R PREICRH B 7 iR 25 AL, A=A DR
LO) =5 (A=A (A-A) (11

Hr, 0 FR B SEL, I M4 45 2 AR
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Pt S ETIERE S Q M A M M4 INANS Wy ik 759

HAR 2, A RPN E S R EEA A, N
HPALNEL

4 FETEB TR A AL
W AR I 5 2k

4.1 FIBFEIRHFEREE
TERLER S 2 rh, IERE % ) B — PR iy )
X, B RAE BT 55 rh2 B p AR, BRI
N 3N 55— SAT 55 b, DT 4 TR R A A 55
A2 2 R 5592 AL RE J1(Pan & Yang, 2010), iTF524 2]
RERS AR UAE BT 55 P il = SR A8 hR T B 1Y) m) 8, 38 3k
WAL HAE A AT 55 4 B F T B BT 55
A DU SR TR AR AT 55 b 24 ) SR Az Ak fig
J1, I T 7T 55 b S SR R I 2R T A
AR A A RN S BME B ORRE I I 1T DA R
INHNSWHT S5 Th e 278 ShR I B 0 i )
J T OT R AR, W IER A 2 AT AR
S, BRI, BB ) B AR, BB
A Bk SR A AR 3R A A A, — S4B T DA
KRR A A (12) R
D ={X,Y,P(x,y)} (12)
Hor, DERIR—AGE, X FY 550 2R BE B
Qb AR 25 ] N2 bR 28 25 (0], i b AR —
FEAS (x;, yi) HBAL B FEASRRAE A6 B 4 bR 25, BRI
ExieX,yiel. [AmF, 4 rREA IR 53
1 PCx,y), Bl (x,y) ~ P(x,y) o iEA 57 > i i 234
RS Ds A H AR Ty o PR ST AL TR
(AR, A AL TT LK e 5] BV HNE,
TFRAXTER, BARSEUEIRA TR A B T H AR
NP5, RS 2 T EATAR AR VR AT AF 2T B R
36 31 HBRATER . 25 A S B ST B2 T Wk X
T SR
G 5% — AR Ds = {xi, vl A H bRk Dy =
XLy, HltxeX,yey . EB%¥ I HRE
BPUR =AM
(1) BArik 5 U6 0 R fE 2 BUOARTE], BP A # As;
(2) B bR 38 5 5 380 59 28 3 bR 28 25 [ R R, RD
N #%;
(3) I A 388 5 Y5 3 A AR 0 R 25 1) s 28 23 T A [l
MRS AR, B R(x,y) = Ps(x,Y)
F A —Fh T, R IR 2 ) — A
H bRl A R %L f x> v, 15 f 76 H bnis
R TIN R 2E e, WA E(13) s
f*:a@n?lEuykgﬁ(ﬂxlw (13)

Horp, 7 Nl A AT R 2 > 15 B 0 7E B AR B Y B
PLTCm pR &L, L) A PR ER

IR 25 2] AR RS A RN, AT 43 T
SE] . RRE . OCFRFIRLAY iE FS 4 2) (Zhuang et al.,
2021), Horb, JUE I TS FRAEFIOC R TR
T FAE RN Bz i O, B SE R A
TE—E M RBRME . v, 56 TS24 Y 5 ik v B ARt
U555 H AR AR 53 A A AR UYE, SRR B ARt
AR R B 22 ), 55 M TR (Pan &
Yang, 2010). F&FREAE 14 77 7 7E 52 BURRAE 25 1] X) 5%
F14) [F) B S B i) e, T I S e R ) [) A
(Wang & Deng, 2018); FEF 3¢ F 14 77 72 W 75 4
TXHR B ARE 55 Z 02 2 6 R A, PR T b
H U FEl(Zhuang et al., 2021) AL ZF, FETHIRIAY
TR 2 2] J7 Al DA SR SRR A PR | 2 ) B 2
B, UHRAEPN M I, R 2e Hirkl -
TR A, ARIAE PR IR 2 2] B py S50 T LAAE B
Prssl b RAFAR LS YA OR (Tan et al., 2018), X fif
153 5L TR YT B 2 2] I e 2 I 4 i I 25 1
HA B n @ Sk . Autsir, RATRE
TP Bl 28 W 28 J7 35 S BN HNZ W, 25 10 Il A A
D BRI BUAS (5 A MR R A SN AT 4
(A1, PRI AR SO R TR AU 1 3T B 2 ) T ok 52
BLXT Bi-QNN #E A {1 f 4k o
4.2  E TR R0E R E R 4N m1S B

Bl g A&

il 28 I 2% 1) I 2 DAASE R A B 2 B i ot
H5 FLAE Z W A4 2 B /N B bs, BT DA 22
W25 2 N TR ATAR IR LS n 45 2R, RITEIA RS Wr
s B X S A AR 2B SN 2 W 4 SRR R
RUYINZRAYFEEE . A2 I B 02 A AL 25 B
Sz e B N HRERE N, AR AN E 2
W o {H A 22 X 2% I 2 AS B i 22 N T2 B i 25l
YE RN ZRr R A, X3 T = F Z mrE K7
J& o Disb, g R — YRR, B %L
PR SR R, B A AN i A A
AR R B B b o Rt UL RN 2Rt — MR 40
Pz 28 A, (H A HOE T3 — e I %R,
38 5 1 25 3 S L AR A — R Y, DA {56 7
25 & RN A2 BB A AT 52 P 22 0 IR 30T pf
25 W48 1 7 1 B AR TE 45 S S U AR s 4 N g H 1Y
AR, HAENEIS I AR B B 2 A

AR SC A FRATI A 3 AR AR FO RO ) A
Fo2E ko ok LR 2 R SE . Bk, @i
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FH—Fh a3 2 Fh S 5000 D H132 W B AL A Bl R i 1
BRFLEICHE R R TN St 2 PO 25 450, AR s 1T 5
U B REALIE AL B A N R RS S L HEAT IO, DA 5E
R ER T SISV [ M EZ N S e U X NS i)
WS HIAMA LB, w2 mlgk, X F—4
YHEN QHEFE, BT ZEULINFIS Wy kA LI
GBI IR IR Ds, 7RI Ds I 2% ] — 2
INHIZ W B bR R gL £, fAY f 7RI Ds F HA
/MY ¢, AKX AR

£=agqycage) (14)

Hop, 0FIRRELf IISEL, 05 Fom iR f eI IR
Ds R R S8, £ AR BRBL 5 4 M
P, RIPE B OE 75 0 i 20 8s 45 B An sl Dy X
INHIZ B B bR eR B f AT A2k B4R R F Sy
GRS 05 1E AARI Ty b2 ) —/~Hh 6 BT R AR
YIS FA 2 AR Rk £, AR ASPIR:

&*zargm;nﬁ(m@;,ﬂ) (15)

Hob, @ ARSI B AR R A f fEA R D B A
A /MU RIS B AT LR 7 2T 975
X Bi-QNN R ki) HAR S R A 2 Fro o

TR AR TR AR

[ wmwz |0 whE | Jmiis
[ zmgw 20 mmwm |
B N

A

3 )
| wmAR RS HAR
s T
Wbk BUUHRAE Rt RO

Bl 2 BT ROE-TI 2R Bi-QNN Yl Zk/R & &

R TER B S IR B Ds E Il ZRiBR % 2,
SR AETE PRI 4R b2y o) B Y 5C T J2 R0 A58
LRSI RIS 2 H AR b, RIVA d s R0 45
RN JZE R AE OV JZE B SR H AR IR 4 bt
PO, I E AR 26 R I A B 25 250

5 RIS
51 AW

FERIE G ) B 220 TR T 22 B 550 T PEAG
FETERE 2 U 2R Bi-QNN BIRIFE /32 25 5 53
HAERMYE FAOPEREFI BN, R IPRs H 5 M2 M 2% )7

:(ANN) ., ZH01k )7 1:(GDINA, DINA)FIHES %1k
J(NPC, GNPO)MEATHEREXT e, PAIHEAS 5 EAE
ANFEZM TS .
52 MR

R T AR S 58 Hh T 4 T B PE A Bi-QNIN AR,
Z2% DAL, #oaknd e v oAk 1 2 0 IE8 4y
il fEIR R b, B R0 oE R R MR
70 B B 7E 3 21 8 (Qin & Guo, 2024), 3 @ PEAERE
AR/ D I DL LU R L, AR 5T 5 A8
PN )72 B (Najera et al., 2021); &5 H &+
— i H A B T AR R e, R H
Bl N EMEBCR A 3 5L BRI 45, 2024); A
T AT DA AR A R B A E B 1 R
P, BATEIT T 3 MK Q JiFE, H(EM:%a,
R B3, 15). (5, 15)FI(5, 25). XF T/
H 5t 43 501 25 18 AR AR ADL B B R Y e i
RN AN E, % L0005, 3 E
B 5 KRR ZEUR T35 404 0.05 F 0.15, 0.15 F|
030 & AR SMEREH, R MI-Re
U(0.05,0.15) 2k = it & & H, Ry il 1-R € U(0.15,
0.30) Ikt it & H (384, JRAI UK, 2021; W 4,
2021; Cui et al., 2016). 739k, TERAZ51F T AR5
FBURE A N(N = 50,100,200,300,500 ) it T
o ML ERYSEE M B 2x2x2x 5 = 40 F 440k
A 2 R AR IR S B 0
5.2.1 THEHEM

M SEEG E b 3 B, BEBER 15 19 Q
FERFR TN A R 16 Fios, O B> S 40 A
B DAl A 58 A& MR R S 80T 3R B M (Chiu &
Douglas, 2013; Xu & Zhang, 2016), 435 H 4
EE 2 AU R O A 2R 0 R A A
Qf

1 001001 T1TO01101T11
01 001 010110111 1/((6)
00100101101 1T1T11

JEMEE R 5 8 H B0 15 89 Q4% 5 Zhan
FQRO2DWFFEH I Y Q FEFE R FF—3L, Bk A

KA

Q; =

1000011000711 100
01 0001010011010
001 000011010071 1[(17)
000100001 1007111
0000101001011 01
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JEMERE R S, BHEEN 25 1 Q Mk, =
2% Zhan ZF(2022)WF 5 E A E A 5. A H BUE

1 0000111100
01 0001 000O0T1 1
Q=001 0001 0071 0
0001 00O0T1 001
00001000100

A& H I R B A T O R S N KA
JRPE M ZETE Y 25 — K —1 F 22 .56 2 vh B AL Y 16
i 7 BRI 1Y) 28 B FR K M BUAS IR S B Y 38 HLOG &R
MR, HRIERE B R R PAFEERE LR,
Horpr, FESZE T 3 AN @M 5 AR B A
Q HikF, FEMMIRAE B R/ DG A EM HAE
BRI, BOE M BRI Hh 4 F 10,
B Q) YAC .56 R AR A 4x 3 19 —(HSERE, Q) F1 Qs
H10x5 0 ZAHHRE, BT 3FRRAT 3 A E
VB IERE T 4 FE HOGR, X 5 A EHEREE
TETERY 26 Fh 28 B G R HRENLHIEE 10 A H GRS
5.2.2  #HiKER

S T AR 5 JE P A A A B A G S B
P R RS oA, AR —9ok i e R T
R SLRE JIE 7] & 6 = (61,62,--,6k) B £ T
IEZ4r A MVYN(0,X) 7= A=, Hovb 3R Ja M ) AH DG
D7 225050 2 AEXT AT R AR E N 0.5,
B JE P EREE K @ = (a0, aik), HITE
ITEM A (197 :

1, if e.k>c1>1[ K )
K+1

0, otherwise

Hop, K@, () S IEZ 70 A0 A% T b
B, I IIEE & M GDINA 5 DINA 43l 7E
o IO o 5 I 0T A AR T S A B B 4 v A 2R
FEHT 1000 25504, BIANTR] Q FEFE T IR A0 4
HBAL T 4000 58040, 43040 7 DINA AL AR il g JiT
i 5T A A5 1000 25 Fil GDINA AR AR B /&
J B SR R R SS 1000 450 H ARIEEE T AR
] 19 7 A 2 A S50 T IR SRR A i U 4 2 — 1)
BdE, BRI EbRECEE 4 5 1000 Z 508 o SR JE AR
AR B FEAS B N HP R AR th T S 50 9 B i
EFTIRAE o VRSB S AR R — R, R IR
BEWUNZR 10 ¥k, BEFEFH) Loss fe/ MR R A2 AYAR
RIVE g TN 2R, Bi-QNN HY-HRIZR L ANN 1125 |
SRR A S B AL LS, B — UCERE B A

aik = (19)

- o o = O

H030 B9 Q FHME, 1EARWFE PRI A (18)
Fr -

0001111 11U0U0UO00O0
00011100O01T1T10
1101 0011011 01 (18)
1 01 01 01 01 1 011
0110010110111

HAREEE, IR FAEAC S NS T REE . T I
DRENLSE R R 2, S B 4 (2021) 55 50 FE 52 B
Wit, BAARFEAR RS ER 30 K.
523 LB

(HEEMEMERHESE, Hh ANN 5
Bi-QNN A4 IZRERECH 100 &k, Hit&
K/MEREAR R /N T2ET 100 BHEEE N 16, HE M
TER 32, 15 Q50 AU E R4 B iryse ) &
3924 0.001, Qs AR EHESE o 0.002, Hrp,
ANN [ /28 45492 % Cui Mm% Nkt (&
45 2021; Cui et al., 2016), ANN I AJZ . B2
Fian 2 3 Rk, Hh B2 5 Cui 45(2016)
BT

(2) B — AN 45 1 T 1 U A5 0L 5K i 4 X
Bi-QNN #47 il %k, HH3R/R Bi-QNN R £gH1 52
HRN ek 2 B Q HFEA A (6)iT
AR

(3)5E 1 Bi-QNN Fiill A R 7E H bRk b 93T
FEFIXT ANN A9 IZE, HIA B ARSUEE B8 R A
FIUNGRE AL, IFE VISR X Bi-QNN #E47
AT ANN A1 %5

(@HHAG)T L3 2¥) Bi-QNN Fl ANN #5550 ¢
A AE _E A T wu, R e 7E e Ll G S5l
MEAES B, 5 ST & AR A PR REHE 5

T rEs.
53 FMIERR

AT PEO RTINS B AR 2, TR
1R 22 (RMSE ) 8 15 1/F iy 10 A5 76 3 {4 TN 35 22 ) P-4
bR, HoE XA Q0)FIR

~ 1 N K . . )
RMSE = \/—N < ;é(%k - Pik) (20)

Hr, NFREAR, KNEBHEHR, ace{oll, ©
W R R | 7E R M kS @ T AR
P = p(Qix =1) FnBRIFM 0wk | e @ T k B
FRME, P pe e(0,1)

KT AT B TEAL Bi-QNN J7 1k %) i i M 4
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3

#H % 58 &

55 0 T Y S BT, S 1 M (Attribute Match
Ratio, AMR)FI#& 3 | ¥ K (Pattern Match Ration,
PMR) #% 1F 4 #5 AU 14 B8 19 37 i 75 45 (Wang et al.,
2015), H:r, AMR 1 PMR [ 5E XA R Q1) FI(22)
B

N K

AMRzﬁzzl(aik = dik) (21

i=1 k=1
Horb, AMR R BRSNS TR R A —
ERRIL, 10) AR R, di {01}, FRnBiRlT
Wl i 7EE P k B JE PR G O

N
PMR = ﬁ;l(ai =a) (22)

Horr, PMR 227 15280 S50 1) 9 1 P 2 4R A8 X 5
WA e ERA N —ERE, o =(a,
Qiz, o, aik) T @i = (Gir, &in, -, Gik ) 53 ) 2 78 B
B M AR A S R T 9 J M AR AR
54 LINGER
541 HMARREER

1 BRI E S BEARNLE AN [R] 558 TR B
45 LS RMSE 3B 52 o NI H ot i 19 1 B

1 FMEBREFRRAEGFETHHFRIRZERMSE)
AL EA JoT N DINA GDINA NPC GNPC ANN Bi-QNN
50 0.214 0.248 0.239 0.178 0.411 0.172
100 0.185 0.200 0.239 0.174 0.384 0.159
. 200 0.176 0.176 0.233 0.171 0.327 0.155
" 300 0.169 0.171 0.237 0.166 0.276 0.145
500 0.159 0.163 0.232 0.162 0.213 0.141
Mean 0.181 0.192 0.236 0.170 0.322 0.154
Spl 50 0.374 0.413 0.399 0.365 0.434 0.296
100 0.362 0.385 0.396 0.364 0.416 0.285
200 0.343 0.358 0.394 0.351 0.375 0.268
fi 300 0.340 0.340 0.393 0.342 0.338 0.261
500 0.338 0.324 0.395 0.345 0.296 0.258
Mean 0.351 0.364 0.395 0.353 0.372 0.274
50 0.325 0.368 0.338 0.326 0.387 0.273
100 0.322 0.356 0.332 0.308 0.372 0.270
N 200 0.300 0.333 0.320 0.293 0.331 0.258
™ 300 0.300 0.312 0.318 0.282 0.303 0.251
500 0.286 0.293 0.313 0.280 0.265 0.243
Mean 0.307 0.332 0.324 0.298 0.332 0.259
sb2 50 0.475 0.512 0.471 0.490 0.405 0.335
100 0.438 0.499 0.464 0.477 0.405 0.339
: 200 0.396 0.460 0.464 0.473 0.372 0.323
fi 300 0.384 0.433 0.457 0.466 0.353 0.330
500 0.360 0.396 0.453 0.461 0.328 0.321
Mean 0.411 0.46 0.462 0.473 0.373 0.330
50 0.350 0.374 0.333 0.284 0.379 0.216
100 0.327 0.347 0.324 0.261 0.370 0.207
. 200 0.319 0.347 0.322 0.253 0.321 0.206
™ 300 0.306 0.336 0.318 0.249 0.296 0.203
500 0.298 0.332 0.315 0.247 0.249 0.197
Mean 0.320 0.347 0.322 0.259 0.323 0.206
SD3 50 0.441 0.476 0.473 0.450 0.393 0.298
100 0.409 0.461 0.451 0.433 0.404 0.305
200 0.382 0.447 0.443 0.427 0.367 0.298
fi 300 0.375 0.426 0.441 0.422 0.346 0.298
500 0.358 0.407 0.438 0.420 0.315 0.287
Mean 0.393 0.443 0.449 0.430 0.365 0.297

. SDI1. SD2 il SD3 43 3% /8 Q 45/ Q; .

1-R € U(0.15,0.30), N TR FEA

Q, Ml Qs A= AR, o e MK 4 R R IS4 Ry Fl 1- R € U(0.05,0.15) 5 R Fll
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K, EMFEIZRET, FrA s ALE AR B 5 4
(1327 77 AL 158 25 (RMSE) 5 73 347 1 T ey Jo e s 4
X —S5 R, FEAR R ST B A RS ) 0 14 fig
Y1z 2R TR g . Hoh, 2505 T Bi-QNN
BEAYLEAH R ST 10 52 5% AR B TR /N X SR B HLAE
AR Z&AF T 0 5000 o ) ABURR M S AT o AR AR 2
IR FR B, FEARTRI ST, rf i ) RMSE 15
A3 BRI AR BEAEAS B B 3G TN o 33X 2 B AE AR )
FMF T REAR B S A BRI PR RE o SR 1M, Bi-QNN
ALY RMSE 4353 BEAEAS 5 A2 A0 i e SR X 92 1,
FE W HAE AR S50 T X REAS Bt 0 6 W T
A1, Bi-QNN BIAITE Z 5045 T 1) RMSE 14
Ay IR T HABAAY, 3R HAEAH R 451 T 58 Bt
TN EERTIN R 2, TR I AR R Gk
FEM . HE—Hh, TEAHFRIZRMET, & BRI ZEAY

4 SD1. SD2 il SD3 |-f RMSE 153 {k |-
L HLH SD2 > SD3 > SD1 &A%, X FIHA5A
T R R B R4 | A AR R B, BRI
T, TERE E B AR R L M D 5 S A
W) E K i Zo i, A e B o AR ) M BE NS E
PEo T AT DI A SRR E R 4R SD1 5 SD2
Y RMSE 1353 R 8, J5 & v A BRI ZE 5 i 4R
SD2 5 SD3 [/ RMSE 155 #% 1 .

ZE TR, FEAE SRR, BT A AR R A i
i KRR G DL R A P AR B e 2 2 R
BTN R R TN 5 2% . Hoh, Bi-QNN BAY/E T A
A ST 19 RMSE 15343 ¥ 00 T HABI R, 504k 1
127 % B TUI AT R E 1
542 BE—HMESRER

2 B2 ITIEEAR L LA TS

x2 BIRBEETREZEHTHEEFEERAMR)

R o i N DINA GDINA NPC GNPC ANN Bi-QNN
50 0.945 0.929 0.942 0.966 0.816 0.963
100 0.957 0.953 0.942 0.968 0.814 0.968
. 200 0.959 0.962 0.944 0.970 0.892 0.970
H 300 0.962 0.964 0.944 0.972 0.929 0.972
500 0.965 0.967 0.946 0.973 0.966 0.975
Mean 0.958 0.955 0.944 0.970 0.883 0.970
Sb1 50 0.835 0.818 0.839 0.865 0.764 0.886
100 0.840 0.830 0.843 0.867 0.776 0.892
I 200 0.85 0.844 0.844 0.876 0.810 0.904
i 300 0.852 0.854 0.845 0.882 0.860 0.908
500 0.853 0.864 0.846 0.883 0.896 0.911
Mean 0.846 0.842 0.843 0.875 0.821 0.900
50 0.878 0.852 0.885 0.898 0.805 0.906
100 0.877 0.858 0.890 0.907 0.825 0.907
. 200 0.887 0.867 0.898 0.915 0.868 0.917
" 300 0.889 0.880 0.899 0.920 0.886 0.921
500 0.899 0.892 0.902 0.921 0.917 0.926
Mean 0.886 0.870 0.895 0.912 0.860 0.915
Sb2 50 0.748 0.723 0.777 0.759 0.773 0.846
100 0.765 0.726 0.785 0.772 0.771 0.845
I 200 0.792 0.748 0.785 0.776 0.815 0.855
’ 300 0.802 0.767 0.790 0.782 0.831 0.858
500 0.823 0.794 0.796 0.788 0.854 0.858
Mean 0.786 0.752 0.787 0.775 0.809 0.852
50 0.865 0.847 0.889 0.918 0.825 0.940
100 0.877 0.861 0.895 0.933 0.825 0.938
. 200 0.882 0.866 0.896 0.936 0.876 0.945
" 300 0.888 0.873 0.899 0.938 0.897 0.947
500 0.894 0.875 0.901 0.940 0.931 0.950
Mean 0.881 0.864 0.896 0.933 0.871 0.944
SD3 50 0.772 0.766 0.775 0.797 0.793 0.882
100 0.794 0.770 0.797 0.813 0.775 0.866
I 200 0.811 0.771 0.803 0.817 0.825 0.882
i 300 0.818 0.783 0.806 0.822 0.840 0.882
500 0.834 0.795 0.808 0.823 0.869 0.888
Mean 0.806 0.777 0.798 0.814 0.820 0.880
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58 4%

L

PRI R UER R (AMR), £ AUE R 5250 1~ 10E .
MR h 25 BRI 48 SD1. SD2 il SD3
B A B MER R (AMR)IS 4 F2 30 . WIS H J
W EERR, TEAFSEIET, &SRR & 5T i 4
£ B AMR 1553 i 2 TR AR 4L . BRI
5, SHEER S AESHUEEL ) AMR 155 71K
B REAE EFY R 2 0.1, 1 Bi-QNN 5 ANN
BIAY BT B R BEARXTE /DN, ALY 0.05, 3 3R W] A
25 ) 4% BB X R H T R A R AR, JF H
Bi-QNN HEAIFERE A | ERHCIS T T = ) AMR 15347,
PRI AR AL BAS [A)8 H B B 5t R

MFEAS A1 BE A0 BT, ZEARIFIZR 1R, A REAITE
FEAR BB R B B 1530 IS T 9 = Y AMR 15
g%, UL R AR A B THREA SR R E M S
WERAME . (AR B 2, ANN AR ZERE R TR 9
BEAE b FL RE A AS B 1k Sl AT R il hn e
fRBiiErY SD3 Bk |, MHEAE A 100 B, ANN
5 Bi-QNN iy AMR 13438 8L~ g, RHTEEH
B 2o HFEAS TR /NI, i 248 IO 28 5 70 IR g A 1)
P22 TR I 1 22 JF AR A S B/ B 2 3 s A )1
SR ATREE

i —25 AR S AR TE R R BSR4 e B, w]
DL B4 B R AE S e 4 SD1 B A R B IR T
SD3, 1 SD3 XALT SD2. X btk 5l 75 4 42
SD1 Y5 SD2 Wiy RM, FraHiAIE SD1 FHRRAG
THEMN AMR 134, RS HECGRAH R, &
PRI R0 B TR MR o [WIR e 6 )
PEE R AR RR R LN, H AR X Dy T
Bi-QNN J& 3 H 55 1438 I i ) S Pk R e e, Xt
b A FE R 4 SD2 5 SD3 AYR B, BI7E &k
B AR, £ TE B H $oa 55 £ 1) SD3 s
£ ERITAE, VLIE RSO — e, #msE
B BB 0 P TH R FUN A PT SETE S R . BEAh,
N HA R TE SR SE SD1 5 SD3 FARYFEI, £
AMEERIZE SD1 FUdlE4E FHUS 1) AMR 15350405 5,
R e i H 805 J@ 802 e (Ratio of number of items
to attribute , JK)MEIPIEIL T, #SARIAE R A2 FE B
AR RO S B AR M. Ak, dE—2 0
Fr&s AR R LA SD2 #] SD1 5 SD3 &
(AR, 76 SD1 bR 4T, iR 27 &
PEECIE 52 A 23 LU AT E Bt 152 R, BV K
oA BT 50 X R R R R M TR DA T
B LA, S8R A7 JE PR R 0 5 TR R,

Bi-QNN 7 J& M5 A8 L i AR i R BT A,
73 T e P 6 T v g M AR E

gi bk, BIARMPEREZ BIREA R . BH FiaE
e S DA KO8 H B 1 2R A . Herp, s R
eGP ASE TR (1 5 e AL A AT ) B T e T o
B A AR A AT B T TH ARG . T2 ER
WRFE, BAEREAR N 50 1 FE SD1 $id4E b
GNPC gL T Bi-QNN b, 7EH B %&FF, Bi-QNN
YIS TR AMR 1545, BVAINF, Bi-QNN 45
RUTE Z2 PRS00 45 14 1 #1022 B0 10 B A0 55 1 M e R AR
SEPE, KR T HAE NS WA 55 A sk
543 EX—HESEER

3 RN T A AR BUAE R R SEE A5 T iR gy
FKHENR(PMR), HEIEASE 2 M, RFEZ
AEFET PMR A AMR SR T 5l 200 PEAh A

BARE, £ 3 PRMEREN, EMFERT,
FALRIAE PMR 1945 503853 I T 76 AMR L1945
g, X —aR S LR 45 1E —%(Chen & Yan,
2021; Ngjera et al., 2021), MK FE, KEBAITE
PMR £ 5 HAE AMR E AR EA R E—3
PEo BARMIE, SBRA TR, FEARE K. &
PEEICR A0 () B 4 L AR A B ) PMR 45
gve Blan, FEARRI &M, BOAEE LR SD1 Y
PMR 75843 T SD3, 7£ SD3 754 X im T SD2,
TR 2 BRI it | RS o A 1 45 S 5 M B AR
PERE L K

FAh, W EERENSE, TR TR SD1 B4
I, GNPC BEAFEREA /N T a5 T 200 /)12l
B EWAT T 2 LGS E BRI R PMR 2RI, 1
TEZ A T S AR R I 200 B, Bi-QNN A5 I
FE PMR | S28 T X B A B R R, X — IR U
B, fEm . @R /MNEAR YRR, RS
RERUATY SR HA — a2 P . EL B 35 A 2 19 184
Bi-QNN B A8 & # H R A Ag PR RE, MBS S 4g 1
HARFI ., BEAN, Bi-QNN I 75 4 K 22 K s 06 £
T7E PMR 4845 L3RI 2w de R, Jolt
AR R R B AR . BARINE, 1
fRJFHHY SD1. SD2 il SD3 %i#i4E I+, Bi-QNN ##
AU PMR 450 V2800 HAAR I 2 15% % 20%,
M7E AMR $8%5 PSRN 5% 10%.
XA — 25U Bi-QNN 75 %8 B 5T i 5K 1 £ s
i} BB 5 AT A5 A B VR e A A AR =, DT 3
LA T i R fe e A mT SR
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x3 EMEBEEFRRAEHFTHEEEX 2 LEREPMR)

A JoT N DINA GDINA NPC GNPC ANN Bi-QNN

50 0.847 0.797 0.836 0.907 0.498 0.883

100 0.878 0.864 0.835 0.912 0.497 0.904

. 200 0.883 0.891 0.840 0.917 0.716 0.908

™ 300 0.891 0.897 0.841 0.923 0.811 0.923

500 0.899 0.904 0.847 0.925 0.904 0.925

Mean 0.880 0.871 0.840 0.917 0.685 0.909

sP1 50 0.591 0.539 0.604 0.652 0.378 0.694

100 0.601 0.563 0.606 0.654 0.424 0.711

200 0.622 0.594 0.610 0.679 0.505 0.742

L 300 0.624 0.615 0.606 0.690 0.636 0.751

500 0.629 0.637 0.607 0.689 0.726 0.757

Mean 0.613 0.590 0.607 0.673 0.534 0.731

50 0.550 0.460 0.554 0.593 0.321 0.615

100 0.536 0.466 0.574 0.619 0.370 0.621

N 200 0.568 0.483 0.593 0.649 0.480 0.657

" 300 0.571 0.525 0.602 0.673 0.537 0.669

500 0.604 0.551 0.609 0.675 0.653 0.689

Mean 0.566 0.497 0.586 0.642 0.472 0.650

sD2 50 0.269 0.193 0.318 0.247 0.299 0.436

100 0.293 0.201 0.334 0.282 0.247 0.422

200 0.337 0.234 0.339 0.288 0.344 0.447

L 300 0.362 0.274 0.350 0.298 0.386 0.457

500 0.407 0.328 0.362 0.309 0.457 0.461

Mean 0.334 0.246 0.341 0.285 0.347 0.445

50 0.527 0.459 0.570 0.680 0.349 0.728

100 0.544 0.468 0.587 0.716 0.349 0.729

N 200 0.572 0.477 0.593 0.729 0.496 0.754

" 300 0.587 0.481 0.599 0.738 0.583 0.765

500 0.595 0.479 0.601 0.739 0.715 0.779

Mean 0.565 0.473 0.590 0.720 0.498 0.751

SD3 50 0.325 0.261 0.331 0.323 0.320 0.527

100 0.356 0.262 0.363 0.371 0.307 0.507

200 0.393 0.272 0.376 0.376 0.353 0.538

L 300 0.402 0.286 0.380 0.376 0.402 0.538

500 0.435 0.313 0.382 0.386 0.488 0.558

Mean 0.382 0.279 0.366 0.366 0.374 0.534

£i B JTIR, PMR $8AR AU T 44 HE R A 5
FEAR o> AR E R 8 N RE 7, it — 2R
Bi-QNN HEAAE S 28 Bdla 1 58 B iR B, HAE R R
RS R R K T R RE R AL Y S, JE
TEAR 5 B0 2 A9 J 1 S PR A SR SR B A
SRR EVE S EZALRE T .

6 SEUEEE A
BB S KA

N T BRI TR 5 > VI 25 Bi-QNN A
RURA RO, TAS WUl v )z {1 Y 43 50

6.1

TR S B TR A SRS M B SE B BE 4 o 18k
WM E 536 MMEZFEA, TEARMF , 43 H
TALE 20 MEHS 8 A& Y I G £ 5 4 (FRAC)
DL RARWE AL 15 SIS S AN E M 5o 4R
(Sub FRAC). &1 M R #fF41 CDM i, H
FRRT A Q JE 4 [A] DeCarlo 201 DAFFE R 1, J&
F 0 Q HHFE[E DeCarlo (2012)F58 0 7, EAK
A TG 18 2 DL R SCHR -

AR B 52 FRAC Fil Sub FRAC 4% [ 1 Q 4[4
FAPRORE LA R, M EATE A MBS B
FAEREIN LS 2 (23) 1 (24) I s
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QI#T:

1100000000000G0GO0O0 O
1111 1111110110001
001 1000011000000 0
00000011000000O0T1 1
00001 111111000100
000000000001 017100
0101010101 1011111
000000000001 10000
(23)

1100 0

1 0100

01100

, 00110
L= 01 0 0 24

10110

01 110

001 11

Hoh, Of  FRAC WA H 36 A4, H4EmE N
17 x 8 R /s MK 43 Bl Bl iR B 52 FRAC
£ 51 8 ANE T AETER) 28 —9 = 247 R A2 H G R itk
P17 PR JE PSR H 265, Q5 ) Sub FRAC )
EH R, YRR N 8x5, KR 2° -6=26
S B R, R T 8 A ILAIY B M 3g B
KA R T T AR L Q5 1S — 1T A B 2
[f] 9 28 B.OG ZR AT U WT, B g5 = (11000), &R
7E Sub FRAC FlE 4 i@ PE a SR PE b ZMIFAAE
MHEXR, HikH, Y% Sub FRAC 4R Q JE
Wi, RoRFEACRR B0 R 25 3 0 B 1 o =U T,
SEE A P A R E . R, RIS 147D
J& N B 28 .5 R LA 2

Bi-QNN 19 #2254 5 AP 9 A S )1 25
Bl 0 77 =CAR TR, 43903 F FRAC F1 Sub FRAC 4%
H i Q Hik%:, 1 GDINA F1 DINA 57 435l A= hii 4%
H TN AR 4, — 3 AR B g R T o0
SIS 800 F1 1600 4% 8 Joi H A 5 2 1Y %K
P o BT IRIR I SEUE A 4E FRAC 5 Sub FRAC #f
HEET QM S W MVES I N B, JH% A 2
Bt ZA2 W B PR S T AR AR R o o L Y
FAT3E S L AR R AR S A A 5 AR 4
() 732 — BORAIEAG A AL () P AE(Chiu et al., 2018;
Wang et al., 2024), I, F&A12 BBIE K% (2023)
K SEE %11, F GDINA il DINA #i8I7E FRAC 5
Sub FRAC M58 B Bl 4E b iy T 45 SR AR Sl 4R,
AL N = (50,100,200,300,500) 53 J2 % AE H T

PRI SR . 346, TESCIEEEE 0 2 56
H1, Bi-QNN [Tl 25 i &2 B SE e 2 R H 2
U SRR 5T AR . 78 FRAC 5 Sub FRAC P>
R L Scsi b, Bi-QNN B A T AR [ A
SRR AR BOE E 200 UK, bR/ 128,
22 R 0.01,
6.2 LIGHER
6.2.1 HEHBETHRESHER

4 BT K ABAITE Sub FRAC $diidE A
[ REAS 1 T B S PR S5 a0 A e ff P 25 1 . S5
PUIHG—AE, FEACE NASRN 50 &= 500 4 5 4~
BRI Z A, X TS0 28— B S i PRM(K-1)
febr, BRTE 7Bt 2K —BRE — 18
PR RERIE O % I8 . e R R TS HIRAE
Sub FRAC %#4E 1) AMR BIPEREFR I, ME&{k
FRE, ETHEMYE T Bi-QNN FLAI7E 4
DTFHAEE L AMR R TIH BRI, ANN
TEBERFEA R (FL i N =300 )89 7808 5 g
XK T Bi-QNN, LN (DINA Al GDINA)
MR R Z, SEESEULRIBT(NPC Fil GNPC)
AR R AN 22 o

HYR, REAS B SRR 2 I A B T TS AR LA
SEMIML, SHERITE AMR b B9 B AR 4B 5 3
BEAEAS G R MG R ke dh ., Horp, JES Al
NPC J7 kR BUAX-FEF2, GNPC AR 7EFEA I N
KT 100 J5 H BB BE R Fa %, XA e 5 GNPC
AT T 5 0 ZE R 2 [R) s 2% 3 4 ML 5 AR i
FEHLHI AR S R . e 24 MRTE PMR 5
PMR(K-1) 38, MR &, K PMR(K-1)
Ft PMR B80T —AN @ Mo 2R ) 2548, Rk
FABHIAE PMR(K-1) E A3 L PMR & . 534h,
B AALTE A B M — B s br LR 5 1
AMR I ##F—2, Bi-QNN #i%I{E Sub FRAC
A2 F B0 5 L A R B AR AR . o,
FEASHL SN 50 Bf, DINA #H7E PMR b YRR
T Bi-QNN I
6.2.2 NDEBERBHEBEEER

x5 5E 4 HAMEMLH, ©R2NES1
BIRIZE FRAC 884 I 0@ o 58X i 43 2 o
P, WEER B, S AYE FRAC B4 ik
M5 7E Sub FRAC | HA ALY 34, Bi-QNN 17!
(1) & BRATH 8K 4 T 110 PR 4 o HL e A (1) 4 0, v
ANN HERY 55 5h, AAHIAE FRAC Bl 45 3R
BLERSS T7F Sub FRAC i¥ife LAY, H¢5Hs,



% 419 M4t % FEFIEB2ES 5 Q MFE LI A 4 LA HIZ W ik 767
Fz4 FHNEBTE Sub FRAC #HIEE FHEMSEX S LM
LS HHE P REFE AR N DINA GDINA NPC GNPC ANN Bi-QNN
50 0.920 0.906 0.840 0.854 0.887 0.923
100 0.931 0.896 0.841 0.860 0.927 0.956
200 0.942 0.920 0.848 0.812 0.951 0.959
AMR
300 0.953 0.919 0.851 0.786 0.953 0.963
500 0.953 0.929 0.848 0.773 0.950 0.960
Mean 0.940 0.914 0.846 0.817 0.934 0.952
50 0.706 0.664 0.508 0.500 0.572 0.674
100 0.742 0.630 0.530 0.541 0.701 0.803
200 0.761 0.710 0.533 0.448 0.777 0.820
SFRAC PMR
300 0.807 0.700 0.550 0.421 0.795 0.836
500 0.799 0.736 0.548 0.392 0.785 0.829
Mean 0.763 0.688 0.534 0.460 0.726 0.792
50 0.908 0.872 0.756 0.798 0.890 0.946
100 0.926 0.874 0.754 0.800 0.943 0.979
200 0.951 0.905 0.768 0.709 0.978 0.976
PMR(K-1)
300 0.960 0.903 0.779 0.661 0.973 0.980
500 0.966 0.917 0.772 0.613 0.964 0.974
Mean 0.942 0.894 0.766 0.716 0.950 0.971
x5 BENMEBREFRACHBE LHNEHESEASE B
IR PEREFE b N DINA GDINA NPC GNPC ANN Bi-QNN
50 0.919 0.887 0.837 0.854 0.901 0.946
100 0.926 0.889 0.829 0.841 0.947 0.956
200 0.940 0.908 0.835 0.827 0.964 0.964
AMR
300 0.949 0.921 0.842 0.829 0.960 0.964
500 0.955 0.932 0.837 0.823 0.958 0.962
Mean 0.938 0.907 0.836 0.835 0.946 0.958
50 0.529 0.450 0.346 0.340 0.460 0.652
100 0.575 0.465 0.315 0.314 0.663 0.707
200 0.639 0.508 0.351 0.311 0.741 0.752
FRAC PMR
300 0.690 0.575 0.384 0.327 0.722 0.755
500 0.720 0.599 0.374 0.308 0.716 0.738
Mean 0.631 0.519 0.354 0.320 0.660 0.721
50 0.866 0.754 0.637 0.666 0.787 0.931
100 0.867 0.753 0.619 0.602 0.919 0.954
200 0.901 0.827 0.638 0.598 0.97 0.965
PMR(K-1)
300 0.924 0.850 0.647 0.591 0.958 0.961
500 0.930 0.886 0.641 0.575 0.952 0.962
Mean 0.898 0.814 0.636 0.606 0.917 0.955

Bi-QNN & 7E FRAC £tdi4€ 1) AMR 153475 Sub
FRAC &AW1 IX ], TM7E PMR 5 PMR(K-1)[#)

FEOPISAT AR, AR EE B A

mH

=, X

R AR

BRItk =z A, 3T g R 45 09 5 1 (Bi-QNN - All
ANN)AHXF 2801k )7 75:(DINA F1 GDINA) S5 3ES8
J7E(NPC Fil GNPC)YE FRAC %4#E F7E PMR 5

PMR(K- 1)K 45 73 tb#E Sub FRAC %4 L4y
ZH R, XEAE FRAC BEME |3 T 28 M 25 1Y
TG EAE RS Feulh, AR Nl 50
A}, Bi-QNN # AU 7 FRAC % 4E /Y AMR, PMR
5 PMR(K-1) =A~48 45 L AR W B 40 Je, L7
Sub FRAC $u#i LI s
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7.1.1 Bi-QNN gy# &gt

Bi-QNN AR IE T GDINA B R, 15 T %
7 BN 5 A BN W AT TR, I ol Q 4R
M50 0 X QA MEHEAT 200, 3k {75 JHL o 2% &5 ey L
a5 R R . I X A AT
Dropout /7%, 4 BT 42 S8 1) €18 4 (Srivastava
etal., 2014), BRIL=Z 41, Bi-QNN M4% 1 56 Bt i Q
FEFEAAC H A QHFFZY I, 11 H M 454 AT LUER B
9= /¢/ £ A=Rrave: AL kNP i DN S STAT DN
AT 2R BB 2% 25 14 1 TR BE RN 5 B 45 &l 1)
M)A, W LR K MR 5 Bi-QNN Y 5 PR 5 ml i)
P 3% J& Bi-QNN 45 Cui %£(2016) . Chen Fl Yan (2021)
S ONAR LD 0 R T T 4 0 2 I 48 N RS W T
B KA

KRR, (i Bi-QNN BiRI/E—E R |
I T X P A i U, DNITTAE — i FR B 5 ik
1 58 19 2 5008 A 5 AF 2 8088 R s 1 B3 R
B, TR EAA B L2 R T B T U Ry ] SR
(1] i (Sen & Cohen, 2021), FeAITAT LI R ifi £ 52
oAb R BHIEE, DIAHERAE SD2 e, A
RUZERCPE4E SD1 Al SD3 FAYERIMLL T SD2, H.
SD1 MR XA T SD3, MLIEERE, WEAA
FOR KR SD2 2 %dE SD1 5 SD3 (R4 T
B, 7F SD1 L3RS T 3 &k Re iR T, FRIHZEH[H
ST, BEATORA TR BE 1) o P At 5 38 in A (] 2
R H g, BIRZERTH DU AR, U
BERITT 25 5 52 2 @ M AR e i, X 5 DU 5%
LB —E (Najera et al., 2021), 1 Bi-QNN i 7E
B4R SD2 1 SD3 HRHUS T HAF YR, JuIE
FEAR G A9 SD2 fil SD3 #4li 4 I, Bi-QNN A1 7E
AMR (1357 4K F 424 10%, 1 PMR 4474
RAISE2) 15%3) 20%, F HISUEEHE ' Bi-QNN 4
RIYE FRAC Bl 6 i R /gy dEfe2efb, ik
— Ut Bi-QNN 7E— & B L8 50 0] DL GZ ff Jm P 4k
IR A PERE A5, JEAE RN H BT IR
(R I B A BT iR A AR A A AT SRR, REAS AR
HAHE W TR
7.1.2  Bi-QNN # & Bl 4 75 i%

P2 N 28 T 0 0 FH IR 2 W, B T e 45 25
FA BT A7 AR PRI, 345 T 11 X DA o P A e e 2
P IERAPER S, RDZESCBRINEE h, KZH08 B ML

B — MW, BH R E A R, RN
PriFms e KRBk . B, S&% A= K
PR PR AR S R R R 4, &
S0 28 R 25 AR () N R AR AR Ry PRI o % T4 48 D)
2RI 25 Cui 25 (2016)18 HTBRAL 19 S A AN
FAH 1Y S AR A ORI 25, Xue AT Bradshaw (2021)3%
T DINA #8S D)2 B U RN 507 XA 71 25 4R
T, X628 58 1) Q R A X Iy ) LA 2 1y A = 3
PR AR A BR (de l1a Torre, 2009), J& 23
KBS 7 A 2 o DA 25 iy LSRR K ]
Ao A2 S il 55 v, e S o g e B A X ) 28 03] 3
A /D F AR R AR A S, Sl A T AR AL
1 S5 1 o 22 T 245 B AR e K 4R B 32 AR BE T 4K
2%, BARELT DINA B9 MBI 2507 v LA —
FERE A AE & Rbmid 02728 I n 5 dis, {5 DINA
REARUME LA R I8 o PR 0] ) 28 B0, [R] B2 7 1 % 4
LR BRZE PR 25 M s URK, B T AR B ) ik — 25
PER o ARSCR RS 2% 2T v W0 om0k
Xf Bi-QNN #ERIEA Tk . 1 5E1E Bi-QNN 25K
FEA R PRI S5 AT B 2%, SRS 7E S IE
AW/ N AR LT RO o AT SE IR R DR
A (AN N = 100) A1 BT 58 B4 Bi-QNN A9 I125
XFEARALS Bi-QNN 7EA A FEAS 1 (9 B 4R 1 IR
RIFagPERE, 00T IR T Bi-QNN 3518 1 5 ] 4k
JUME, XA DN G S e AR

DL ES5ie AT DAL rh R SR, FEARTL S0
W, FIFE AT Bi-QNN M ALTE R R RRAS 5l 42
/) AMR FI PMR 15534 e H B B8 AR AL BT P A3,
RIFEREA R B/ INI I L T Bi-QNIN A A7 SR ] LU A3
FRar g vene, JUHIRTEARR o i EUE 5 By e
o L UnAE AR B A9 SD2 il SD3 %l 4 I Bi-QNN
FEPRFE PMR 1343805 [, PEASTRIAEAS B 1Y
PMR 3434 0.016 F1 0.019 Fhn 25355 A
J34h, Bi-QNN BAIFE{L T A SD1. SD2 Al SD3
AR B, CYREACHH 50 IF7E AMR Fil PMR 15943
b SR BE A LR B R AS i B T A A
MR AR R G iR 2 R E, Bi-QNN HLZE T /)
PIREA | T IS T B8 W4 Se B . Mife B
B4 Sub FRAC 5 FRAC |, PSR 1950 1
JEHETE /)N, Bi-QNN 7E AMR 5 PMR [ 194543 JL°F
EBIAS T AL AR = T I 4SE
713 BRERE

SR Bi-QNN FERLHLEHE 48 B S8R 4 14
RIRAF, HEVSRAEE SRR LIRS R
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LUK B, Bi-QNN AR TE S MEBCR AIRE AR 1 |
HOAT AT BT B R, JC AR SR PR Iz AL g
1k, AT LATE— 5 R v RS A ) e 4 R
(A Il SICI A5 S B, BT A AR TR A R IO 1 A
P b HUAS B AR R B, X 5 SERT A FSE — 3 (Chen
& Yan, 2021; Cui et al., 2016), H THIEHEZ 5|
SRR, 115 Bi-QNN fE— &2 F s
22 ) 5 A R (S L R g ) AR R G
BTN, HMERR T3 T R RREE 29 SR Y
FAESHAAL ) —2F, PRFFFE 0.05 47 7 AR
HTFIEFE 2= Wk mT LA Bi-QNN M BLLUEL 3 A
)RR S B H Z PR R 8 H R
B REA R AR NI (N 50), 128 (2% 1 2 80K
S AT SR TR I PRIME, LB S BB AT SR EL A L 3,
e HIE e TR R D IO T o R INFEREA 5
50 19 SD1 1Y e Jox 2 £ 45 4 H GNPC 4351 L) 0.966
5 0.907 i AMR 5 PMR #3440 5 fir A #5880 55 A1,
R T EBS WA — 2 B LAl DL i
B AR B A, ) st ok T A ) R
B BDTERLAITIZRI B, BT B A R AR
s I e R se s 2R, PR B B R 2 T FE
2RI SR o R IR ] SRR
PEAE R DIAH G . FEAR ST h, Tl dhad 72
1E CPU LW FIFERTZ)oN 20 7, GPU L2504 30
Ty SRR B B I FER BEAE A 3G N, 7 CPU 292k
M1 E 12 FPANEE, GPU _E 25 M 1 3] 30 FEANEE; Xf
T AR RIE S A 1R, MHZ T, He
MR P S ARIZ TR I 2976 1 FP & 5 Bb 2 H), SEaHh
FLAAE B (1 B (B35 L 19X 45 o B 5% o

BRULZAb, RS 50 B G 32 B T AR A AR A
B AR B, PR, Bi-QNN 75 £54 FIMa AL 700 {5 15
(AN 1 ) M RE AN ] SR R A ARSR AL S, AT —
EA 2 AT (1 VO £ B 1V s el 9 = O S I = R N
B, TR AT A TR 38 B R A0 MR 1 13
XIRERIVERE B2, 5 2206 2 — A B E A AR
Mo AN, ARBFFAETE YA, i rE A
BWIR BT R o, 29 SR i 15 3 5 5 R
Fu, ARG URBE 2 2] 09 5 B B 2R A 55
W EE— SR T HTH % RS T8l
MIVEA S, B FHBE R A /R 2 2 B, 1
MR & TR 2 RS BRIETT2% 2, fEARk
AT DL R 2 2] 5 B AR B AT R B DA s A
XA T R 1 B R (R &%, 2023)0 X T @
P 2 0] 58 .56 R AE Bi-QNN Hid i 56 T Q JH 4 i

ZH I QA MR, AR LA B AR A
149 PP LB G 1 2 38 R R =2 ) 1 A O O6 &R ok
H B4R TR P MR

7.2 R

ABEFEHR T TR Q P24 B A A 28 I 25 A
HHZWIB R Bi-QNN, I3 FiF 824 2 7 ik 58 o
NGk, DWFFRas SR nl LAt DU 4518

(1) Bi-QNN BEARIEE T 0] LU AF b ik J@ M 5
WHZ R R, H M EE [ shE vy s,
FTEM B A Q HMF S mM AR B LR
FREEDTT, HA S0 5 A S aT T . 54, 5
25K W], Bi-QNN RETE— & F2RE I 92 fif Jm M2
B AR AR M R BRI A S, DT E — 1 R
4 MR G A R AR BE ELA B P RE

QTR UI% Bi-QNN AT LA 2L
AN T2 W 5t TP AR A AN R Y [R) R, [m] 7
Kt BT RUE R 1 2 2T S A e Mk 5 8 E 2 ) Y oG
R, TRFRERIZW R4 TP Bi-QNN 7EA A
PIAEA B 1 0L B i R b o 0 A B0l o i
BALFR SR A R Z BT, X — R BN
ZHH .

QIR HI )RR I, MR R A A, 168
PR ED (N <S) BFEAREWHE (N <50)EFIE
SRR EA TR N (B2, WERIETES
BB AT A4S R, Bi-QNN BRI 7E K 24
i R R AR SR BRSO 4, G AR Sk B s
Bi-QNN MRS r A HiA, Wik, o LLA
Bi-QNN J&—/N 0] LUMEAT Z2 #2500 T 1938 F A

(HERIIE 75, 2846 Bi-QNN 1.5 I
T M DL e — 2 3 B P O e 1 R A TS A2
A LAAE HE Bi-QNN A8 B fifi 3% 5t . B %%, Bi-QNN
A8 18 A AE O B L FTT & G0 BRI B T HL )
g s, B — HARYE DT i 221 25 47 Bi-QNN 58,
SRS R AT B S S Al . R, ZE22: T, Bi-QNN
B H 8 AR AR A 2 R G b i P PP, e
IR A AR S SRR 22 2] R G0, BRI AR 4
HER LA NN MEREEEA T, Y
JEMEBCR AR 2 (K > 5) HFEAR KT 50 [k Hs
T, Bi-QNN 38R & — LA 1M 5 B ik B o

& % x
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Abstract

Cognitive diagnostic assessment (CDA) is an important educational assessment method that identifies the

strengths and weaknesses of students in specific cognitive skills or attributes. Artificial neural networks (ANN5s)

can learn complex, nonlinear relationships from data and have become one of the most widely used machine

learning methods in CDA. However, most existing ANN-based CDA methods require users to design the

network structure manually, which is a challenging task for education professionals without AI expertise.

Moreover, neural network training often encounters scarce labeled data, which limits their usability and

applicability in cognitive diagnostic practice. Therefore, a simple and easy-to-use general neural network

cognitive diagnosis method that can automatically adapt to different datasets and learning tasks is still lacking.

In this paper, we propose a neural network cognitive diagnosis method (Bi-QNN) that is constrained by the

Q-matrix and an attribute interaction matrix and uses transfer learning for training. Our method has the
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following advantages: (1) Its network structure can be automatically constructed according to the Q-matrix and
interaction matrix corresponding to any dataset, eliminating the need for manual design of the neural network. (2)
The network structure design of the new model is inspired by the GDINA model, which can better express and
capture the main and interaction effects of attributes. (3) The model training scheme based on transfer learning
helps address the scarcity of labeled data, thereby improving the usability and wider applicability of the model.

To evaluate the performance of Bi-QNN, we conduct extensive experiments on simulated and real datasets
covering various scenarios of CDA. Experimental results show that Bi-QNN has lower prediction errors on the
simulated datasets than the parametric methods GDINA and DINA, indicating a better fit to the data. Our model
is robust to the number of attributes and maintains high classification accuracy as this number increases,
demonstrating that Bi-QNN can handle complex problems with more attributes in CDA. The training method
based on transfer learning enables Bi-QNN to adapt effectively to datasets with varying sample sizes,
maintaining superior performance compared with other models across multiple conditions in simulated and
empirical datasets. Bi-QNN generally outperforms other models, suggesting that it can benefit from knowledge
transfer and can generalize to new domains.

Bi-QNN is a simple, easy-to-use general neural network cognitive diagnosis method with good
expressiveness and adaptability. It can provide more accurate and reliable diagnostic feedback for students and
teachers and facilitate personalized and adaptive learning. The improvement in model performance is limited by
the reliance on simulated data, and the model remains slightly sensitive to the quality of the test items. These
issues need to be verified and improved on more datasets.

Keywords cognitive diagnostic assessment, Q-matrix, artificial neural network, transfer learning
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