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Estimation of Learners’ Latent State by Student Modeling Method Combining
Knowledge Tracing and IRT
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1. IEL®IC

SHOHEHLTIX, e-Learning ¥ A7 A0 E N L
TEBY, YATLEMALZFEEOR IR KEICE
BEND X5 kholz. EF, KREDHEET—XITHL
TTF—&~A =V J7oFEREHL, ARz
LUK &3 %A TDH 2 Educational Data Mining
PEHIHR TS [1].

ITS(Intelligent Tutoring System) (X #HHE D A F )1
REBICHE R ZHET 22T, ERORWVWY
BRIRPIRE T2 274 TH 3. 1TS OHER LD
728, FATHFE TR, EFEER R FOUIRREDHEE A3 AT HE
BEEETNAPRBEINTERD, Zhasiinrsr—
EAPELVWERELTETY Y72 LTW5. Tib
b, BB RNIEPONFEITON b0 LT, ¥4
DA > =V TITARE Z DI/ ¥ O RENELE B
ENTWRWL. FESIEHE aa v A )L R EGYEN R
ELTAHY A v TiITbhsidd £, 22 TlRA
YR =3y hEEEFH o THBOL Y M EBSE
HAREL Bb 3. 2D k51, ZEDAFIVIRED
HEEICB T, FAEDOEEINT 2WMDMAL 2 5
ZCIXEETHS.

Z ZTARIETE, PAEETV VY IFROT 7 77
A& > & — R TH 35 Knowledge Tracing & JHH IS
HERZHASDOEZETLEHWT, EEEDOBER
RE2HEET 2 FELIRET 5.
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RAE (BT - RET) ZRENZER K, &ENEET 2%
FER (IEE - 3%) Z2BIHE y, & LTWS. wrazf
ZROZXFAVREIRIEZBN ST, BERRD A
BH XN 2728, Knowledge Tracing lZfEHhi <l a7
£ 7V (Hidden Marcov Model : HMM) T® 5.

Knowledge Tracing TIE& A F MK LT 4 DD 8
Z X =& P(Ly), P(T), P(G), P(S)»&Exh, X
(1)~(4) TERINS.

already know
def

P(Ly) = P(ko = true) (1)
learn
P(T) e P(k; = true|k;—1 = false) (2)
guess
P(G) Y Py, = true|k, = false) (3)
slip
P(S) ef P(y, = false|k; = true) (4)

P(Lo) \&FHATHE (already know) & LT, FHED
HODPUDAFNEBRLTOEMETHZ. P(T)Z
FEBEORX NN REE 05 BH BB T L
# (learn) TH 5. Knowledge Tracing Tl R ¥ /LIKAE
P EE o REE BB T HREOLLTE
h, —EEELEZZAFLVIENREVEWVWS 2 E2RE
LTW3. P(Q)IZAFNALZEHRLTRWVIH DS
3, RMECIEE T 2HERTH D, HEH (guess) ZR LT
W3, P(S) BARAFAZERBLTVWRIZH21DLT,
RINCEE T 2R THD, ¥ 7LV AI X (slip) ZRL
TW3., TRBED4DODRIF XA —XIKRATHD, =
FAR=PMZXoTREEND Z b DHED, BED
FRERER T — R BT R =R EHET 2 7IED—
WTH2.

HPFEDEBERt TTORERR, BLUKA*
ML TERES NS P(Ly), P(T), P(G), P(S)*%*
foTatAT s LT, #ERRt+11TBISRAF
JVIRRE P(Lyyq) B X UBEMNCIEE S 20 P(yi) &
RKDBZEWTES.

2.2. IHE RS

HND &S ICHEENICH S Z & DT ERWIBIENEE
%, EROEHZHWTHEMNCHEST 222 H
e L7850 0H H SR (Item Response Theory
: IRT) TH 5. HEHRKGHH TIRIEHOERICEDYE
kA RETADNERIN TV, HTHRENR
ETNE LT, HENOKIGE 2 B HHARER 7
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A (IEE -8 2NRe LI 1 BB Y RT 49
E7 )V (Rasch E7V) BT o 5.

Knowledge Tracing & Rasch €7 /L Z{AEHE
ETFNTH S FAST[2] & LEFKT|[3] 7 2014 FFITHRK
AN, 5L BHERD Knowledge Tracing D Tl
FEZRKEL ERS Z AL TV S.

3. REFZE

ARIFSE T, Knowledge Tracing & T8 H KGR %
HAGLELETLVEM > T, FHEDBENRELT
H3zzezBET 5. BAEMNZ, FEOHBA
DAZEWTZ, FEERt TO guess(YTHER) DR
E P(Gy), slip(7r 7 LA I R) OFER P(S,) 2
P 5. &HERIE, X (5)~(8) TEIHE T 2. FEK
Rt+1 TORMNDIEMRE P(y,q) DEE 0.5 X DK
EVhE S, FREBRICGKMEICEE L0 EhE R
I, 4DITHET T LTHERZEHE T 5.

OP(yi41) > 0.5 2D FENCIES

P(Gy) = P(5;) =0 (5)
@P(yi11) < 0.5 20 FENCIEE

P(Gi) =1—P(ys41) , P(S;) =0 (6)
®P(yiy1) > 0.5 D NS

P(Gy) =0, P(St) = P(y1+1) (7)
®P(yiy1) < 0.5 D RN

P(Gy) = P(S) =0 (8)

F7=, HERD 0.4~0.6 &, BMHEO5 LNV HED T —
ZZxt U RIS IR EE7= » Ml L, Z &P o ER
PEHXNEGEES, ZOLa—FE2 Ry X797 b
52 THIET 5.

4. B

ANLF =2 2HER LU TEREZITS. ALT—-204%
i, HERSEGRZHWS., AL7—%2%2fsL
%, 0.1 REDWNRHERCHERR Y RInZ ¥ 5. fi#
BRERIZ 02, 1 9EZEE LT, 0256 1ITKREEL
725 guess, 1205 0 ICREEL 725 slip 23 5.

FHEGEE LT, 2 BRI B 5 il
Bl e L THISNTWS AUC(Area Under Curve) %
)Eﬁb\é. if:, P(Gt),P(St) @%Eai P(yt+1) O)%Fx?
WKHKTF LTV B 720, P(yi) OaHilid FIFEICITS.

5. RERFER

EBTEIRIEDHEERG R D ROC HFR 7 Z 71220\ T, &K
KOBAEHEE DA EX 212, guess DHEERK 312,
slip DGEZ K 4 12T

AUCIZZH240.69,0.79,0.65 &, LUl - /=%
LTED, EHANLIZEZR0IEEDLEIZIEL < H
WTETW3. ZDZehs, BEREHEEICARKD
IEEHREZMES C I FEHATHI EEZOLNS.

4-966

0.0 0.2 0.6 0.8 1.0

.4
FPR: False positive rate

2: AR D ARHEE AR

04 06 08 To 00 02 04 06
FPR: Fase positive rate FPR: Fase positive rate

3: guess(HTHER) @ 4: slip(r 7 LA I R)
HEE KGR DHEERGR

6. ¥

AIFFRTIX, FEEORBTEIREHEZHINE LT,
Knowledge Tracing & JHH KGR Z FWWTHERZ L
T SR, BTEIREEHEE ORE M B, EFRITIBTEIR
HEHEE 2 FIH L 72 CBT(Computer Based Testing) @
ER72 8 2T 0720,

HEF

ABFZE1E, JSPS BITE 19H01728 DB %5217 7=
HDTT.
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