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Abstract

A lot of cognitive diagnostic models (CDMs) have been developed in several decades. The objective of this study is to
check how we can detect misspesifications among data generation models and analysis models in relatively small sample
size situations. We employed simulation study for the purpose. We got three results. First, that Bayesian information
criterion (BIC) indicated LLM (linear logistic model) as optimal model when G-DINA (generalized deterministic noisy
inputs “and” gate) model was true model. Second, when the LLM and A-CDM (additive CDM) were true models, it was
difficult to distinguish these model with Akaike information criterion (AIC) and BIC. Third, AIC and BIC can select R-
RUM (reparametarized reduced unified model), DINA (deterministic noisy inputs “and” gate) model and DINO

[Tt

(deterministic noisy inputs “or”” gate) model models as correct model. We discuss these results.
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Henson, 2010; (LA « [@H, 2017b) X517 A
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NTETEBY, avCa—FT7XTT4TTR
P, HERT X MERERREICT o E, T
A b OB EBE ARG D 720 O IZH
EaMimeE LTHRRERLTE L,

IRT (3 —DRT LICHEEZINAFST 5 2
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(IRT, item response theory;
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ERMT LHEG TIEHARVWAREEE LTHIT
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CDM [ZIF < DETAVRANBENTEY, E
DETNANEEOT A M LTV 5 DD,
CDM FI FIZE 13N 2 DT EE L v, 8
EROBWT A MIBNTIE, EOX )%l
ERE2 DX ITHARDE D & BENAEE T
HEIZ72 2 D& FRTZEEHMICE O Tk E A 1
L, ZOHEREFICH &N TT A MEH %
HKIHZENEFE LY, L, HEMNILT
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B3, EEOT X MEHAWEEERKIEET vV
DIBROLEMENELT B,

11 SHRERBHMBEETILOLEK
CDM (ZBHEHICEZ L DT ANUE SR, ®
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N DERZE SN D, CDM DRFUZ IV T
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A B - lA - $£,2015; (LA - [, 2017a),
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4 FEEDORET —# E M T, G-DINA E£7 /L
(generalized deterministic noisy “and” gate model;
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Hartz, Henson, & Templin, 2007), LLM (linear
logistic model; Maris, 1999), A-CDM (additive
CDM; de la Torre, 2011 ) , DINA < 5 JL
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Junker & Sitsuma, 2001), 3 X O DINO £ /L
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ITHEjTXBITEDLT MY Ba— NEGF
VITHD, EHIT, Sl /8T A5, 8337
R Ea— hkZEEGLTWAEEHAEDOEHRA
TAL, SpylEIT7 R B a— Mk kEEGFLT
WREEDORENERNR AT AL, Sjip T
FROLZAEEREZH LTS, G-DINA TF
NTEELII—RILBIEET VDL I 7
AR ETLIZ L TE D,

G-DINA E7 VDI HEAEMBRA 0 LT
5Z L TACDM 1356, X6z 7B

Table 1

Summary of The Models Used in This Study

VNP - dE)IT (2004) MEHRERBEICHOWTO

FLIRIZRY L CFE LW, AHAFFE TlE Deviance, AIC

(Akaike information critetion; Akaike, 1974), BIC
(Bayesian information criterion; Schwarz, 1978)

D3o5%HWS, £, Deviance &

Deviance = —2logLik

LEFRT D, loglikl T KL S LT /B LT
BV, 2/BTHLT, MEWVIEEET VO
HBERTHEEL 2D,

F7-, AIC %

Model Compensatoy/Noncompensatory ~ Three Types  Link Function
G-DINA Sturate Saturate Identity
R-RUM Noncompensatory Main effects log
LLM Compensatory Main effects logit
A-CDM Compensatory Main effects Identity
DINA Noncompensatory Parsimonious Identity
DINO Compensatory Parsimonious Identity

L LT logit ##IN$5 & LLM 235415, R- AlC

RUM €7 Vit log V> 7 BA%ERIRL, £ D
XLWAIT9 & RRUM EF AR ELNS, Y]
R EEEmRORANEROHRZHETET 5 & DINA
ETINPRITE S, DINO ET /LVOHIFILH
THEHETHDN, 1 ET RNy bEa—2H
BLTWDLHEEELEMEN EAT 5 K5 il
AT ZENTED, (hA - A (2017b) 72 L
EBEBILINLDOETVOREEE LD D L
Table 1 £ 725,

2.2 1ERERE
AEITIIHFRE R CTHHA I TV D EH
BEHEIZOWNWTIRRD, BARFEDOEIZEI L T
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= Deviance + 2 X #parametar

LT %, #parametarffE E SN RT A XK TH
%o k2, BIC %
BIC
= Deviance

+ #parametar log(samplesize)

%, TZTORLEHRERECEL T,
& XHEE TS (MLE, maximum likelihood estimation)
WCEBHFETHY, T b HRHEE S S,
X R EOARUL TE R, E£2, WTho
BELENNIVIFEEHEEN LN LE2RT D
DTH D,
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2.3 PEIOES
AHFIE T o TP A X541 200, 400,
600, 800 D 4 FHERE LTz, T—FAERET
IIHTE T /VIZIE G-DINA £ /L, R-RUM,

YIalb—

LLM, A-CDM, DINA &5 /L, DINO &5 /L%
AWz, 7—ZAERICELT, EOHBE/XT A
B EBETDUNEND DN,
DINO E7 /L slip, guessing /X7 A X %42 TO
HHCT2ICHEE L, Z0LE, Mofkling
HVWETITIE, HEOHBIIKLERT I E
2— FEETHEELTWARWVES (DE K
INFGAH) BZ2LL, 2COT RV Ea— %
EFHLTCODHADOIEEHRENS (0F 0 Y%
HHO7 M Ea— a2 TESEL TV LIE
FDHIBH2ENIRET D) Lo ELLE, £
72, TRV Ea— NEERZ S —HKELEN D
Lz, T—#ERICIE GDINA /Sy r—
(Ma & de la Torre, 2017) @ simGDINA BH#% %
FIH L=,

VIal—valrTlE, HEOHLTAYA
R, FHAAERETAERELLL LT, HA
B &EAERK L, 1 207 —ZIZxt LT 6 MED
SINTETNVEBA Lz, EROET AHEEIZEE
LT, WIgMEA2ZE2CI0EHEEZL, bok
bEENRE L RoloFMERA Lz, #EIZIX
GDINA Bz FIH L7z,

QITFNZE L TiX, ZTDOFREIZL > THA
Z A B OBIE (identifiability) o REEANEES
HZENERHIN TS (Xu & Zhang, 2016),
AWFFECTlE, Xuand Zhang (2016)737 L 7= DINA
BT DBIVED R AT L D ITH
E LTz QITHIEERR L, A TO%&M:THmicHl
FA L7z (Table2), EARMZRFRAIMED SID0
TIZ Xu and Zhang 2016)% & LT-,

BTN A XM, T A RS L

DINA E5 /L,

ETILIT

40

W2 b—vaid 100 BfT-72, @ 100
B OHEER R A I, HHREREL S LIRS
QT & A=W 22 & S H L 7=, Deviance, 182N
T _RTENNS VI EBEYTHE Z L &R
LTCWDIHEETH DD, bok /S W EN
BIEIZ 147, 2 A% ENERTZ 2T 7=,

Table 2
Q-matrix Used in the Simulation Study

# Attribute # Attribute
#ltem 1 2 3 4 5 #ltem 1 2 3 4 5
1 1 00 0 0 16 01010
2 01000 17 01001
3 0 01 00 18 00110
4 0 00 1 0 19 00101
5 00001 20 00011
6 10000 21 11100
7 01 000 22 11010
8 001 00 23 11001
9 0 0010 24 10110
10 0 0001 25 10101
11 11000 26 10011
12 10100 27 01110
13 1 0010 28 01101
14 1 0001 29 01011
15 01100 30 00111

3 HR

7 — & AT T L G-DINA £ 5 /L, R-RUM,
LLM, A-CDM, DINA &5 /L, DINO &5 /LD
ZNENHEICEBT D TN A L0
EF NVBID Deviance, AIC, BIC O FEYNENAL RS
F OVEHE(R 7 % Table 3~8 IZ/R L7z, F£7-,
Deviance, AIC, BIC D ZFHNENOHE TR S &
WS E R LEETADEAMCEE DT, F
PINERL 23 e IRV & L IZ G-DINA &5 /L3 fn
ETFNTHY, &b Deviance VMRV Z & (ZF L
FICHEES LTS, £, AFFETORETD
XT A 2%, G-DINA 5 L3 175, R-RUM,
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LLM, A-CDM 7% 124 T, DINA EF/LE LT
DINO EF /L7893 THh o1z,

Table 3 7> 5, G-DINA EFIINEKET /LT
&L, AIC IT—E L THEOET NV EZREINLTZ,
LaL, o7 A X0 200 DA OFHIE
A0i% 1370 TH O LT L HFOET /LR ERNS

nWEBEA R SND, LovL, o7 dAa
ZA3 600 LL_ETITFENAGLAS 1.000 TH Y, 4
BEOYIalb—ya VEETIZELWNWVET VA
Bk D Z &R siiz, —J7, G-DINA E
FANEDETILOBEE, BIC OBLENSILH

IZ G-DINA &7 /WTE RS L WMEA AR E

Table 3 Table 4
Mean Rank and SD When Data Gatagenerate Model was G-DINA Mean Rank and SD When Data Gatagenerate Model was R-RUM
Deviance AIC BIC Deviance AIC BIC
# Sample Analysis Mean sD Mean SD Mean SD # Sample Analysis Mean sD Mean sD Mean sD
model model
G-DINA 1,000 ( 0000 ) 1370 ( 0.800 ) 5.960 ( 0.197 ) G-DINA 1000 ( 0.000 ) 3.690 ( 0.677 ) 5350 ( 0.730 )
R-RUM 3950 ( 0.219 ) 3.900 ( 0.302 ) 3.340 ( 0590 ) R-RUM 2190 ( 0545 ) 1200 ( 0550 ) 1.190 ( 0.545 )
200 LLM 2000 ( 0000 ) 1780 ( 0.416 ) 1.160 ( 0.368 ) 200 LLM 3010 ( 0460 ) 2120 ( 0.624 ) 2.010 ( 0.460 )
A-CDM 3050 ( 0.219 ) 2950 ( 0.386 ) 2.320 ( 0510 ) A-CDM  3.800 ( 0449 ) 2990 ( 0.611 ) 2.800 ( 0.449 )
DINA 5890 ( 0314 ) 5890 ( 0.314 ) 4.900 ( 0.461 ) DINA 5030 ( 0171 ) 5030 ( 0171 ) 4.190 ( 0.419 )
DINO 5110 ( 0314 ) 5110 ( 0314 ) 3.320 ( 1.262 ) DINO 5970 ( 0171 ) 5970 ( 0171 ) 5.460 ( 0.558 )
G-DINA 1,000 ( 0000 ) 1060 ( 0.278 ) 4.360 ( 0.503 ) G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3610 ( 0.634 ) 4.030 ( 0.171)
R-RUM 3920 ( 0.273 ) 3.920 ( 0273 ) 2950 ( 0.330 ) R-RUM 2010 ( 0100 ) 1.010 ( 0.100 ) 1.010 ( 0.100 )
00 LLM 2000 ( 0.000 ) 1950 ( 0.219 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 400 LLM 3000 ( 0142 ) 2080 ( 0307 ) 2000 ( 0.142 )
A-CDM 3080 ( 0273 ) 3070 ( 0.293 ) 2.080 ( 0.273 ) A-CDM 3990 ( 0100 ) 3300 ( 0.482 ) 2990 ( 0.100 )
DINA 5900 ( 0302 ) 5900 ( 0.302 ) 5.880 ( 0.356 ) DINA 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.970 ( 0.171 )
DINO  5.100 ( 0.302 ) 5100 ( 0.302 ) 4.730 ( 0.679 ) DINO  6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 )
G-DINA 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.930 ( 0.293 ) G-DINA 1,000 ( 0.000 ) 3290 ( 0.782 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
R-RUM 3950 ( 0.219 ) 3.950 ( 0.219 ) 3.010 ( 0.333 ) R-RUM 2000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 )
600 LLM 2000 ( 0.000 ) 2000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 600 LLM 3000 ( 0000 ) 2200 ( 0.402 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 )
A-CDM 3050 ( 0219 ) 3.050 ( 0219 ) 2.060 ( 0.239 ) A-CDM  4.000 ( 0.000 ) 3510 ( 0502 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 )
DINA 5910 ( 0288 ) 5910 ( 0288 ) 5.910 ( 0.288 ) DINA 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 )
DINO 5090 (0288 ) 5090 (0288 ) 5.090 ( 0.288 ) DINO  6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 )
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.500 ( 0.704 ) G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 2770 ( 0.750 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
R-RUM 3950 ( 0.219 ) 3.950 ( 0.219 ) 3330 ( 0570 ) R-RUM 2,010 ( 000 ) 1.010 ( 0.100 ) 1.010 ( 0.100 )
800 LLM 2000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 800 LLM 2990 ( 0.100 ) 2410 ( 0514 ) 1.990 ( 0.100 )
A-CDM 3050 ( 0219 ) 3.050 ( 0219 ) 2170 ( 0.378 ) A-CDM  4.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.810 ( 0.394 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 )
DINA 5930 ( 0256 ) 5930 ( 0256 ) 5.930 ( 0.256 ) DINA 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 )
DINO _ 5.070 ( 0.256 ) 5070 ( 0.256 ) 5.070 ( 0.256 ) DINO _ 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 )
Table 5 Table 6
Mean Rank and SD When Data Gatagenerate Model was LLM Mean Rank and SD When Data Gatagenerate Model was A-CDM
Deviance AlC BIC Deviance AlIC BIC
#Sample A;ZZ:;S Mean  SD Mean  SD Mean  SD # Sample A:]:'é’::s Mean  SD Mean  SD Mean  SD
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.890 ( 0.469 ) 5.340 ( 0.831 ) G-DINA 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.850 ( 0.500 ) 5.360 ( 0.835 )
R-RUM 3480 ( 0835 ) 2540 ( 0.858 ) 2.480 ( 0.835 ) R-RUM 3610 ( 0.737 ) 2720 ( 0817 ) 2610 ( 0.737 )
200 LLM 2910 ( 0.683 ) 1.940 ( 0.736 ) 1.910 ( 0.683 ) 200 LLM 2840 ( 0.647 ) 1.860 ( 0.682 ) 1.840 ( 0.647 )
A-CDM 2,610 ( 0.680 ) 1.630 ( 0.720 ) 1.610 ( 0.680 ) A-CDM 2550 ( 0.672 ) 1570 ( 0.700 )  1.550 ( 0.672 )
DINA 5430 ( 0498 ) 5430 ( 0498 ) 4.770 ( 0.763 ) DINA 5510 ( 0502 ) 5510 ( 0502 ) 4.840 ( 0.721 )
DINO 5570 ( 0498 ) 5570 ( 0498 ) 4.890 ( 0.751 ) DINO 5490 ( 0502 ) 5490 ( 0502 ) 4.800 ( 0.778 )
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3950 ( 0219 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) G-DINA 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.940 ( 0.239 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
R-RUM 3830 ( 0551 ) 2870 ( 0.597 ) 2.830 ( 0551 ) R-RUM 3900 ( 0414 ) 2960 ( 0491 ) 2.900 ( 0414 )
00 LLM 2640 ( 0523 ) 1650 ( 0557 ) 1.640 ( 0523 ) 400 LLM 2550 ( 0539 ) 1550 ( 0539 ) 1.550 ( 0.539 )
A-CDM 2530 ( 0.627 ) 1530 ( 0627 ) 1530 ( 0.627 ) A-CDM 2550 ( 0575 ) 1550 ( 0.575 ) 1550 ( 0575 )
DINA 5380 ( 0488 ) 5380 ( 0488 ) 5.380 ( 0.488 ) DINA 5520 ( 0502 ) 5520 ( 0502 ) 5520 ( 0.502 )
DINO 5620 ( 0488 ) 5620 ( 0488 ) 5620 ( 0.488 ) DINO 5480 ( 0502 ) 5480 ( 0502 ) 5.480 ( 0502 )
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3970 ( 0171 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.910 ( 0288 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
R-RUM  3.890 ( 0424 ) 2920 ( 0464 ) 2890 ( 0.424 ) R-RUM 3960 ( 0.281 ) 3.050 ( 0411 ) 2.960 ( 0.281 )
600 LLM 2580 ( 0589 ) 1580 ( 0589 ) 1.580 ( 0.589 ) 600 LLM 2560 ( 0519 ) 1560 ( 0519 ) 1560 ( 0.519 )
A-CDM 2530 ( 0540 ) 1530 ( 0540 ) 1530 ( 0.540 ) A-CDM 2480 ( 0522 ) 1.480 ( 0.522 ) 1.480 ( 0522 )
DINA 5260 ( 0441 ) 5260 ( 0441 ) 5260 ( 0441 ) DINA 5370 ( 0485 ) 5370 ( 0485 ) 5370 ( 0.485 )
DINO 5740 ( 0441 ) 5740 ( 0441 ) 5740 ( 0441 ) DINO 5630 ( 0485 ) 5630 ( 0485 ) 5.630 ( 0.485 )
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.880 ( 0.327 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) G-DINA 1,000 ( 0.000 ) 3.730 ( 0446 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
R-RUM 3940 ( 0343 ) 3.060 ( 0489 ) 2940 ( 0.343 ) R-RUM  4.000 ( 0.000 ) 3270 ( 0.446 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 )
800 LLM 2550 ( 0520 ) 1550 ( 0520 ) 1550 ( 0.520 ) 800 LLM 2550 ( 0500 ) 1550 ( 0.500 ) 1550 ( 0.500 )
A-CDM 2510 ( 0541 ) 1510 ( 0541 ) 1510 ( 0.541 ) A-CDM 2450 ( 0500 ) 1450 ( 0.500 ) 1.450 ( 0.500 )
DINA 5270 ( 0446 ) 5270 ( 0446 ) 5270 ( 0.446 ) DINA 5440 ( 0499 ) 5440 ( 0499 ) 5440 ( 0.499 )
DINO 5730 (0446 ) 5730 ( 0446 ) 5.730 ( 0446 ) DINO 5560 ( 0499 ) 5560 ( 0499 ) 5560 ( 0.499 )
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Table 7 Table 8
Mean Rank and SD When Data Gatagenerate Model was DINA Mean Rank and SD When Data Gatagenerate Model was DINO
Deviance AIC BIC Deviance AIC BIC
ssample A pen  sD Mean D Mean  SD ssample A" e sp Men  sD Mean  SD
model model
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.870 ( 0.630 ) G-DINA 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.950 ( 0.687 )
R-RUM  3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 2010 ( 0.100 ) R-RUM  5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5170 ( 0.428 )
200 LLM 4000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.250 ( 0.435 ) 200 LLM ~ 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 2190 ( 0.39%4 )
A-CDM 5000 ( 0000 ) 5000 ( 0.000 ) 4.880 ( 0.356 ) A-CDM  4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.920 ( 0.273 )
DINA 2000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) DINA  6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.770 ( 0.489 )
DINO  6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.990 ( 0.100 ) DINO _ 2.000 ( 0000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 )
G-DINA 1000 ( 0.000 ) 2000 ( 0.000 ) 2570 ( 0.498 ) G-DINA  1.000 ( 0000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 2010 ( 0.100 )
R-RUM  3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 2430 ( 0.498 ) R-RUM  5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5000 ( 0.000 )
400 LLM  4.000 ( 0000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 400 LLM  3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 2990 ( 0.100 )
A-CDM 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) A-CDM  4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
DINA 2000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) DINA  6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 )
DINO  6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) DINO _ 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 )
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 2000 ( 0.000 )
R-RUM  3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) R-RUM 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 )
600 LLM 4000 ( 0000 ) 4000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 600 LLM ~ 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 )
A-CDM 5,000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) A-CDM  4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
DINA 2000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) DINA  6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 )
DINO _ 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) DINO _ 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 )
G-DINA  1.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) G-DINA 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 2000 ( 0.000 )
R-RUM  3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) R-RUM 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 )
800 LLM 4000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 800 LLM  3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 ) 3.000 ( 0.000 )

A-CDM 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5000 ( 0.000 ) 5.000 ( 0.000 )
DINA 2000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 )
DINO 6000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 )

72 LA, “ELTLLM BN&RENZ, Z0
FERIZ—FITMET D, Table3 ® BIC Ol % FEHE
ICHFES 5 &, LLM, A-CDM, R-RUM O°F-#
BRSNS m VMBI N B BTz, £72, At
A X3 200 DEAETIX G-DINA £ 7 /L OFH)E
Pl 5960 TH Y, To L AR FAALICITVMET
HYVESTLKBEOETLVEBRTETELT,
H D gk L\ DINA €5 /L= DINO €7 /L £ ¥
HARWIIENL 278 L7z, G-DINA E7 /L OEIN S
NBNERLIZY > T oA X3 ERA 510> T
ez b7 2000, FHRO X 5 I EE R
T LTIHEBRS N Do T,

R-RUM BREDETTF N ThH HEAITIT LR
121X AIC % BIC $ EDE T /L %I L 7 (Table
4), 72720, T A A KR 200 D & EIE AIC
DOIEEINENRL DS 1.200, BIC OFEHINEMLA 1.190 T
HY, HFETNVEBRICOLENH T,

HOET/LHNLLM D4, AICH BIC § LLM
PERT AEMAA LN (Table5), LavL,
HOET /L THSLLM & A-CDM O FEHJNENT

A-CDM 4000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 ) 4.000 ( 0.000 )
DINA 6000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 ) 6.000 ( 0.000 )
DINO _ 2.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 ) 1.000 ( 0.000 )

EEHLLH LS HIZETHY 2 DOET AFERIL
#HEL W ATREMEA R STz,

A-CDM REDETF L TH HBEEITIE, A-
CDM MWIEL S EBRINAMEAB A LTz D
D, RIFY LLM b0 7eh b F8RT 2@ m A
Aotz (Table 6), LLM & A-CDM O H 1%
AERGE L7260 F ik 7 A k&
7ol & LTHIE LWETFILVRIRNThiR
Mmoo,

%2 F — & AERLE T V7% DINA, DINO &5
NOELLDLEETH>THY T4 IR
200 BRETH > THFHIAM N 1 L THY, E
BICHDOETNVERIRT D LN TETND
(Table 7, Table8),

4 EE
AT O BHEL, RN TV TT —
HERET N EMTET VN R o7z & &I,
CDM OBIRBIELL RINDDONEHRIET D
ZLEThol, AEORERIIKICELDLN
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%, 1. G-DINA ET ANEDETLORFE,
AIC ZEDOET VEZEIRT 223, BIC T —HEL
T LLM Z&RT 5, ZOEm/NN 74
HFCTIIES 2D o7, 2. RRUMBEDET
NOYE, AIC & BIC IXFHKICEDET L& 3
WT&2, 3. LLM, A-CDM BNEDOET /LD
&, A-CDM & LLM OB % T —Z 2 b3E1T 5
TLEEELWATREERD D, FEOET N
LLM TH->TH A-CDM TH > ThH A-CDM
BIRSNDATREENE FEWVEEZXBND, 4
DINA €7V, DINO E 7 VBREDET LOE
WY LA X8 200 Tidh - T hH AIC, BIC i%
MRIZEDETLVEYTDHIENTED,
—IZ, AICIE TR LeeT VA2 BIRL,
BIC [ZE DR IT TV E T /L % 38R 3 % [ 28
bhHEEND, BEBRITIT AIC T8 MR E
TNEFRT 2@ MBS TS, £z, BIC
SRIEICY TS A ARBH DT T
PA X RELT B EITE D HERIDELL 72
Do RHFFEOFER N ST TP AphE
VBRI TR AIC 1T & 5 5 L IRR 23 EL S AT %0
Toh D[RR R STz, AIC & BIC 7R
il ET AR ER STV, T— XAk
ET NN G-DINA ET/VOHETH-T-, AIC
X BIC L0 HEIHIAN/NE L, BIEIC GO DA
DEERKENTZD, T RAZRE BENE
KBRDBETNVDOHNRBIRISNRSLTWNEEZ LR
D

G-DINA EF LR EDE T VDAL, BIC
F—B L TR ETAVERINL, 7L
ARXNRKEL 2oz LTHEDET LVEIRIR
TLHZEIERhoTe, HAEIORETIE, slip -
guessing /X7 A X OHREEE LIlod, T—H
ERDOBICRAAERNRT A ZBLT L HREL
Rhlho A RENER EREILLND, G-

mm

43

DINA EF N ZHESIT 5 DXL EAEMETH
20T, ZOMROKE I, EHE
DHBDETNTH53 LR DFREMENFE L 8D &
Exzoib,

A-CDM & LLM iX[A CIEHE - EhRET
THY, FFEBLETT L Th-o 22D IE
LWETLVERIRT L ZEBRECTHT-EH
Zbid, —J, R-RUM i A-CDM, LLM & [H]
BROEHRET L THDLLOD, FEFENM
Bxbb, thoET L ERKBENRLT -T2
LEZDLILD,
RIFFTOFERND, KT — X fEITIcBIT 5 E
TIVRRIZEBWT LLM X° A-CDM 23S&ER S
B AICITEERMLETHL 2R LTINS,
F BB OEREILEL AT AR 7
BAT O B S R ST,
AWFFROREF E LTIL, 7 FU Ea— MK,
HEB%, HEARTAZ, QITHI&MtEEEL
7 MU B2 — hOSARE — A IARE LT
NEFOND, T—HEROEMEEEETLHZ
L TEBOBRNZT 2L EFBEZAOND T2
b, L0 IEIERFEHEEHANTASEIOBRE
R RAET 2 BN H D255, Ibi, 4
[E13 4 COHEHE CH UHEH KGE T VERE L
7223, EEERIIZHEBIZ L » THBMGSET LR
HRoTHWDFREMELEZ OIS, ZDRITH
LTI, EFEHARIE G E 2 T, EROYH
ENED LD RER IS RO DD MGEE L
EHOTYVIalb—ra ffRETI ZE bME
LWz D, Fiz, RFETIE, BLHEEEYH
W SE LR DU BRI/ N v T B
7o, HANRIZAZRT M) B a— MNEEARS
CVOWEMBDOD L ENKEVAEELRH D, 4
BIIDY TR TOIHBENT A ZRLT MY

Ea— hEERZ OHEENREDLHIITIED
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