
 

242 

 

 

 
1

 
2*

 
1e-mail: dafederiakin@hse.ru; 2e-mail: ekardanova@hse.ru  

 

 

 

 

*  

 

PROGRESS-ML -  

- PROGRESS-ML. 

 

 

Denis . Federiakin1, Elena Yu. Kardanova2 
1e-mail: dafederiakin@hse.ru; 2e-mail: ekardanova@hse.ru  

National Research University Higher School of Economics, Moscow, Russia 

 

PSYCHOMETRIC MODELLING  

OF COMPOSITE CONSTRUCTS 
 

This paper describes the bunch of research necessary for the justified simultaneous use 

of both general test score and specific scores. We also provide an exemplary study using 
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