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Table S1. Contingency table. The table shows the number of assessment items coded 

as specific combinations of knowledge types and cognitive processes. These data 

correspond to the stacked bar graph in Figure 4A. 

 

 Factual Conceptual Procedural Total 
Remember 302 92 20 419 
Understand 19 233 25 377 
Apply 2 14 31 47 
Analyze 2 41 2 45 
Evaluate 0 28 6 34 
Create 0 16 2 18 
Total 425 429 86 940 

 

  



Figure S1. Example low-frequency items. We selected examples to highlight some 

possible combinations of knowledge types and cognitive processes in our dataset. 

 

 


