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JE BB G AFR T1 R An R BRI IE T, AT BARGAERE IR RENF . 9
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PHEESHIE. ANBARGEHRERR A RGBT, REFREIEEY XAHEAE. S EMN
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A LRE 2 — ™ F ARG A, AR R
0 1%, BF R BTy 2T 2 k5
BRENEHLM . AR R A R B A T EGR
i 2R 4R %4FE (Carpenter & Buchanan, 1994).
AR, BT ) AR R e B 43 S48
BE R NG ZE AR AR SR8, LS R T A B 285 1 Tl
AR, S ORI A ARG R AR, S B A R
95 85 BE AL o1 #1213t =7 Hr(Bakhshi & Chance, 2015;
Palaniyappan, 2017). BRBBOR #4324 g 5% 14 7
525 2R FH I PR S5 5 R0 R 5 ) MR P 2L ) 350 1 2 S5 A
3ok 2% HUE I R RRAE, SR IX — Tk AR 1
45 L IC Tk N BN AROKOF |, PLES 4 2J (Machine
Learning) B AR TT LARANL B AR o Bl X —
1 &5 - IBM (International Business Machines
Corporation)’A A #Y Arthur Samuel (1959)%2H .
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(Mitchell, 1997). 7ER PB4, 583 AL AL
i 20 2 AR B Hh 2 A5 AL | AL AL R
FHRERIFEA AT EBEAT TR0, [R) B 2 R de HoAT
BT I RRE o

HErC @A/ TR #H RIS 5 328 ik,
SR QAT O b U0 HHORS B 23 20 A
(Ardekani et al., 2011; Nieuwenhuis et al., 2012;
Winterburn et al., 2017). M & AREF IS H R
R AR 53 R4E J 38 (1914 (Zarogianni,  Storkey,
Johnstone, Owens, & Lawrie, 2017)A M X 434k F
AN TR % 9% B B 19 I R #8 # (Guo, Palaniyappan,
Liddle, & Feng, 2016). ZEVIZPRI A FEH, A5
T3 HRUAY R AIE — R R A8 X 43 2% 28 31 1Y) Job 35 P AIE,
PRLHORS P 23 20 J8 5 L 3 A R R BREXT B A AL
2 3 R AT LA R RS i 3 L BRI 12 T
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K BLE =7 > I8 TR R 23 ZRAE 1 Il 285 4 15
(structural Magnetic Resonance Imaging, sMRI)%{
Py, EL PR AE MK AR v i IOCRR A £ dls
FRIEREAEFIRFAE LSS | YIGRABEAY | PPARRCHL DL I
A AT B AEA (WL 1)

L1 $RERENIR

TEXE 7 ZOAE W IR S5 AR BE T b, R fR
M L ) M P 1R 20 AT B Rl o AT I AT 1
B, DL T L& 2~ Eodls i il S
FIARNE o ISR b R OB I, e SR
pawlialllse S IRIRR N SN (7 S e S 1Bl
WA o WHFE A ST I G Bl S FR AL | A2 st
R, ) P30 B B A SR R R A
T, B 2l FH I X A B A 0 e 2 Y A M B
1.2 FHEPRUEFNFREILEE

AR V3% 24 AR 28 1 RE AT 5 e R Y 432 1
AE), RARAE R EEOD YR, o v e no Ab 2R
JURE R RIS e AR i 1Y
R, W AU 43H(Principal Components
Analysis, PCA), FEF 2552 R 4R 5B 2 J5 1 550
Fa v Ve CRAT e A 2 S ROCR B R AIE T A R A
1B B A1 L5 D s 1) S0 A AR AL
Guyon, Weston, Barnhill Fl Vapnik (2002)3%&F 34
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ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ SRR ARIR A AT

E DR FRRAE B 47 07 1 43 Sy it B 75 (Filter) . (.38
(Wrapper) #lit A i (Embedded), = ZRFFMEEEETT
DAENE P 5 Z4RE 9 I 5 A4 5 2SI 5 TP 346 g
b R AR R AR Y SR TS PR EURRAE 525 5 Z A Y
AHCAPERT FRAE AT VP48, AR 152 8 09 19 1 1 3% 2
M BOEPERAAE, A B T REARRE 22 18] A4 AR DG E,
P2 = R 5 2 00 Z M B A OC M o ATk AR SR
) M BB B RR IR, AN 3 T SRR
HL 14 35 U5 45 11E 315 Bk 77 1% (Support Vector Machine-
Recursive Feature Elimination, SVM-RFE)i%£E4¢
it o R AIEG IFFRIE BRI 43 KA I St 72, 7
YRt i [ Sh e B R IE 4, P s a5
PAE U SR A8 AR e e 43 43 S B 07 T ORI RRAIE
Btz 4h, WFoT 3 3 v LR 3 DI AT SCHR%E £ 50
FRAEFAE, ) A0 A5 b 43 SL0E JR 3 2 250 i R
RSO IR SRR [ (Nieuwenhuis et al., 2012),
1.3 illgRE

5T R AL RS 5% 2 3300k TR s 158U HE #1
B AE TR, LS S Bk — e S e S
FIC B 2% 2], DR T 030 02 75 A FH e A 4l
M 432505 Bl BARAE . FENS Bl 4 ZL0E AR 52
W5 38 8 FH 2 37 1] B HL(Support Vector Machine,
SVM) . £k 14 [n] 5 (Linear Regression)%§ Wi 2% > &
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1.4 FEIEZFIR) A B TN #h AR

Z AL BE Ty 2 FE AL TR G e, A
TR PERE B i ke iy R ARLIZ AL e ), PEAG RS
R E (A, 2016), TER I3 2LAE AR T,
IE %% (Accuracy) . f5UB I (Sensitivity) B £ 42 K
(Recall) . 2 1 # (Precision) Al 45 5 M (Specificity)
B E N PERE R . IR AR R AW IE AR R A
BT REAS SR E A L BUSE SR TR PP R A
B PR A I O] A o 588 BB PR A 5 )
FENERFEANE 4 . Frm e EREREA L
FEA B PEREA B A 4 L. AR PR RE R A5 AR, A
FEERIBCE R . R SRS 5 s R A
Y, E AR AYHR NG, 7T IR T I 2
1.5 I XIE

&I AEERE . S HOI B R e s Y
o 26 v AP Al BB BE I A RO 1k, AR AL FRARAE
CHIVRF A B8 245 R RR AR 2 5 0 TR A AE S8 SUHRAIE o
K #7138 X HAIE(K-fold cross validation, K-fold CV)
RECE WA SLCRAIE T i, TR AEAS N K,
BRI K=1 r AIINREE, T 1 4 I,
B E R A e A R . FER 2,
WFoE F B 5 o 10 P38 XL, L rl MR 4%
FEAR RN PR GE TR ER € K {E(Dwyer, Falkai,
& Koutsouleris, 2018), H T 32 B FEA & 1Y BRHl,
Pl BEAR I BIL A5 2% T BIF 930 1 2R T K4 38 LI IR 2%
BRI X ——F3—7(Leave One Out Cross Validation,
LOOCYV), H K BFEABE N, 8 —1k BAR A A,
EHHRA 2= . BRI S B

FEh, FWEFEE WUl k38 L IE (Nested
Cross Validation) (Madsen, Krohne, Cai, Wang, & Chan,
2018). %% A UG I AL 5 WAk A58 R 1 BE B9 SN BR
FUH TR AL | B SE NIER, /)
FEA B 52 BB A5 SR FH AN [ 1 55088 >k DV B 784 T
BERFIE R SHL, RORAR D 22, SRk /IMEE
AR KA B T PR ), 4 PP S5 R T AE
H i C A 2 T Wi S2AR B DL a2 D W54 i &
A8 X IE T (Borgwardt et al., 2013; Dyrba, Grothe,
Kirste, & Teipel, 2015; Peng et al., 2017; Zarogianni et
al., 2017),
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FATRT 2010 4F LUK B 43 2408 40038k R FH v

SRR (B G T AR . SRR & R
(Diffusion tensor imaging, DTI) )AJHL#S2~ T W5
HEAT SCHRIE 2R, T B9850 P2 0 4% Web of Science,
PubMed, Elsevier, > ) ¢ & 1] {1 $§ “structural
MRI”, “Machine Learning”, “Support Vector Machine”,
SVM, schizophrenia, “high risk”, schizotype LA}
“voxel based morphometry”, VBM, “grey matter”,
“gray matter”, DTI, “diffusion tensor imaging” A~
Ao & 1RSI EES) 2019 4 1 A 17 HE
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Bl o3 o S EEE  Z BB . B Bk
PR S0 AN T Ji 205 4 A3 A 00 G o 70 SR 1 52 15
FIBLAS °7 2T Jr SR BYSE MR, T SCOHS i IR T il 25 4
B ARSI BT . BE T DTI 1 SRS AL
A WIIE . RSP T HESE L I R B
FAT ]y BRI AR 255 B AL & 27 2 WF 583X — e R4 7
Lk
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P ZBURE FRFE, LABORE O 5 18 A A X G2 4 )
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AR JT T, SR L S A A 45 A R R AT LA
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2.1.1 WO RIE

TERG 0 BT (19 73 JEBF TS, AR A 2 i/
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100; SrIEHIRAE 44.74%3] 98%Z[H]; W5t 4
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B BRARIEL T BEET L EC R -
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RS2 W AN W I, RRAE S 5 15 7T BE 22 S 43
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ZEF o

R 53 SR FR A B 5 A B R O, A T
FEE R 98 (AR FE ARG H43 ZLAE A5 A 83
191 i ok R ) Bz J2 D5 A AT 0 AT, 5Bk T AR
e 0 S Xk B ) R B R 2, T T RBF
(Radial Basis Function)# ) SVM B3k #4743 2 9F
FHER IR B0, 3R 81.77% 3543 2 IE 7 %,
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77.55% 09 - HUBRME D 86.75% -1 55 7k, ot
— I R IR /N T AR R S g X IR
RIER R B E(96.3%, FEME N 98.8% . U M:
H88%); AR U HIEA R B E i -l & &R
G5 RN — 00 1 B 2 IR B b, (AR i g R IR
FEHE TN (Guo et al., 2016).

FEAY 2L FE b, A 09T 48 1 55 8 4 i K
o %5 H5CHE A L, R R R AT S5 3 1k 3 BB 4 Mk
DX B4 06 T % A M R AIE B R 7 2R IE# 2R . Chin
S (2018) [ FH 7 51 J8 24 X %% £ 77 1 (sequential
region-of-interest (ROI) selection)7E 64 ™K X [ )X
5 RO T B B AR AR, 5 R R B %
MESERE T 1 ALK 84 M 43 S40E FR A I 43 Mg
FREXT BRI ZR ) B 43 25 IE 8 AN 86.6% 42 w1 F
92.0%, A4 57 4K b 43 ZL0E B R 28 A g T R
DR 43 25 IE T R 83.5% 42 1= 5] 89.4%, [F]
i AL A 7 4 ROT B 26 T4, ALtk
R e TR, BEEL SRR, AR
i A M = R WS OO IR R IR BE R T
X 2R IE W R A . Nieuwenhuis 25 A (2012)
RAEFIARZAIEA-53HT(Voxel-Based Morphometry,
VBM) & B 45 F 45 A~ 7R 300 K Jo 25 B 8
FHEME A L BRARIE . MR AR T 152w, 5%
ZEAE N R A B, 43 0k Rl AR FLEE TR
AR BEBURE, BTE A SVM Bk I g,
VUL 26 RHE AT 10% B4 AEVE R ABRAE, TR
T DIAEBIEGE 25 58 32 2450 5% Wil 1) SCIR AR 14 5t
R, BT G DX K 5T AR Sy i A RRAIE . fif
LM SVM BELTE 239 (128 A F 111
A BT R PR ST ARR, i B — 13 BRI .
45 9 BRI T2 e BURRAIE 2 57 A 580 EL A
U 2RI 71 A% E Y IE# R, 73.4% 091
TRURPERT 69.4%19°F- 205 520k BORTE 277 DK
(155 A B T 122 ) B A B s o tE A7 56
iE, B8 70.4%M 0 2RIEFH, 67.1%M UM A
73.8% e S BT R IR H L L DR
Th (R KI5 B ALK, 17 SR8 TP A 4284 R 2 v
[ R

B T T AS [ B R e 35 0 vk, 9T F R 5
FEARI LR JF S IE B R AYSE 0, Salvador 5 A
(2017)fef FH 127 A X R 128 G 11 43 40 1R
B TFABAR A R L 1 o et fe . 1ZmFoE
KRB EALFE Ridge, Lasso, 51 R 4% (Elastic

Net), LO LA E N {2 45 715 (L0 Norm Regularized
Logistic Regressions), £t SVM, 1FE N4k HI 504
#r(Regularized Discriminant Analysis), FfALARM
(Random Forests) A= i3 #4325 (Gaussian Process
Classifier), & BH X 8 P 459 2 /) 72k
HIBRZES:, /PRIEHRTE 74.1%F] 76% 18]

WA WA AL #8275 2 B T DX 204 3
ZLRE A R X IR, T EL A 243 X AN [R) I A
Kt 2UE B . AMFEHEM AR X aH
TCHE A E R AR B 40 ZLAE B3, 7E 23 ] TR A AR
R ORE b 20 S4RE FECE R 23 9045 SR RE IR (44 4
53 ZUIE FBE WREAS b & B e S5 i (L FE B
iBEhX), F40IAF Bl (middle cingulate gyrus) % i
— 2 JZ T (fronto-subcortical) X 385 1) Jk it % &£ fE 1R
U IX Jr 2 B, IEAfA$I5F) 78.26% (Tas et al.,
2018),
212 BEABEWMOSRE

[ 52 2 BRI B IR R 25 9 052 ), 48 kG
o153 RARE FECE 1 T 45 70 FT B R A — 5 Y EUAS, 5%
M AL g2 T A o R B . BT KNG 40 240 8
B> Z B YRR R T, XX — R A B
FEA R T ERUHAE 1 43 2L0E 1Y 0 2 AL . 72T
RAGW T BURE AT W B b, SRR R R/
U 42, FeRIKF] 480; Jr2RIEHIHRTE 44.74% 5
96.7%Z [0l o fERFAETT 1T, AU Cni L lal | A
[ FNAIU 5 ) . e Tl AR BT A [T % i 45 4
TEREHR & 4 SR 2

Sy BRI H B BT MW R R, 7R 127
DERBEM 127 A FEXT R0 5 KR T,
Squarcina 48 A (2017)$2H 68 ™ JEE 480 X 1) iz J2 &
BEBE, 43 IR A BOSER IX N SVM ik, i
o3 FELE B 5 AN IRARRRAE; B S O AR
AT, I SVM sk £ % 2% 2 (Multiple Kernel
Learning, MKL) VL #EAT I 2R T, 740 L [\,
5 r [0 W R [ BUA S 85% 1Y) d i IE B 3%

HEERKM 2 RE T AMREERERT A
[R) 3553 7 FH 0 Jo 8% 3 R B )2 B I P A 2 3R
B, Winterburn %5 A (2017)f# FH32 % [7] )5 (Logistic
Regression, LR). SVM (H 54 SVM il SVM-
RBF)HFIZNEF) 54341 (Linear Discriminant Analysis,
LDA) = MR LT 4328, W4 4 18 8 05 60 45 K 5
W RN R R L, BARREA LR S0 41 RSP 4
SLAE FEH R 50 Bl fi X IR, WFSTH B SR REA
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g 2/3 WIIZREERT 1/3 BIMIREE, N FHZYE SVM
0 R N R 5 € s e~ B S  = BP
69.6% (FHEEM: 77.8%, HHF M 57.9%); i A
SVM-RBF B35 2 BB #1702, &
SRIERRAIE 73.5% (BURME 58.8%, &5k
88.2%).

213 SREAE

58 B4 2408 B A H, SRR R
5 PR 5T LG 25 46 R T il RN P43 Z4RE 19 R A L
il TS G B & A . R R G 2 A )
mfE ANBER A 28 g /b, BARAR B R 50,
IYRIEMRAE 36.84% 5 72%2 (8], Hh, HHF5
F R AR Al SVM B4 25 & e e
TN 25 2 fil X BRASORHEAT 4328, N FH B — ik
TP SUBAIE, RAF 72%B9 43 S IE A 2R (U 68%,
RStk 76%), WG . BTN 5k, Bk
1 Il N 78 N 1 S N L 110 R
p a1 IR [ sy o et [ AN A P R S )
A B AR ALEE (Valli et al., 2016),

22 EFHREKERGHAESNBEIFAR

PR B USSR Dy — iR B I 45 4 AR
K 537 A6 1t v 527 30 54T A Can 5 Rl 28 B A
FIZHR, Z05 I LSRN, 2 m 5.
WRHL TR B AR R K 4 R 45 ) R A
FH T 4R 58 WG 1 5% 27 4k oA A7 8 R 5 1] (Meoded,
Poretti, Mori, & Zhang, 2017), ¥l/A 3T DTI f1Y#L
w2 oD, FEARRTE 42 B 154 ZJH],
WFFEH R I 0 FRAE AL 46 45 0] 57 1 433X (Fractional
Anisotropy, FA). #li[a ¥R #5K & (Axial Diffusivity,
AD). T B 7RIk i (Radial Diffusivity, RD). 1
PRHLR (Mean Diffusivity, MD)%, MAHL#s2: > #)
YRR LE, WA TR IR AN
60%, 1Al ik 98%.

BT W 50 2K pi 3 BL0E 8 EFN 50 45 fit
FREXT By YNSRI, T DTI A
FA 1 MD {4, {#i/ PCA [k 376 5t b pE 47
SEREAR ¢ K, FEBR P ERTF 0.5 MRRE, FIH
Fisher 28 M5 ATl i A, 25 5% & B H FA
B4R )RR A A R AR AT 94% 1E 3 2R (fURk
£ 96%, FESPE 92%), A X3 RE T M RRESE hAE
TR B X35, 4 BU 412 (external capsule);
i MD {49 g i 1 80 e AR P i TE T R R
98% (HUEME 96%, FrFHE 100%), F20 IEHIRAY

FRIESE DT 2%, 454 FA Il MD B8 #:47
G3IFBA W3 BUB R Y 43 28 IE B R (E B %
R I S 25l 96%) (Ardekani et al., 2011),

TAh, AW E R T DTUEWE TR 18 &£ %
FIBTZF4ESE ) FA. MD ., RD F1 AD {H, /5T
FEHLERAR Y3 IR AE TR 75 (Random  Forest-Recursive
Feature Elimination, RF-RFE)E£ARE, R HBEHL
ARMREILAE 52 A KB 48 A FET IR £
Pt BEAT YNGR AN, 153 71%09 5326 TE A 5 (R
JBHE 67.3%, FERIE 75%); FHEARTRIX 53 134>
AR 12 @R BT S 76% 0 432 1E )
ROFBYE 76.9%, FistE 75%), BA X726
FORFIE AL T3 & 21 4 . /NIl — e it — B ] #% (the
cerebello-thalamo-cortical circuits) Fll # £F 4t (Deng
et al., 2019),

Pettersson-Yeo %% A (2013)F]H FA {H4 5%+
19 D EEA A 23 AMEREXTIR L 19 AN E A B
123 AR A T 026, (I SVM Rk AT
#| 65.79%H) 7 RIERIR, HBUEIERY 68.42%,
RS IR 63.16%.
23 ETERSMBEHREMNEZEINR

BT BRI EE, A Db 2 A5 5 2
PR R AR B XK 2 B H SR e AR S
R IR 402 . H AT 2 B R L ae ~)
IYRBIIA 8 W, BEEARAE 46 F 144 Z (0], 7
KIEHRIE 54.9%F] 100%Z [0, &5 T1 kU
B 45 G 0B AR B A R R A ) RE R SL IR UR
(resting state functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging,
rs-IMRDZHE F1 DTI $04f .

Peruzzo 55 A (2015454 T1 inAL%F1 DTI %L
i, RAFHESBSHRR T SVM Rk HURHIE,
K Z 4% 2] MKL SLIERT 23 A8 KA 4> 2408
SR 23 AR BREFT 4028, IR AR B mas B
93.5%, SEM LA A RE AR A A . Akl
BUR M, BRI 55 W R BT A BRI ik 2
{2 A O w1 I 71 S TN 700 N 1 N v /N T N 3
P CIIN /G N 1IN 0 = e T ) = N ]
b SN 1 NN L NS SR N AR N G ST R
HEAh, Sui 45 A (2013) 47 ) —Fh 2 A @l A (4 )5
#5——mCCA (multi-set Canonical Correlation Analysis)
F1 JICA (joint Independent Component Analysis),
¥ rs-fMRI, S5H{5H DTI EUEPILE S, X
35 ZAAEH A SURE BT 28 A (g R BRI AT
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A, RIS EE W IE B 2R TE 50%~70%
Z 6], B ERTE 60%~80%Z | . 31,
TS A AR LT rs-fMRI. T1 AR G R 5L
Y& (Electroencephalogram, EEG)K Al L AEAR t 46
¥, mCCA Fl SVM-RFE #EFA4FAE, I SVM 5
YT I UE IR AE 43 A KE W E B H
48 A X B 5 5] 91% 1 /3 AR R, Jf H.
PL 100% M IEBR BT X 4 5 A o ZE /B
Al S A~ fFEXT AR (Sui et al., 2014),

EARILY BER &R Z B AR LA 7
R S IE iR R, (BB 258 A RE A 138 7
BN, B, SRS AR R X 4 285 R
M 45 55 22 i — 2R o
24 BREGRBMITABBELEEHNNESES

R

B 25 6 RS Y I s A2 850 LA Ak, BT
B I S AG BT FAT R BE A A5 G AR R 3 SRR
PIPLES = SRS, IA B 5T d 10K M 5 15 580 Fn
B IRES G RE R R A JER R .

EERTIS AR NS VAN 1 £ 2T N RS R Y
2R F 43283 (Wisconsin card sorting test, WCST)
WIS IR RS A, A ST B A o3 # A BB, (F
FH SVM BIETE 19 MAF M43 0T B R 16 /et hE
Xt R A B0 He v U 91.58% MY 43 JEIE R, iE
WCST 4 % 3 G 5 A5 B 45 6 e A X 43 1R
FFEFR XS B8 (Chu et al., 2016), Zarogianni %5 A
(2017)T00M 34 £ BA ZG AL £ S MRS

100 o &

SR R 4y BUE B, W SVM-RFE 8%
TE 25 I X 1Y K B % % 0 ¥% . Rust Inventory of
Schizotypal Cognitions (RISC)I) ¥4 F Al E [CUr
G5 F %% > M % (Rey Auditory Verbal Learning
Test, RAVLT)f5 43 A7 FRE 4%, F SVM ik
HEATHUN, 432 EH IR E] 94%, & TAUE K
JBT %% B 1 43 25 IE B4 R (88%) o Ebdrup %5 A
(2018)%F 46 1~ 1 &M filt 43 ZLAF £ 75 T 58 il FE Xof
WRHEAT o326, 25 G AT MBS (45 IR 1 R
= WA 22 BN 1) 32 3032 (Danish Adult Reading
Test))F! T1 HALUE . DTI F1 EEG MR 3ds
51%~68%M 43 FEIE A4, AR T M A 0 £ 4l 11
I3 L R (60%~69%), T = T FR A i AR S 4
i 00 73 2 5 TR (49%~56%) o IR I, B0 BF 55 7R &5
B AT R BE FNG REAR B 1) 43 225 T AL T HR
P EYE I 72 g 5, (R 45 A 3k 3 28 5080 B 75 B
15 IR R AR Rt — 2P0 .

3 HBFFIAMEHER

FEBLAR 27 T N FH TR O SLE S, ) il
SR RHIEXDRE Pl B4 B . = E A R
IRHEAT 4325, 5 BY 1 3750 19 AR B HALH
R R BRI, (HEA —ERR, Rl
FENF AR A B ALy Z L B 1 BARAEAE R, iR
Frff Uk,

3.1 #AXE
(& 2 ST B RS 43 2408 e fe A FEH L

§ .
90 ¢ ** o
¢ O’ *
I &b ° o
80
7% e !
N A PSR 4 * *
’r%’r 0 g o * oo $ .
g < o
B 60 ° o ° ° o °
A o o o
0t % o g o
it *SCZ vs HC B E4y2KIFRs% 0 FEP vs HC B/ R IEHHR
40 L ©SCZ vs HC B ARAPSEIERIFR 4 HR vs HC SH A KIEFHHR
A FEP vs HC &K IEH#E 4 HR vs HC H{R/FRIEHZE
30 | | 1 1 | |
100 200 300 400 500 600
B R

T SCZ: KE#IMHUIE; HC: fEHEXT I FEP: ¥ AR M 2UE; HR: WA, S0 AUREE M RIERM S, =0 0%

[ 2

FERYZUE R . RS ARERE T MES 53 K0T I 1 SR AR BRI SR IE R

IR LR LR IR — BT AT R R A ik 19 i o 5 R AR R IE B 3R
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i 2E S WEE R ) SR A B L K G SIS 1 i v R
RIERG A A 2 FroR, FEASERTE 50 3] 150 I, #%
FATRIETRE S, FEARKT 400 B, ik
1R A 60%~72%, H IL/INEEAR 7328 TE 8 K =5 1
KEEA SR EFRRMWIER T REA I FIRE : 1)
FEA /N BOUR BT 8 P AN HET . I ZRAE
AL /NES FBONGA TS, &R G
WORRRE; MRS /N, &5 1 s
R A3 28 IE B2, BRI AE /N A 3 i 45 3] 35 1E
W FAPXE DL IS IE — MR B M RE . A RS R,
BOE— AR A e A TR B 75 31 100 A4
FEZR (Beleites, Neugebauer, Bocklitz, Krafft, & Popp,
2013); 2)IA REEABIGE ) 43 FSFRRAEIE R FREA
i, MRS R AT RRE BE B, 25 5 i B R 5 411
B, BRI IR, 3) RHEAR S8 R FH 24
iy, BERFEEREE R, MmBEIZRIE
R

FEAR AN 2 J2 L B Bk i 43 0 4R L 45 2
I WFSE i B9 — K 7] i (Madsen et al., 2018), FEZR
AR T R A R AR A R
G3ZRE W RRBR PE R RO JE S R . S B Y R R R
BRI B8 AT A B 14 B ) SR B 5 A X LA
TE ST BT 8] PYSCER R B MR AR e o A 1 0 B0 AR
52 B R AR R AN 25 Wy B AR F 052, e R AR I
AR T ERERE 2N Y, REM
BER, BRI 554 1 43 B0 A OC 14 I UR B SR AR AR
HEE /N BRILZAN, 2 B = m e 2
SR T BE Y SR R 22—, 2% P 434 {300 1 28 5 T
SRS AMIE, IF HAAERERE L (R PRFI R AL
o iad ] ST

A3k 22 A BT HLAG /o 0 BT LAE 3 ) R T A
AR BB R AR 2 4, S — S ECm
ANHIbRAE, EARBEE IR T LML b
P, WA, FREFENAZ T0EEE
BF, T B AR UE AL bR R 0T 6E — 3 7EAb BERRE
AEAEET, SEATECIE TS R, B B4 FURR IR S B
15 AR B R FTRRAE, (RIS B, A5 30T fin
FIAE R G5, AT I FH R AR B 5 52 i 45 44 45F
TERA R . AR AR A LGRS A IFZ Fl
RERY R AR A G [ R, WG 3 AIHE 4 ik
SR RORG P o3 ZRLAE R 3 R X IR I i 225 A 3R
SEER 4 A BRI 2R, R 4 4
PRI A N B A A U B (the meta-model), F58 4

IRIZ IO A 5 5L T G B A R R B T
AL (Dluhos et al., 2017), Fitk, &3 2 H0
YAy i AR AR TE 1 L 4RI T — o L
3.2 zHEED

BLES 2 1 B A 2 U0 2515 2 A B R e i 1R
I dbiE P ROREAS, BB BRIz AERE 1. BR
THAREAN RS METZ LR 158, Plass>
Y25 F b B Bt &2 vz e 1. %
U009 45 2, 58 10 155 02 A P ) — bR AR IR S 8
FVIR 25 5, 76 RRAE 326 458 s i 4 FH DUl 4 i b
2, WMAEFR A REAR AT IS FEA ¢ RS R
EWGIX, FRHEATUNGREE . AR Mg UE 2 1R 4% o
PR A M A W AE R, EARRRTS B E AR,
{HRANRE S W B IE vz fhRe T . TFSR B ES
J& W5 b Rk e (5 B it 8 O 0 A 4k B 38 LB E
(Madsen et al., 2018; Dwyer et al., 2018), fHiFfh
ERTEIE R, REBIENZ RS, Iz 1k
HE 1, Dwyer 55 A (2018) ISR R AT i B 20 =k
WAL, W4 O s I EE, — BB H
BERY, WS AT RS 3C 58 =y HLk, ) T L ik
i, MR IRz AL RE T .

4 RERFRRE

R R ARG B 3 4E 5 AR L2 27 ST B9 AT LA
FEAERFE P M A 251 00 e RAEAR AL 22 A
M2 455 E . Kambeitz 55 A (2015) 70K #fi 43 2L0E
B R X BRI G S AR LA 2= T B o, By
S PERBURMEAE N RO i, B AAENE . FHMEAE IR
S PIVEREIR LA | HURS B0 24 W 500 1 X 73 2 45
HISEMR o IZTTIr BT R B, AR BRI 8% 5 2] 42
R g BHARSE IR 5 B R E AR L 3B R Ry
SRR BURS BiO 24 W0 70 B R R S
PRI, 75 X3 A [ s A2 4 50 387 sl 5 TS 5 DL I
LA R AE BRI N 225 B, 488402k
HH.

ARk, BEAE T MLEOR i R R, TR
TR E AR AN G . WE T Z AT
28 0 2% S SRR, Xk BN R AT R AR A7 T Bk
TEPUR . AL, T8 55 2 U R AR 5+ (Bengio,
Courville, & Vincent, 2013; Lecun, Bengio, & Hinton,
2015; Schmidhuber, 2015), Pinaya ZENQ016)fEH
RIE 5 & M 4% (Deep Belief Network), 7E 143 filfE
P> LT R A 83 (L XS IR AR 3 T 73.6% K
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SR IER RN 76.37%, FitE 70.74%), Y
BT SVM EiE I IE##(68.1%)., Dwyer %
N (2018) 48 Hi, TR 24 2] T B RE A BI04 oF i 4
YEREJEM T BIA . R, BFSEE T AR SRS K
BEAKE 9 FE b L, 2300 R 2 2T 19 5 ikt
15328, TRITKE 143 2408 1 N AERLER]

PR 5% (14 B30 A B350 R R 235 SR 4 AN A
[, BTz BARGEMME A LN ES, KRR
5% Z R AR MEEAT HL A o Hi B Riley (2019)35 H 4
BL#S 2% 2 N TR [R] 25 B4R s, 1 3 37 58—
R BSR4 B 5 SR 25 s o

5 B

BLES 2 2 B AR B 82 BCH AR B, T
P B 55 38 16RO LB AT 30, RIS R
SLRE (0 R SR ZEDL], B B SR AE bR i
SEEURE P A RIS . AR SC MG S E
WA, Gk TS SRR ETN
BE 5 MR AR LA RS, BARES INREAR Y
HLES 2 2 43 2 TE W TR 36.84%F) 98%2 0], L4
T TUINAUR, 25 545 7% %50 - RUE - 1 10 45 F4 5 A
AT DA DX ARG 1 43 B40E £ 3 Bl e e N R i
XF R BT DTI BHLAS 27 2 B 98 2 R R OOk &
{EARRAE, AR B LREAS /N B AT W5 /b, 25
FEH B Y B RE R 1R 43 25 10 A %6 1 i [X s 2T 4k R AE
KA, KRB RGE— W, ZEEMREARN
IYRIERARIE 54.9%~100%2 8], 2 B0 58 1Y 53
FKIEH R, BTN, SRR 5 E
T BB T A AR = A R, A R
FEE MR o AT R B 0 AR R 2 A 1Y)
O3RN T ER ARG 1 4y R ROR, HRE S W
ER S RER RN — 2P UE . B AT A
ST SR R BILER 2 2D B oY B A BN R ANz Ak
B 15955 R BR, AR R T EAE 2 bt i R BEA
PEATRTRYN GR NG UE, AR 3R A5 5 A 5 AY 4 750 Al
HARRAE, ARG RS Eerh & H RAEH

S 3k
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Abstract: Machine learning is a promising approach for mental disorders. In recent years, machine learning

based on T1 weighted imaging and Diffusion Tensor Imaging (DTI) data has been used to investigate the

psychopathology and underlying mechanisms of schizophrenia patients and high-risk population. The

findings from the previous literature suggest that structural features of frontal lobe and temporal lobe can

improve classification performance. In addition, the combination of behavioural performances and the

features of brain structure is superior to the single-modality structural images on classification accuracy.

However, the existing empirical studies classifying schizophrenia patients or high-risk population from

controls are limited in sample size and generalization ability.

Key words: structural Magnetic Resonance Imaging; Diffusion Tensor Imaging; machine learning; schizophrenia;

high risk population





