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T ERBMRS: HENER R AIGRR R A
Rigg 2 2 ®5'? deE? F o4

(RYIK A0 B2 Bt s 2 VRYITH A 2 55 4k 2 DR T S B 5 IR DIl 2 Bh 5 e, I 518060)

W OE OWRER AR R RGN ERR, 24 TFTRAENAR A, REATERFONDHF L
TR T AARR, A2 X AY 7k R A TR AR 694K 4. B0k, RIS R TN AU BK, SR E
I AE Fo b A S8 97 T E R ST A A R S o vk ) Akl A 38 0 BR B An 5k 48 B B P AR B ANY F ik Rk b
HEAL, iR AT ARIE 69 IR TG A0s o7 . BB IR B) 7 ik A T 28 e AR, AR i H R F E etk
FAT B KT oM, BB S F kM A TFEF I F R GeEHaE, RSIPAMEL BTN 6 Eabk, o
AR 6 IF e B R B A SR IR B) T ik e K B 458, AN AR, 4 A Zobif ity
ARIE R B I5 .

KR APARGE; T EAT RS, AR B F D S 6T

HES  R395

TERRE 2 —FhH W B 5 g 2 RS pigdm, Bl 5] ATHEEMGE T 7 R AT IF AR AE 1 2B
BB N Bk RE kg BN R, R A6, MEE VS IR Sl AR K 3h 5 T, s R Y
T AEREIA (Vos et al., 2016), 2018 4 3 H, fit# {7 BN Tk AR FORS b B0 1 R AL, IR R R &
T34 2 21 (World Health Organization, WHO)A i, Y 1 5 22 B0 R S S B (Huys, 2018a). i
SERAA 3 AN ZIEREE W IR, LA 80 ARG P 2 S 1B At 2 B2 FORG e 27 58 g
T3 NPAMART A 2% 5 T-(WHO, 2018) . HiBAE R K PRIV 400, B S MR 1 & AL L 12
BT ARk ) SR U, BRI R R RE IHTT AT P A R A e sV .
MM K W 75 (Herrman et al., 2019; Ledford, =
2014y, Wik, G R EA G, 1 | (AR IAME
AR TR AT T B2 SR, SR, T 1.1 HEBREAYE X
PR IFIE R4 AR AE 12 W1 7 vk, eI R I FH Pk AR H R R 2R L RS 4
AR, P05 BE #IK (Cuthbert & Insel, 2013), T IS DU — ol B FE IR | b2 R 8 RN 4
JG gk kRO Ok /Y W K #JR 2 (biological % 2 10 K ARG g o B0AR 82 A% (depressive
psychiatry )t A< BE 55 4 b fff 6 70 A AE 119 .0 25 1 disorder) & —FLL BEBRAT, 8 H F N E L I8TE |
B, BB TR | AR LR, PRSI | NP A R . B R MRS, IF
WA B3 FE0ORE M 2 (computational psychiatry) ) PEEE IR SRS . AR . R I AE P EE

MR(Lu et al., 2014), WFFE &I, POAREEAE # F 3
Wk H : 2019-01-29 HH A AL i 1) A £ 91 R Y B4 (Hammen,
* [E ARSI (1671150, 31600028), S~ Al 2018), IFAERILPESHLET y AIBL DS 2 S id B 1
3 25 5 01 357 PR A 1 0 H (2015 KCXTD009) , [~ 744 W A7 78 — % 1 i £ (Cooper, Arulpragasam, &
B RIERBI ST BN P9 8 KO0 H (2016KZDXMO009) | Treadway, 2018), H A5 B2, HIARKE T AF7EAR
GEYITT L5 B 58 10 )R 00 H (JCYJI20150729104249783, ERISE A HOAREE T4y N AR, T HLItE
JCYJ20170818110103216, JCYJ20170412164413575) P (comorbidity) . JL T 2/3 {9 T F 0 6 B 1

YT FLAE TR0 B (KQTD2015033016104926)., N
. . . H
BEVES: 2541, E-mail: lihongszu@szu.edu.cn (major depressive disorder) B I R R
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(anxiety disorder) (Goldberg & Fawcett, 2012); 7
Hb, AN [r) 2 AR S VR IR R R s A AH )
(Malhi & Mann, 2018), AT, iR RAAR T
IARAE HB 3T R REAR SR BE, I A B fige 78 042 M AR
ORI R . R dERERTER

1.2 HEBEERYISHT

FA, $ABAE A9 12 W 32 5k T [ By 73 26
$ﬁ¥ﬁ(lnternational Classification of Diseases, ICD)
FNZE RS #1623 (American Psychiatric Association,
APA) i Ji B9 KE #9512 W7 48 T T W (Diagnostic
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, DSM),
ICD Fil DSM %& T B %, DUEIRBEE L AIIS Wiks
MRS, LA PEAMARFRE G 4 ], DSM-V X Iy
AR, R LA JLAP- 4 K A R 22 Emt [a]
IR AR 4 . PSRRI ERS | R IR B
BERRMR . (RS BRI SIRTE . A= 1 JLRAER
B9 TP A LA | (American Psychiatric Association,
2013).,

X RNZ W5 301z T A I 5T Al R
N, B AEAE— SR Z AL (R 55, %12
Wiy T R I A AR, 2D N EE ST
H IR EERE ST TS B2 0 I R D7 SR AR T R
T Sk 3k BE ) Al R B2 U ) 12 W 2 5 S BE
T30 T AR A RE AR A A AT T ek IR 1 0 17 25 0L
W, R, M o3 2R ME DL R L4
(Hammen, 2018), IMARAE 7] DAL/ 2 Fpp &, i
HL 5 HARRS #5058 BRI IR A7 7E — € RO RE UM,
WK1 B % 5 (bipolar affective disorder, BD).
15 J5 N ¥ B 15 (post-traumatic  stress disorder,
PTSD). FEIERITAF . A [R5 2 [H) HA AR UE
AR, TR TR 45 3 698 1 B JIC 2 R 3R (i R Y
Pizzagalli, 2014) EAFAEIL[R BB H HITAYZ B
75 2K ALl b 4 33 BB R 3 AN R 2R, X T R
AT X PTG S, AR TS XX
B 4 A HL R AT IR A BUERTT o FRIR, ICD B
DSM X REMR A ik 2 8 PR AR AE 1Y, X287
T2 RERE R AS ] A8 AR R B b A AN [ 8 i
BT A TZAER, A REAR b HAR I A [F]5E
AR B 7 B EE AT R T BURIR YT . A,
S AE I H IS W B T 00 Sl ) 40 AN [ 1)
REVR A FRAEAR o BRSO (A B v A 3k 21 A ) A
W, T HCARAE (0 KU 1A R, AL SR — ik
W] 2. 7 X REAA R T

A A TR R VTR A =M 85 oAt
R P I Hpe M LR DRORT RO 09 4 R 43 ik
HRHN 29 T 2 Wi B 09 A Bt RS M . T
AEYPREE B NP 2 R MRS S
Mz 2 GE 0 e S H AL (Kapur, Phillips, & Insel,
2012), FF2i LA 9FRiC Y (biomarker)VE A LB
SEZWIIRYE . RELEYHEMNEEE T 220
A AL, SRR T RN R R AR Ak, 7R
—EFRE ETRAN ICD 1 DSM BIA. {A A 2
Hiath, AW LR SRR Z A F R E R L
SR A] fig—— % W (Kendler, 2008), X .0 Bl {d B
AMUEE Z 0 R IG DI REAHER R, & 5 4b 19
5% K H 22 7 % U AH 5 (Huys, Maia, & Frank,
2016) 1E F RGP S 22 2R 58 22 J2 1 1Y 5% 0,
HA MR A5 B (Insel & Cuthbert, 2015), FE
A WRE MR A TG 5 — A B Ry, RIFES
T AT Fil RAEAR 22 5] 5l 2D — A~ G 3 1 o A M4l
& (Montague, Dolan, Friston, & Dayan, 2012), it
BB AT ik, o2 i (43
T GHMLEE) R (T . RS A5 ) #4 e
B g, 223048 7 AN [R) 2 11 R AS [R) 28 45 (6] 1) 52 T Ji%
7, W R 3 — K B A8 4k, an ol 52 e 4
DNRER R, W5 RAT R LW S (Maia &
Frank, 2011),
2 HERMRE
2.1 EXFBR

THAR MR EES TR ABMWEY . O
L MAERE L AT AT E LA S T Tk,
TR o 0 A OC B R 2 FOA R IE 5, ST A
DIRE TR, b 28 0 45 () EL R B RD |
KA R RE 7 B R AR S5 (Huys, 2015). EA
THGE T RN 2 dETE SR AR R, ofe TR 0 B T fE
FA) S R B PR TR YT 7 R YT A (Montague et al.,
2012).
22 EEFE
221 BERIRFEIFGE

B o I R T - e il = M L B g 5 B
(computational neuroscience), HTFI, AR E
B FH A58 MR 5 B R AE AN T3 7 (Sejnowski,
Koch, & Churchland, 1988). & 3R X3¢ L 45 4/
W RE, THARGETEILRRAE, I EDRE AN n] I i) R
TR RS AT R X — A A Al R R
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%Ak Ry B 24 B BY (Stephan, Iglesias, Heinzle, &
Diaconescu, 2015), IR LRI R, ARIIAH
75 A F BN T 75 20 5 AR5 B4R IR 35 A,
BT B R A 2 2] FE & 80N & 2 (schema)
AT I, 3 605 A w2 A 1 5P 3t 52 o 1
AT AR . KB R S 5 ) Z 5 R TR L
A RAAETT R BAZ O o, XA BRI ]
REJZ 75 SRS PR I B R

VLB 8 0K 5l 4 53 AR 7 1 S ik e 2 R ik
AR P RS 5 125 o %07 Wl R AR R E O B
AR SR, N b b A R T O T
TARAE £ RN RIS 25 25 D RE 52 b AR R 52
Wi A2, REE T MRAE IR 2712 Wt ) 32 WL FAEORS B2
SEIA) L, AR ApEA 1 R B Y ) T RO
iR B WL AL bR o — 2L 5545 LA L
e P AIRE 56 1) AR 5 5 S v, 0T D) T
) P R RE R AT AR, 2 1 2 031 14 2 WL P 125K
R, I B R DA N ) RE A 450403 19 0 ARG
HER AT T 1005 5 o
222 HWIEFHHISGE

WEoE & Tl R AR R AR AR, R4S T
F & T A =R L B AR, X4
Pm IR A BRERWER, BT AR R
2 AE R o X S 2 AR BN TE A S 1R BB
BRI 5L e P, 45 2 THD 1) TR 3R 2800 i B 7 8
IR, A5 J7 B AMRMESE G ik R 28 . PLas
2] e — AR PRI Oy vk, BaE gk, AW
R . BRI, A B AT 534 e K i &
2419 %4 4E (Libbrecht & Noble, 2015). H Fi, #HL#%
2] IR R ATz TG 4IRS 1Y X 43 (Wang,
Nie, & Lu, 2014). OBEE Y Wil (Eldar, Roth,
Dayan, & Dolan, 2018), LA K AEHERE 2 W, 4N
HMARGE (Nouretdinov et al., 2011; Patel, Khalaf, &
Aizenstein, 2016)FK #1434 0E (Honnorat, Dong,
Meisenzahl-Lechner, Koutsouleris, & Davatzikos,
2017; Lin et al.,, 2017)5 . Bk, BdEI80 0 ik
WG A A2 ARG R, B0
BN AN G T Il L SR O (7 N
(Chekroud, 2017), F 17 % 51 4g 5 B (4 00400 40
P VAR 25 R T SRR T RO, AT LA R A
TARIE 1 KUK o [T, 25 SR B8 J5 SR 7 I
AR BTS2 2%, S HEBIE 5T & X AR AE
o PO Y T S TR

3 BEREIFNHERHBEFEAR

TS R B A U2 ST A
B¥ LAY (biophysically based models), S 40
53 flb F0 B B2 SR AN [ROKOE B 6 Bl REs 3 SURITph &
% (connectionist and neural models), Sz B2
I FAT R oK, B E B (algorithmic models),
G Ak 2% ] #EH (reinforcement learning model, RL)
FNE RS BB (drift diffusion model, DDM), LA
15 5 ARG 1 3 S AT AT BR AL
Al (normative models), T DUAHT R8s, #R1IAT
Sh 23 B0 T S5 AR B S — 2 (Paulus, Huys,
& Maia, 2016), HHl, SRfLFIBIA . B
RS | BT D103 { 15 (Bayesian brain hypothesis)
F A 5 7 (generative model)7E i #15E H B AFF 5
HoRL )Tz, IF HLRE AT N B M 4 SR OR [R)
J2 TG B A0 KA A H O B AR (AN R, PR )t
raefh, T CEEANF LR =R AR B
TSR
3.1 EFIRE

5 Ak 2] F8 124 ) 1) R (agent) = S5 16
WEHITHRRE RS, BRI &R
JEI), 38 it — R 1) 2494512 (trial-and-error) 1Y £8
R, AT H bR S 1 1 (goal-directed) i 17 2 (Sutton
& Barto, 1998). AHE A By kb PR 55 AR,
FEA . 1A AR R AT SR RS DA AR . X
TTRBEERM T, 173 AL S5m0 2 5 R4S,
AT | 5 2 1E B X 5 i FF (Sutton & Barto,
2018).

sRAbEE T BRI, AT N G M (R
U35 RPN R N S OIS S N S C AR TR S
BRI S fid, AT IVER, 38 F A 2 O A Y
i Ak 2%~ 2] (model-free reinforcement learning); il
H#r S m M AT 0 75 2 1M BRI (deliberative
planning), W % I\ & & FE F 45 &5 55 1k 22 >
(model-based reinforcement learning), K& 3ZH}if
BAT A E TR ZE N AR ) 2 5 (Daw, Niv, &
Dayan, 2005), Daw % A (2011)#1 Wunderlich %5 A
(2012)AYWTFFT . Doll %5 A (2016) 1) 3 R WF 77 thiiF B
TR S AEAE

TETLBERIR) 2= S b, W, A&
i F 7 2 Rescorla-Wagner £57 (Sutton & Barto,
1998), FETIZBRECE, 72240 ¢ Wb, KK
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Al (value, V)T AR K
V,=V,_ +a-PE,_,
Ho, o FR 23] K (learning rate), PE Tl
1% 2% (prediction Error), 7ER]—~(t — DRk, PE
ZE T 28 UK T 3 2 B (reward, R)5 1 2 % 5
(expected value, V)Z B B9 22 {H .
PE_ =R_ -V,
2R o R TBIAIRR AL S RO, R
e Py 2 2 PRI FH 00 152 25 15 5 R SR A0 (1 pR AR 1Y
BOR, MEREUETT LR EE R, T EEA
SR EHLURE, DL TEXR AN, FIH
B4 BE B T ¢ RR B (Lee, Seo, & Jung, 2012), %t
F Rescorla-Wagner #i7 #F 5% # & & R AR
B} [8] 2% 43 (temporal difference, TD)FERY, %46 ALK

AR BB A B AE N (L Sutton & Barto, 1998;

Niv, 2009), Ith4h, KT oRfb2E I BRI T 2500,
UL Sutton £l Barto (Sutton & Barto, 2018)AJ4™41 .

28 M) s Ak A U S B — X T SO
TR PE, WP R RS 2 7 AR R TRl (9 25
B e — A R R 2 e AR RS AR A B AR
(70%~80%), 53— 4™ KR AR 32 AR 45 22 B sl 4k
T1H9(20%~30%) o B R UCR H B3, gl e k&
PR BB S R O IR Ss, JR e TR
T B B IR AT o R Ta AR R ST AR
i T A X 2 B S AR A I v R s, R SORE
DIPIAREE B4R R 491, A 28 5 b2 7 155 780 fig A 4 AR
EREAA PR SR I AL

TRRAE B PRI R 5 2 BN T3 W AR BOR
X £ . Rothkirch 2 A (2017)i i FRFE=0aFsE T
AL 2T I T OIS I i A A X B RN
TR TALE . R R, BRI SR H
SR ALk I H 2 AT R, BB SCIRAK (ventral
striatum ) A1 A Il & (anterior insula) i T3 B FI4E i)
RN SIF AR RI. HE, B P E A
Ji7 )2 (medial orbitofrontal cortex) G S 55, i
L2 PR BEE 5 Bz 2% 5% Wil 4 4 B T 13 22 (reward
prediction error){F*5 HHPUBREL B AARDC, K,
TARBAE 8 75 7T RELE AR 3 PR 2R B0 B B AR TESL0,
TZING 5 0 RE A5 Rz J2 i R R 2245 5 56 o
A, RERFEAE L, R IR ES 5 EN
% 55 /54 Bt (ventral tegmental area/substantia nigra)
14 2 CL e B AR XA G, AnBCIRAR (striatum) |
T4 i (prefrontal cortex) . ¥ & [A] (hippocampus)

85, O H2 B TR 22 A5 5 7E AR A 1 vl o
17 7E V8 55 W) # 3 (Chen, Takahashi, Nakagawa,
Inoue, & Kusumi, 2015), #R1fi, A 85K HAH LAY
TR B, VAT AE R A0 T 2 T JHe B 1 2 B R0
1R I AE & IE # 1Y (Rutledge et al., 2017), A~—E
SEAL00 AT B S AN ARAE B R BT L SR AT
FHYMERE | 2 IRHPTMAR 25 25 ¢ . A
ARSI | HNABFR AN R, DA K 2 4 300 1 TP AR
N, SR A 2E AR, IR 1 S296 55 1
PR o 35b, SEAT: 55 3k T 52 2% ] B fSE A AR AiE
AR BN, 3R] RE i H A ) g
ARG, B AT BE Hy H A 4R 5 T D BE
SR IE SE T 8. PRI, 25 S AMARAE B 2 2T i
R T LR RS 40 1Y) S5 B i TR " b AT HES

B T R 2 B W 1) TO AR AL 2 o R[], TR
T 27 ) T AR AT B UCPE R . RS RB,
TR BE 2458 ) 0TS 28 255 5/ b A P ik T B Y )
2], KRG Al 2 T Bl D3R B Sk S0 N A
mHE B 2 ORI E ] 2 g 2R L (Clark,
Chamberlain, & Sahakian, 2009; Pizzagalli, 2014;
Russo & Nestler, 2013), [ GEAY R A &, iRz~
L B TG B AN AT RS &, TS SR
R TR 114 23 2] SR SR BT A 1R &Y
Pl(Montague et al., 2012), X515 M TCBI
ZRNAHRL, BR T INAIFNCAL, B3 (stress) S5 15F
e S RAS A LB S iy iU NS f = s B VA € 7 K
TR Y 25 14 F 2 BE (Arnsten, 2009; McEwen &
Morrison, 2013), #4417 A M HER T M4 A >
151472 % (Schwabe, 2013; Schwabe & Wolf, 2011),
R IO PR K P 50 e B A AT 2 R LAY R T T R
IRAL B /D R T AR Y 2 3T, AT 4 R B O B
(Radenbach et al., 2015), 73 #b, A Lt T IIARAR & 45
TRARREAR, AR 2 A e 1) A A 7 T A 11 o
A B RS O, S 2 M AR I > B AT
g, AT RE A JiE PR A T 42 1 ) BB Y 54 (Heller,
Ezie, Otto, & Timpano, 2018). [Hitt, N7 i# ] fEi
SR H AR S AT S B AT S AR,
HE T AP ARAEAR o

g5 LA, T s Ak A o B AL 1 SR AE A Y
B T RIS RE B AT I S B A 15 2 A
BAH bR, 2 B BRI 2 B R
(Chen et al., 2015), T H, REHRE A —BbTs
AR E B R LE B TR Y 2F o) R T B,
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XA BE W TAEII . PUATEE R ZIBE AN (B
IR A G,
3.2 EBY MR

R Y OB AU 2 e BT 4l AE AL A (sequential
sampling model)Z —, T TR P K =51
PR AR . I A R R e R B, R
JO7 B 58 /T 1000 5% 1500 ms, HAFAESL— 1) 4]
Wik B2, A K Z B PR s i3 . DDM i
B, YR 2 M 15 B (noisy evidence)fifi & At [A] £1
2, — 5 (starting point), FrZ ik B PR H
FR (decision threshold)z¥ i1 5 (boundary), Jf =4
F2 N B 3 78 (Ratcliff, 1978; Ratcliff & McKoon,
2008; Voss, Nagler, & Lerche, 2013), %R
=Wk

dy(t) = v(Au) -dt+o-dW

Horr, y()FRRSRAERTE] 5 ¢ BHE B R
B, Au R0 AN R 22 ) AH (utility) 1Y 22
Fo v MRS # (the drift rate), 812 B HE] Y
HEMENEGE, IMEEIMTWEE, o 18102
dW 4E 433 B (Wiener process, % 5B+ [a] BfifLid F2)
) 1 i e 2 80 (Gaussian noise parameter), X
TARRMAERIR, XESE R EBE, -2
(14 A 72 K 2 ) 5 R AR 5% S g 1Y RN B A
(Forstmann, Ratcliff, & Wagenmakers, 2016; Pe,
Vandekerckhove, & Kuppens, 2013). #illn, ZE# %
TR, IERARES T m, O R, 5
BRE/NMYIR A . H 5, DDM fig
A3CHbRT A3 R TR 1) 5 SR R AR R RS B )
f##(Gold & Shadlen, 2007; Hanks, Ditterich, &
Shadlen, 2006; Mazurek, Roitman, Ditterich, &
Shadlen, 2003), X —RFHEARME T BF 583 38 i 43 B
AR B Tad F e B B AR 22 52, 3T X 4%
HORR B HE, B2 58 X 43 AN A9 AR Y
5 R0 T B B B S LR A

IAER, VFZ M5 # H DDM ko Hr Al
= BN 143 F2 (Gomez & Perea, 2014), 41405
(Krajbich & Rangel, 2011). 7 & (Dutilh et al.,
2012). %% (White, Ratcliff, Vasey, & McKoon,
2009, 2010a). KiFEHs I RF UL 16 R ] DDM
#9773 (White, Ratcliff, Vasey, & McKoon, 2010b),
Flhn, wioeHEd A DDM, AT —&XTFH
ABJE (depression) Y TA AT . AT R A #L AR IE 9

(marker),

Pe 55 A(2013)i# i 1644 flanker 1145 RIRFT R
2 (rumination) i =] . SIS 1) 5 3 2 O 1) 22 8] 1)
KR R WIR, A0 AR ) e B T
TR ZE X F PR A5 B A 15 . 53 4h, Dillon 55 A
Q015 F| FHAL S 1Y flanker 1T 55 #8131 B AEIIAR
W A A A 118 00 38 S5 I g 2 (B XoF 43 TR 19 2 i
fBmry . SRS AT R R P RE, & P AR
i ik 2 43 B A R 2 U RS SR AR, R I I
IVAEER RN SY RN = R PR R GI Y S [E
TP 2 S A 77 AR O AR F T B Y SN B — TE A B AR
ffif (speed-accuracy trade-off) 5|2, B k& 1 #IAR
i i 2 119 R 5K (3 R - 2R 2028 (Duatilh et al., 2012),
Tihh, PR R SRR R, GRE
B, o PR A B A A 00 A S 7 i 22 BRI, $AUET
FEHI T RIS, X AT B 5 SUR M 2 e ) 43 A ok
A, AN AR TR T 187 B 1Y) S NE B — TE B AN A
ST, DDM RE M S B I E B 28 v A B e
R R ST, X R AE G nAT B oy M s
WETARBE TS LA o BLAh, AR UL A4 48 A
DDM BRI ] LA T A4 113K 347 24 77 Az (1 A [A)
L5 ) fH (Moustafa et al., 2015),

S5SN8 SRR T B LT,
DDM 43 #7 BE H 155 45 2 19 5 5 M (specificity) Rl
S (sensitivity) . 7R PETTTH, DDM BEXE 5
TRRBEAT RIS 5 . FEBUEE T T, DDM
HE & BUAT A 45 S8 v s AT IE 3 R 0 Rl 22 5%
HFE RN B EM 25 (Pe et al., 2013; White et al.,
2010a), 31, BFFEE SR & #0245
(neural drift diffusion model, NDDM), B ¥ 47 ML
I8 5 i3 A% B G 45 A I L 434 (Turner, van Maanen,
& Forstmann, 2015); ZRIEAY HUERY (hierarchical
drift diffusion model, HDDM) & i3 )2 ¥k I -1
75 ¥ (hierarchical Bayesian methods), #f#{i fll5>
HBHAE AR FIK R A A, BEA I 5
Sr A WSO A6 2 P (Wiecki, Sofer, & Frank,
2013), L4, Krajbich 1 Rangel (2011) DDM #
JTE=EEE., B£ DDM WJFEBE . FEFI T H
f17% W van Ravenzwaaij Fl1 Oberauer (2009) .
Ratcliff 1 McKoon (2008). Wiecki %5 A (2013)F0
Ratcliff % A (2016) B 5%
3.3 HEpiER

U3 R iR 3 A, K fie % i A Fr) SR s
5 B — AR BT, DA AT ST, %
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SL T R ) A A AR T e 12 /MK (Stephan
& Mathys, 2014), HI [ i 88 & )5 U] (free-energy
principle). H H BB EIFE 1, Y RS A 1k
E T A 1 PR I RE 4E 457 HAR S (Ashby, 1947),
U P A7 (“surprise”) FUFE ARSI & H
B M3, PRIFHLO BORASZE A B BR(A Ak
)7 Bl P (Friston, 2010). HATF, AB# 2
1 C A5 &S B A G B Z 8] B AR VEAC 5| A i 35
D5 22 BT IR Bl 1Y), TIRG P 9 D)2 Y T 2% iy %o /g
B AE B G RS R M R AR, T AR R IR A
S GG T TR BB A A T AR A M Y HE B
(Sterzer et al., 2018),

ST DU S 30 (0 A A TR, R A 4 S0
AN AL F) Ao 2 AR R (Huys, 2018b), H
T, HcCH FH A0 A BAsE A 2 3l 25 PR SR A5 D (dynamic
causal modeling, DCM)., ‘& 3% 1 T FH DL -3 45 74
[ ¥ (Bayesian model reduction), EJ#E47 DU A3
4 7 1 (Bayesian model inversion)F b4 2 15404k
FH B —H I A 1) 22 E A A ml B — B R Y 22 o A
SE R S i (Friston et al., 2016), 3T A pliasi R Fl K
WG oy e % R %, REH DCM WA T Iheh
FeYR 4% (functional magnetic resonance imaging,
fMRI) F0 i /g FL (magneto-/electroencephalography,
M/EEG)¥dli iy e K

DCM HXR#5I A fMRI EH543HrHt, Friston
26 N (2003) 42 H #2203 21 1 ) S AR R .

dx i
dt=[A+ZB(])uj}c+Cu
J

1% W2 PE AR (bilinear model) 74 By 2,
2R x BB A 2 B R S Ml AE P28 R B DX (K
W i3 A, endogenous connectivity A)FISEE %
MR u X RGEMER] . SR r R n] R e H
F 2 TTRS(HER A C), Wi fEEM A
[F) 5 o5 AR 7 42 (W5 % A B) (Stephan et al.,
2008). Rt DCM By 43 B AH OG0 LT 2 1Y 45 2
R E . BN, FRZR M 3h 25 K SR A A (nonlinear
DCM) i FI T DX 3P 45 5 S 6 98 5 2 B0 i 52
figl T 98P 7] B (Friassle et al., 2018), FEHL3H 2 K HE
15 7 (stochastic DCM) F1 45 1% o) 24 B 5 455 Y
(spectral DCM) W& FH 46 I #5245 1 Ty R ) 2%
Y 5+ & (Friston et al., 2003; Friston, Kahan, Biswal,
& Razi, 2014; Li et al., 2011; Razi, Kahan, Rees, &

Friston, 2015), T H4 % o) 2% PSR AR TR 04 10 IR
iff P4 B g L X AR T A A () 2% S ke T T AR
(Almgren et al., 2018),

EH A PHFFEH M DCM AAES5 45 fMRI,
#E A fMRI, MEG I EEG #i #1740 47, %
P AR R A . R I T
AH G B P28 P 28 5 TRAEAE S o TENS &6 Ly T,
Lu %% A (2012)7E H AR e 15 8 3 58 i FLIE 4
R4 BHC I MEG (55 . 85 R R, SPEMALEE
5 BB AT AMU BT =A% 3 LT RN
HEHE FAFE W] W, MR AR AT W H
T RN R, LA BCAE T [ 2 1AM AT
I A ARON AR B R AR . BT S
DX P 250 107 3 22 52 451 FT i 2 S B M AR e 4 R 3
WS E B TIReZ M RN . AR ERET,
SR AR L, AR AT R A R . A
oA A A B R A (caudate) X W5 S AT 4T [1] A% PR 2R
PRI R TR, H ST S0 A A e R A A HE
751 Mg J2 St Wk 38 T [ g PR R RN O PR AR,
[R5 7 5 2 P 1000 e 8 28 A E DA 0 928 T 45
fi(Feng et al., 2016). £ A FIFMN 1, FEHEMES
e i A 2 B L PN 45T P 2 e 80 T
Ik BE W, WS & L A 3R TN 4 0 B
% (“hyperregulation”), X T 882 & M AR B 15 5
# BB R 4 1 2R K (Davey, Breakspear,
Pujol, & Harrison, 2018),

SRS, FH DCM LA 50, il
A 2 250 (AN A fii DX 1% A1 SR 34 2 58 B AR Sl 38
4511 1= (sufficient statistics), fHEfj i Hu 3 AR B IE 1Y)
FRAE, A 220 TABAE (912 W 42 4k 7 5 A Ak 09 48
Fi o AU Z5C 45 v A2 ol A A8E 80 Fo 0/F A A8 78 g
(model inversion), BEAT L3 B A9 B ELG Ok
TR G B, e AR R R E Bl R AT O AR
5 o B RS TR SE Ao DL BT AR A LY A (Bayesian
model comparison)5Fit &, X BIRE Ze Pk E AT
APPAL, S T A A R AR PE . R AR MR A
(Huys, 2018a), 3¢ T DCM HH Z 7B FE T fMRI,
MEG/EEG ) DCM K HCAE G M6 9 15 H 24537 I
Frissle %% A\ (2017). Friston % A (2019)F1 Stephan
25 N(2010) 5T

Zih LR = AR, Sl T R R B S0
B, R PUTE SRR T BT AL, 1]
VI 25 30 ) it 45 A PR L Al RN A A7 R AT B A B
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YIRS, R rh i 240 (e s i A ) W BB O Jm 22 1Y
BEFE AT SR B R A R B AR . T HE, A
[ (4 B A AR B e 3 . N, FE4T b =T,
DDM = 25 S Bt A7 4 S AT 55 I A S5
L T FITR] A DR SR e, 8 Al 2 > TR D B S
BRCRIEST . WIS 2 2 M Sh A el
SR, HETHEZEAEIEN DCM X5
L5 S AT B TRl D35 2 i PR 5C &
HEFTRLANL . DRI, ZR G M E S AR AE A E AR Y A
DIRET B R OL S E b o AR AMARAE FIBL
HAT I A 1E, B e AWTRUR, Tk wre s
W SR, (FOE T A L AT e 0 4 . L, Y
AFAE R R TR R 1 B0, 200 4K 3 1 O
I (NPLE 7 1) KBTI AR AE AT BEJ& — P i) 47 1
T

4 RPN BB FZMR

B B By B SRR e 2 I A SRR 8 O vk
BLERA 2] o HLas = T e T2 0 2 2
~J (supervised learning) F13E M % > (unsupervised
learning), FEAL S 43I 1R 55 J7 M (1 77
o AXVIMBEEI TR NE, MENFX =K
Jrk R, LU 2 S T AR AR AE 12 T
T FNEST T BRCR PN i

Blas2e I BJkd, B—EdEE e 5%
A S8 A Sy [ — 2R AIE, X BB ARAE 7] RS
SN . PN I o QSR S S ) LA R
(RIS, MRz T W BB AR R
2], HINZE I AR A S MBS
ST ArAEMENA Tk, ETa2EnriEm A
O A AR BT X4 AN [ B B A e ST o 25 2%,
TROREAS B s BT [0S B ik T A
5 ESRBGHTING, B LOZE SR R AR IC
THAE . H L, MBS R B AR AR, R
SR e T AN (i BT AAC, 3 Ao 2 7 T A5 A
Sl TR A AR AE A 1 O

WeB 27 3] ) P IR RRAIE P B (RE ) AR
RUYN LA . TP . B, IRECE AN &
Hovs @AM . FEE L AR SRR, TP
—AMRHIE X R N 28 <P AR e J g 5, B bRAR
wY N AR SR, JF 3T R IR £
(Bzdok & Meyer-Lindenberg, 2018), fiff 5% # 7] LI
o FRAE R BE 7 VR I S B MR R, ANfER ¢ K

B0 (t-test) ik AT 432, B2 IR b AH 5 7 1k (Pearson
correlation)#E A7 Ml H 4%, 0] LU B8 A RRAE . 2%
Ja, AR T 0 S R AT A B SR A, anE
JH ) 2 35 1) & L ¥ (support  vector machine,
SVM, W F30). ffa, #EATREAITRAY, Bl
g AEARAS A0 ST Y (in-sample  estimate) 2 T
W 55— RE A [ 45 5 (out-of-sample estimate), F5
TR 8 FH B9 12 52 38 IR IE 5 (cross-validation,
CV) B UNGREN BN KA TFREA, BT REACK
JHFBRGE, HAMN K — 1 AREAN AT
ko FAFEEARRIF—K, Xt K RERERIZY
AT Byl i, e 245 B — A B — DA T
TR, %07 15 W SRR R K K AE SURRIE (K-fold
cross-validation), H:HF 5 ¥Rak 10 R3S L IUE 7 =
B W i N T 12 (Bzdok & Meyer-Lindenberg,
2018), T 43S A U0 RS S FT LA 3E Jb A58 70 15030 1Y
TERR . USRS MERE . R ERAE
R IR [l £ (receiver operating characteristic curve,
ROC) LA F X & #% Ifj #X (area under ROC curve,
AUC)ZF 8 bR HEAT VAN 5E T [l U5 A 46 E 25 2R 0
T REAT A RE TPIAXTRZE . WriRES
AT (Bzdok & Meyer-Lindenberg, 2018),

PLEs 2 By BRI 2, BARGi 15 4%
RS IR E . B AT, LSS Jrikal ok o
BB BIABERREE L KK, HAn%k
FrIERMFAR R HG T JF B WL Bzdok #l Meyer-
Lindenberg (2018)%5 Shalev-Shwartz il Ben-David
QOIDHMIN A, TEFHF LT, k-IEREIE . K
PR | Z R LA AdaBoost 3% S B HEXTFR
R R BRI AT 2 . b, SR
BTN A Tz o ZAF I EALRE — A 5L
X3t I ZR AR AN TR 2 AR A 1) 8 P 18 (. 48T 18D,
I BE PRI 12 88 - 18 0 e 0 e S 1 A LA I R
A gz WO O R KM L H (Andrews,
Tsochantaridis, & Hofmann, 2002), ZE A
15 15 ZEMET P R A AT Iz A e T, BE sk G i R
BUOAE i B 80 E 19 B4 (Singh, Thakur, & Sharma,
2016).

ERNEE T, SHRPRENAREZ, £
B R /N XTE SR B 57 (least absolute
shrinkage and selection operator, LASSO), 14 [F]15
(ridge regression), #H5¢[q) & 7] (relevance vector
regression, RVR)FIEA: ] 0] ) (elastic net regression)



118 DI = N S S

%28 %

&, Cui Al Gong (2018)% A [f] 1] I3 58 32 Fy 115
s 0T 0 o A e R AT T RN, A R R U B A
FIE M v o 04 Il A 28 foff 0 00 35 2 i [l 05 2R
BT O e b, 38 5 45 D (shrinkage) 3 25 45N
ERNSE, REA b Ab 3 2 LA M R B 4L
4 [R]85 (Cui & Gong, 2018),

SRR iR T A= ST, MR 2R
nE AFIENE =T b, KR H MR FREEE
LRGN . k- B MR
Bz —. EREMPGEN & DL, &
— AR B SPAT RS T RE WL, BhER
RIS, R BAWES, HERIOA
748 1k (Wagstaff, Cardie, Rogers, & Schrddl,
2001). LEAh, B2 HEARRITE, M0 k-
PIEAE L MBI R B BILFEA N ——N A,

HET, 2T L iRE LT W W 2= 5 Jr i fil
EWB =)y ke &) iz s T AR RE 12
Wi O AR YY 7 R T OOk EEA A
B2 X IR AEIR IR B A
4.1 FRFRI BT AT

We B2 o) N TR A a2 e AT, &
A=A Bk, MRE RS B H A h6E
WA A R, AR AT
BN SAR S BRI UG, MR SRS H
SRR AT ) 1Y 25 57 BUR B, GE A IS
WS B (R E, weight) KIS AT BEHI SR /N 25 57
TR 2R T SR, PR R R AR e D
KA, B, AR X — L E S (FT i
2R E B R B B #E4T T (LeCun, Bengio,
& Hinton, 2015), USR5 ) i, R4 fr A ik 2
RO e IRG . JAh, BRT LR EEEP R
LLAh, B 55 35 30 8 0E 23 X 45 L i A7 B e
(pattern localization), 5] 4N X} 43 1) o 3 22 A4 (]
AT IR, SR 5 [R) 457 fE XA 2 S 1) A
21l TR AL Y [ T AX 2 Ml €] (weight map).

EAESR, OA AR B HLAS2) kxT
BRI WA T . AN, Patel A
(2015)3E i Wi B 24 > ik, X Bl ar i | i 2k
L TN e L R R e s A /T i B
BR UL KB 85 1k (alternating  decision tree) Tl il & 4F
HAR (late-life depression), SURPEFEEL N 88.89%,
TS PHEFEECH 85.71%, AR RE &, AW
I AR A5 Ak S REAR v P 1) SO 3 R R T

FURT B IARAE o AN DL ST B 0 A e S
LA L, SRR m) LS I Y T Rk v A R
SR, 451N 83.3%F1 82.6% (Haque, Guo,
Miner, & Li, 2018). A WP Z M RUER 2R
Bk, DL A EONEE i A G R, gEm s
TR Sk 6 31| IS 2L R A 0 £t R 2 ARE AR, D S
£ m) LA S AR XA AL AT IR, 25 R WOR IE
%3k 87% (Farhan et al., 2016), It4h, A BFFE
38 T AR W A 2 T ik X AR AE 3 AT 12 W T
W, Drysdale 55 A (2017)%f 1188 44 HARYE & # i
177 # B ST Re R IR R, I BN % R
Bt ) 24 T — SR AR R 2% 1 S ) e 3% B TR
HEAT T 2R R 2573 #7 (hierarchical clustering), =
AT DR R AR BRI (IZ W 2R AR . R, 25
% if 25 5 3F (multisite validation) 357 #f A8 56 4E
(out-of-sample validation), & HER LK EAE &MY
UM AR 514 (82~93%)

SR, LR BIE ST S MW 5, G 6 TR0 v
it 8 T A 1) R N S G I AR, AR Y
DIREE RSk S N S e NI UV V€1 TR SR BN
ok HE SR AMARAE 19 KUK, I 5 B0 S B HEAT X L,
B UEZ AR A O MERA L . Ab, ARk A R
TR AIE 5T O TE T A J8 5 10 i s A 5 A0 an A 3300
HARAR GBI (RS, 33X 96 S USSR e
(Bayesian model selection) 4= i % A (generative
embedding)%F i, EKEDL Stephan %5 A (2017)
HIRESE o
4.2 RATHRTMEFRIEF

WFFE T A L T 24 LA 7 7 % 5 3 AR
iE S R BN Z R B, AT K i 5 12 4
7 EIRITRCR R HE 56T 0T R, LT
FERW, AR BTIAR 25 7 A ) 8 38 th 7 80 —
B3 A A 2 S %o AN [ B8 e R AR YR 7 7
ZrEE, HEiC ARG R 2
AR TEARICY R BRI BOR . BN, DeRubeis 45
A (2014) Y FERTI 1 AN [R5 15 X A [ 18 3 A A4
MIIPRL, RICHS . wiolk . B 5 5 P E x4t
TR 2459 7 A= i 52 1 1 A A B 3 3 A AT R i
(cognitive behavioral therapy, CBT)Zz fi {ll AR AE IR,
TS B3 Tk 4100 e 4 194 L3 4 0 i R B 00 A 24
SR fRAM AT RE IR A 2 . Williams %5 A (2015)F1 24
—BARICH), RIS AZ X R R 5 4 1 L)
PR SN, 25 FOUIN A 7 245 ) 0 AN [ 310 AR S8 1
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TR, SR ER, BEMNS I BEMTETRE
A R T 1 T AL RO 85, X — 1R S R AR
W B A0 AR 24 17 AF 5 i 119 U PE (Cohen’s d =
0.63~0.77); B A (A% A€ n T T 36 45 1 AL
Aok B S, R WIZ AR S- k-2
1 B T B IO A 3R 77 Az i 24 P (Cohen’s d =
1.5). Bk, B mFLIn DX — A\ AR IE Y RE A AL
T 8 K R E B AR 24 1 R

B T ) FH B — a0 A 30 R TR0 245 49 R IR T
BOR, BHIA R 25 S0 HTTE 24 ERiCy)
P IO A R M . Rush 258 A (2006) r 525t 19
AR ST RO L A1 BF 546 Hh, 1E2Y 4000 44
PEAMAR BT B, 50% LA I R 35 X 7 Ik 22 2
YU, EJS S B R R m . B R REAR,
TN AN SRR 3 B SR e It 245 9, LS 22 o B R
WREEBBANRBAN . BERBE R B, A%
AT T 4041 ZAMARKE B E MIEAR, LG
>RSI I F) 5 R A BRI 24 X IR A A T AR
fE e Ja AR B R R 25 5 T 164 M AS 5, W
RARGRAER . SCHS . 2 A A 455 2 1 1) 2 R B[] 2
Z U5, 3T B4 0 G (Chekroud,
Gueorguieva, et al., 2017; Chekroud et al., 2016),

FEFIRIT RO R O, LA 25 S kT
VLR A ST B MR YT 7 %8 o DeBattista 45 A
o11) @ i ff FH = % i B & (referenced-
electroencephalogram, rEEG) Flill 254 Xt H2 2 )
J75% . 5 Rush %5 AN (2006)3: T 25997 R 254
FIRYT 7 AL, fEHIRE T rEEG Bdl (5 1800
B BKIE 405 K| i 17000 25K
E 74 A HAEYRCY IR, Eit H3hE
JT PEF A 7% (automatic treatment-selection algorithms)
BT 2 W R T AR R T AR L E R T
ARG EIE ZK00F, 5T (BEG W EH
SRR ERITROR, I 1 2 i HAE R
5 XL R T A (A SRR 25 W e B AR )T o

BRME, 2R RKYETATEREN
FE BRI © 2 E MR E A2 B . B0 AR YT
2507 I R L — & W K (Tran et al., 2019), H AT,
PIARAE (4912 W7 FYA T 38 5 R b 2852 18 2 5000
A SRR A A SRR A | AR S IR R o
Bdl, LASZREI ALy A Rk sk g ar 2
% B 11 9 B AY (Shatte, Hutchinson, & Teague,
2019), X LEAAIFINAERS R B S . J3sh, TEINAR

SEIRYT TR IV TT I, AN BT LA 2R
B |l RYA T B R AR, LA SR IR 2y
YRR YL AR TRE /N €1T R R NCIBIER 2 U DN S
A AN [ S0 U A 1) ST A B g o .
BT, X & T5 5 A I PR R B IS AN W g i, Pt —
A5 AR A U B G 1 Bk R R R B AR A
AL BEIE o

5 HERHRFENABESHR

51 h#
511 XFETAME

AR T 5 388 55 14 40041 2 0 i 5l 20 ki 0 4 7 %)
e, DL BUAMAR A w5 o 1 AR BLO B RE, H
B A — 5 M WF S BUR (b 1 55, B v SC
FAh, BEEE, MIEE, 2018), 4R, BEE WM
AR E AR B, X Fh e TR LU 1 7 ik
X TR S A% SRR A T S RCR IR, A5 R W
AN o IARAE (477 AR BT R AR
2. WERERE WSS E R, R B 2 W0 A
MRS AAE RS . MR . RERE, H 2
AT FOMIRE . KUtk SARAE IR YT 77 52 A RSCR
WATRER AT 5o BT, X AR AT E A8
BRI O BA B T R NG AR
(Chekroud, Lane, & Ross, 2017), 51555 ks 1%
FRIFEARLE, TR RO 27 1 7 2 T G TE TN,
A S S0 3 EL A TS IXURS: (4 A, O T AR i i
DU 7 37 28 W] R 5 B AR 1 S S A% O RRAE . T
b, XA ASPEAIR YT AR T 0 A B AR A AR
HRIAT O [ 45 B 2 3 (Chekroud, Lane, et al,
2017),
512 FEHFRAAREE

Robinson fll Chase (2017)iAy, i FH35 gt
BRI 2, AP 2 EaliRn, Xf
FIT RSB R—NZAr Ed fE, dlad
I IEWEFENRAT B 558 0 R FH BT 3 A 1 £
I, IR T ER IO 2T %, 2T
R 2 1] B A B LG AR RE DX 40 A R 15 56 I B
Al 550 H ik S A Y ) #0455 B (Robinson & Chase,
2017)0 HUK, XFTHE B 8 M5, ARIRISE )
SUR ORI W R PO R RN R (b2 TS L)
RN 2R B A O, LIS AR SE (Rock, Roiser,
Riedel, & Blackwell, 2014) . & J& JiF (Gilmartin,
Balderston, & Helmstetter, 2014) . *& #f 43 24 5E
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(Cicero, Martin, Becker, & Kerns, 2014)%5 . 242J 1Y
A FERAWTEA R, 7B A R R
H AP 5 (trial-by-trial variance), 18 ZAF44 14 BRI
B — a5 o T AZ e L B 04 43 BT Ty v — R o
JS2 WL S I T Aff 258 1) - 23 BSORI A o 25 ok Sz R 540 1Y)
FHIE, W T — SN B Eh A AR FRIR, T
SR REREAT Sy LI b 1A B8 28 2 T ) 28
PRIk RAE— B, N RAT 7= A 1 PR AIL 1 £ 4t
HWMEMEE . BJa, TR E 2 H Al
R AR T 22, A ELAE bR AT IS
2% (meta parameters) B A S5 148 5 (variance
of model parameters),

i LTk, TR AN Z R 2R 5%
& AT AL B, TR TR — Y [ IR AR Al
IR, AR HE T WF5T 2 X0 ARAE 75 BEALHI (AR,
P TSIT R ME . R, THR AR kAR
Xof A A 1 A0 IS R AR PR AR AIE 55 (A e ) E A7 240
AR, — @R L w1y e v A
FLUEMIZIT R M. fa, THERTR ST
R 0 B R SR AR 3R B (N 2B I T 2
SR RALE R AR, WAE A REHR, ImIRE
DR DA AR A8 32 5 R 40 U A g AT A B, 4
RS HE YR YT T % -

52 TES5RE
5.2.1 EBIRIRFHAR

SRS DA AR 5 1 A 5 SR AE S50 o
PIE OB 2, I Hizorik e N 4+ 5
AT R PR BT A5 2 18 R fiff AN R 7K 7 S He 3 AR A
s 7ANERE A7 A L kR dERRRIREE, H
TR AT 32 BIAS D 0 L B —— T+ 5 2 5
SRR A, I L LAXTAR R0 HEAT R 1 A AN
Tl (Huys, Moutoussis, & Williams, 2011)7

e, BRI SR M 2 B A R R A b 48 7R
HE R 1 SO D 25 Al e A0 1 BRI R (Wiekd,
Poland, & Frank, 2015), {HiX$ES 01 A LM 5
e D R A Ty R, A iy S s
SRR )7 SO . AN TR B9 2 AN T
8 £ B2 Ok L[] — >S4, X R ST T RE A
VERCHT A7 | OB 7 B 24 1) % I & (Huys
etal,, 2011)7 filtn, 7Esfb~7J BRI, Husain 1
Roiser (2018)#&H, T i fb2x I A Softmax
R, B AT LB R R A — B sR R M, H
5838 B EARAZIR—AS O I R R TR

Seph 22 R BAS AR VR, BRI IR Sl R 5 T A B
By 25 SR 2 HoA 1] 8 &2 P (Maia, Huys, & Frank,
2017)7 40 b SCHTR, JoRERIAE S i R, LT
T AN T2 5 T D0 5 22 1 D R R IE B I I 2 R
7 b 3R ) R fifp ke RAR T T B # B B 14
R, AN A S5 R i i A B0 B AR R S I A
ARG B S B RS 2 S, BRI TR SR
HIWFFE 3 38 1 A4, NSRRI . AR 7T 21 .
MEMNSRGEZE, YIRAT AFINAE T2
T, SERrNARAE s A & R A LRI B . RS,
VIERF A0 AR . AR S A7 e br iR T
TARAE B E AT DA B RE AL, (HX SE R 1T
A 7R 1 FUR A DG OE R (Etkin, 2018), TEIf AR 22
Bl b, TMS 5848 /% B3 HL il 3 (transcranial
direct-current stimulation, tDCS) . AT Bk
BIT, GGG EAR, TR EY T AR
GAITHEZ)ZE . ZREZEMERCR, W
rTMS Fi1 tDCS 53 A M5 &Ml i 45 -2 5e 22 fi 410
1S 5 UURA A5 4 iR (Boes et al., 2018; Donde et al.,
2017)%,
522 HIBBRIHAR

K FAL G0 5% T 12 0 BRI E A 50 0 R A 1
X A BB T HIARAE 55908 77 7E B R Y 52 A=
ST, ML) i BE N E Z B4 4R B
FERHE, XWIFRETE—E R L 3e IRINARAE (Y
GRS M T R R . BT, AL
2 2] J5 PR SR A 1912 W AT RO A
R I, HOfEE—ERRE AR, B
Se, MBI kT, FEARR IR XL
P Ao B, N, WFST R R A I R
1R 7 AR A B IARAE HEAT I, an
WL % il 0 AB 7 3% (Janssen, Mourao-Miranda, &
Schnack, 2018), i F3CCUHEH, FETRER =AY R
SIS WIRCR AN, IS5 R AR AR 2 5
B EAFTE TIEAR 2T R B G, IR AR 2T BEA B
RSN, SR AS A A9 Ar 25 0 T A ER AR 3
TR ) TOI 45 5%, PTREAN K ATAT . W H., B—%4)
28 Bl S T bR 4 T R 4 & AR 2 A A 4R B
B AR OLA), ANREECh 4 I R i
FEMNBHE P RHAE, 7S EHLER A S R A R 2,
AT S SR A8 i 00 174 25 R 5 I S 4 SR A 25 0
YT, AR R R A AR M 3] 5 i DAk
HX IR, IR BT R FOAWNEIEE,
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T BRI, RS SR A T
BT AL, Wb T AN LK s R
2o eAh, FEREARIR KREHR AL R 2 0, IR
B2 3] T vk (AN U R 2R P 2% | A BRI 8 I 2% 5
Hat A 2T FEARRE, ANFEEN NG, JFH
5 2 TE R AR 2 G 2548, BEfE — R 42
1R AR SR TR o PRI, X AR 4R R
FAAF P s CANAMAISAE ) i) S8 00T 5, R R AR 25
Fo 4 A4 B R G 3 1 3k R B A i R S IR
99 P 5 o IV 0 R e 0 2 A i IR, T ) S R L
B YT 7 RN BB RS, X T REH 2 R R K R Y
Bz —,

Hk, PLasF I TEREAR, FEAREM /N
5y (A TR ) B R A T 2 15 2 RS 70 A8 S e
(Schnack & Kahn, 2016), Ti#fF57 504 B 3L = RE5¢
IR R A T AL S Ah, HEAW TR R
ORI A B (1 25 R 5 REA A G AR 5 B A
H 1% (Mendelson et al., 2017), X5 H T HH
[l A, B R FHAS [R] ) BUAGAX 2% 88 T8 A A
AR ) T K T RE SRR T AL S I %
RSN (19 38 SIS IEfiE F 2 PA TRI R B F A, [
I, TEARRIERFREA D, GRS A
HEBREMSAE SRS, A s a2
o EAGHE) MR AR, XA R AR A AR
ASRANVARAE W Ah, BFFRE N T AR, T
g R BE B AR i T OO S AR T, AILAR A
> B f TR LE B 25 A R A ) KU, XA
SR E B EAM
523 SHEERIENMBMIENNFE

BRI B AT HIE K ) R R AR YR — A~
AT BB B, UEAT A IS B8 T RN A W Y o
WA 518, EISIR BB I vk FOR A % I i
FE AR BRI A 5 3 10 22 0 RN IR AT T 800 1 %
A5 MR K 3 04 J7 32 )3 ST g b I 2 T
AL AR R, ORI LE R BRI FE LA 2 2 Oy vk
AT IR 2 Bl 4 Jm 43 B, L&k SR 1% ik A8 23R ol T 3 A
T o BT, WFGEE XTI ABAE SR A5 2 0 1) 2
WM, O 2K T mitas] L4
R, RERRERMAL. 20, RIEYLEF
RGeS O SR R 2 N P 4 = = e u
T RBERN TR, XEZ T BRI N AT
5T A PR AR B 2R F . Huys 48 A (2016)1A
B, MEIRWKSI RS HE TSGR, ©

AEAH 2R BIK 3 52 A WL iod 52 A0 S AR, 7 4l K
IR KA, B, 256 B IK 3 Jr vk fEk
9% 3y vk T LU A5 5 R 8 R R A R
(Huys et al., 2016), A5 3 AT LIARAE DL a5 2% > 512k
R RLELE R, B A ARER, g
7 A O S R % AR B R SRR, IR ACA IR AE
) AR AL B A O R A, R SAIAE 1Y) B A 2 At 3
WS, RFLVUETERA . FEENE
W, WREES ] . (R E SRR, HETE
R 2], X HVRRAE A s BEAIL ) 54T 55 4 M 400 5 B
AR, S HIARAE 4 TR RS B 1A T R
524 AFMEBRNES

THRRE SO 2 T T 5 E R 2R . 207 RS
BARDAE NBENEE Z 1228, P R0 5ea )
i B RAA G S 20, AR SL e iy At
L AER AR R I | WSO IR A B AR S N
1 WEE, 2019),

FVEISAE (9 T SRS PO 27 B 5T SO T A OB 9
LWEA R ERRT TR, HiX—HRr
SEIATG R B} ] (Chekroud, Lane, et al., 2017), 7
BRI, THERE RO E I R R R TT
R, BATFEDARICY . 29W A BE =R AR
JETRER, BEATTHTIG RS . 6 R K . 9
I R[] B WF 52 TGS P I 5 R B L X R
(Bahn, Noll, Barnes, Schwarz, & Guest, 2011;
Czajkowski et al., 2015; Drucker & Krapfenbauer,
2013) 55 (1 & S 5 AR o THEDRS i 2% 1 B9
B R B, T AR A B 7 A oR
PERE, RAEARFFHRE K, 5 HAL B pE S &
W IENE, IZ R TR ATAIARAE 1 A L

F3h, Bl ARS BT IR A e b
B B S 5 B0 KH SR Ak BE AR K, FEGETT LR RE
A )R W ARRL AR A o BASRIFSE 0 B AT PR,
FARA M BHR AR IA AN RN ZR o W AR R AL
i o 2 ARA I A IO A AY , BIF 5 % AR 386 AR A
W FE R T WEZA ZmER . BT, A
. M, MR KISR0 R
S5 2 R T WO SR R T AR SR BRI T
Yy, P, 30D SR B IR A S S R
2> B 1Y RIF 5 25 i BEORH [) 170 s o R 2 0l B iR
HH AP R AT AR R AR, B R
SrHTEARES, AR . X AL
FE B = BN TR VR A R R, 8 R 2 45 R R Y
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Abstract: Depression, a complex and heterogeneous mental disorder, leads to great global burdens of
disease. Although diagnosis based on nosology is broadly used in several domains, it is still unable to direct
the exploration of pathological mechanism of depression. In addition, several treatments developed by this
diagnosis have poor outcomes due to its low prediction validity. Computational approaches to psychiatry
remedy those limitations and help to improve understanding, prediction and treatment for depression by two
complementary approaches: data-driven and theory-driven. Theory-driven approaches apply models to
multiple levels of analysis from the prior knowledge or hypothesis of depression. Data-driven approaches,
however, adopt machine-learning methods to analyze high-dimensional data to improve the diagnostic and
predictive accuracies of depression, and eventually, promote the treatment effects. With the development
and combination of these two approaches as well as the integration of resources, it is promising to cure
depression and prevent it from occurrence.
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