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o BER, MEFIBELEX

04 B Ve AL I Ao IR AR ) R A R B R AL E W TR A P, EAREAC B F MK, RBE I R
MK, BRBEFSMABBRRTRAFGORR, KFT EmE G, ZETEOSRALER. Rd, LEZF
JEHBRR, HERE, BB L LBRFFONAEEARL, ARFALERE L L EZFHTAER
FLEW MM E R G AE0n, AR md SRARERE, £S5 R T FRAETE EARRFEMLAL,

RAEIN R EB P 2R,

KEBIR ARMAER, WEFT, THHE, LE

SES  R395
1 5|5

J% Nk 15152 B 5 (Developmental - dyslexia, DD)
BTk S Rt 4 R B RS, JCA DRI
REA RN N IER, WU dr, (H2&
YRR R LA 52 . PFE AN 1 R ME(Kaisar,
2020), [ 132 R AT AEAS [B) 15 5 FSCAb R i & R R
2 5%~15% (Tamboer et al., 2016), I HAE7EAL
Fri% 3% ¥ 4 (Zahia et al., 2020), HEj, JLE@H T
2 ARG S AR AR AR B SR R Y i R T A
I fig 4 3R ) 10 77 AE B 13 B 9 (Sanfilippo et al.,
2020), AW EREREZR, AFILEELRRLE
TE [7) 152 J B5 1) 4F % B W5 (Ballester et al., 2021), I
AP AR B G4k T I e T8 O, Bg )L
21 ARGRIN T PR TR ) R BL(Fox et al.,
2010), KREWIFTE R K, BA RGN ILE
SRFGAE SRS« B IR BRI % > 3
TIAR 0GR TP (Burns et al., 2022), HE W
IR e 1R 5 R0 BT B 7] 8 (Livingston et al.,
2018), fNARL M2 )L 3 R REAS B K B A1 R T T,
I5e] 152 o 5 %) 70 TET 52 Ml 7T B 2 DA B AR L0 — RSk
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ZF JAE Y (Farah et al., 2021), R, H#EAT R 2000 5
oA, SRAVAERW R T I, X T P R A L
B R R B A CHE R X,

124k, D A A O e 32 B T b Ak
DHHF MR (Lee et al., 2022), IR 3h3iE i (Prabha
& Bhargavi, 2019), % /FHLIiF % (Borleffs et al.,
2018) LA B i A% 2 A (Usman et al., 2021)%F B
o A O B 20T 0 4t R PR R — Bl 2 A
7 (IQ—achievement discrepancy) (Fletcher et al.,
2019), T Ti—hi %4 3 (response to intervention,
RTI) (Miciak et al., 2014) , /%5 55 #8E  (pattern
of strengths and weaknesses, PSW) (Hale et al.,
2010 K PPAG R AL AR IR ) L &I 1
FREFNRNI A S A5 N HIBE g, 10 s 38 9 31 el 3
[ 752 14 H B9 (Miciak & Fletcher, 2020). 5t 338
EREOR B T F, BF5E 3 Jl 10 s B e R
P47 MR 2y Rk ke DX 53 el 135 e ik L B R ) 3 B i L
T, O SERRE AL TS A A R R gk L R
BE AU EL . 2 HR 9 0 U B L B BUHR 98 1 S
(Hmimdi et al., 2021), WA WF5EE LUK AL TE
AR R Y 1 A I EOA NI, R T
KRR BT 2 REFFHLIEK (BN, Deslixate
F1 GraphoGame), & 7E i 12 20 Ui Xk i 1 ) 132 e
it JLF (Larco et al., 2021; Ojanen et al., 2015), Ff
BN Z B AR KR, Bk i 2 A 52 5 FH I
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WARH AR I 2540 . TE3& . DIRes fJL
fap R, R P 2 () 3508 25 55 5 X 43 B 32 e i )L 3
A0l % J& )L #E (Livingston et al., 2018; Sihvonen
et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2021),

SR, 832 e A )L 3 A i R AT B R AR
25, BN [R] TR R 2R 4 T O () A ) 352
P A5V 25 50 (Aaron et al., 1999), =2 AE S0 A L
I ARG I A AR ISR IS, SRR DR R P AR A
A, X LA R I b i 0 2 I 32 B 1 )L 2
B 753K (Usman et al., 2021), T E T A, #iELkE
B\HZRME, T RMARRNEAX, XEHEK
VL& Z4 9 07 XM B VR FH S 80T ) 32 B AR (Catts
et al., 2017; McGrath et al., 2020) . [At, {VFEH—
PR 2R ol R 3 45 5 J0 ik 50 ok ) 12 B 1 FE 3 1)
K512 Wi (Catts & Petscher, 2022), BMfii 2155519
ZHREFFMIIEWEINAVREMEREMLR
(Walda et al., 2022), HFFEE 4% R G 1 — FfAH X
A AT LA 2% 2 (Kaisar, 2020), HLa¥2#
>J (Machine Learning, ML) {# FHi1& H15E ik
HLas N K s G B Bl 2 ST R, A sh iR
DA 00 55 2 5 (Gilvary et al., 2020), IE4E K,
(5] O 16 08 4 48 T 57 A RS UK 32 0 B 4 1 T 4
R, BT 4h 220 AL 28 2% T R4 &
I5e] 52 B O A RS S R . Sk, ARBIF S GE
T LA HLAS S > 7 DR 2 5 A5 2 i) S i R
FE L VS E . RRATREN K R IT I, B AE RIS
PR R AR LA 2 I IR AT RE M R BB 5 &
B

2 FiE

AT 2016 4 LK HIT 43 2 AU B 152 e
T AIL 27 > T3 1 B S8 AT ST 2R, (T A9
BOY %2 AL 45 Web of Science . Elsevier Science
Direct ., EBSCO Fl PubMed . #5 % 3¢ i ia] 2hy
“Dyslexia/Reading Disability” AND “Identification/
Screening/Detection/Recognition/Prediction/Diagno
sis” AND “Machine Learning/Deep Learning/Artificial
Intelligence” AND “Child/Children/ Preschool”, %
JEFNHL a5 > BOR M« R R FIEAR, JF HER—
Tt T SC B BB R P g2 T TSR R T 2016 4F,
DR SRR A 28 19 HBIVEFRSEE o 2016 4F 1 A 1 H~
2022 4 10 A 1 H o SCERAIAFRAE N : (1) SCHRD 5%
SCSEUE FIE SO 28083, 42 3T 15394 75
WG L, i MEsie, PHEasie A I
B S8 QWETERT S 18 2 LI T L, W8
I TR J Xk M 2H 0 ) B A 2 . B R RR A LG
HAbSR AR RS . B R . A BAES). (3)
SCHRASE FH /20 2l FHBIL #2720 D7k B £ 18] 152 P i
FOATUE bR bR v BEAT A0 ST 0 A, S B E WA
AR AR GELRIR I SCRRECRE S 25 T (3R 1) Bl 1
FIR 2 53 Sl J s 1 SCRK O 2 U A A SCRRAG: 3R 58 A
Je B SCHRAF BE 23 A1 15 B o

3 ETHHZFINRAEZRSEHRFTE
WEESR

31 HIEXR&E
FE T ML 2T 0 B s e A 0 i 5 — 2D filt

B 2 R ARAR AR G HABRIRG | SO R)
KICHR(n=361) BA I SCER (n=5)
v v

TR B 52 S FR A SR (n=193)

Y

JEZESCILAE IR (n=19)

T A AR A B A B A SRR (n=33)

FERICERBFFEXIRARILE . PR
IR REFHYLA (r=141)

5| DRFABISCRR AN B xR

Y

BB AR (n=25)

WS SHRATEIT(n=8)

BT SRR 1 R R 1A
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B2 SCRRES 3R 58 UR B9 SCRRAR 20 A

FHAE R B2 AR T B AR BB

T HEAL O B M A HLAES 27 2] B 1 ) 2
PRAET BB BT . HT R0 £
AN TR AR R I R AAT R, AR
Bey EEMT.. TAEIEIZ . YT HERI%E . Chen %5
ANQOI7)E FM 22K McArthur-Bates 43 &% &
EFRNN-CDDIME T 476 4 17~354 A gy il % e
JLZE M BTN & SRR, HALAS % S Sk T
D ELAT 19 152 % 4% S B LR 19 L2 . Shamir 55 A
(2019)% H A 47 7% & 1 ) 32 b 1% 1] Jd 0 & T °L
(Zippy 6)IN & T 125 Z L (6~14 %, H e
it L2 81 #)MINFIRE ) Ak Erfig ), FFHE AL
aE S A X ) D S A LB AL R L
Tolami %5 A (202 )IREE T 54 4 8~11 2 JLFE(29 &
Bel 2 A LB IR B AEAS, (R REIR S ik
PIBEE FE R . AC 2R . B Ak
B BORI ] 2 4 B 5 R A Y 25 T RRAE, R PLER
2 ) R ANS T R AR o A HP S S R AR A AT R
Wang Fl Bi (2022)U4E T 399 £ 7~13 % [ L fig
JLZE RN IR, 72 D0 & B Se i i 1 L B s ve
WE ., EEER. BRI, Ple s IEF%
BN SR L, o VR R 2 2 BRI v S e 2
RERF L AYREME . Lee 55 A(2022)R%ET 1015 %4
7~13 % LI (454 45 BB AT L) AL 7 4F
Bl g, R 2 Fh Bk 0 U ) RN R AE (A 28
W, TR FRE) . FRALN . RERHEANIES
% IBEF ARG . N NERIE S A AT T L
], RAETIFFANEN . BEIEE,
TNC A . B, FHH . FRELOREET
HR S ) 52 R A O A AR

AT, IRENFHEC 2N 5 THlds
2 AT R SRR A 2L AR AT, B S LA
ST SE AL T IA I FR A 4R 7 (Raatikainen
et al., 2021), ARy 3] {32 R 0 A R G B2 O A T L.
Bhargavi 1 Prabha (2020)4% % T 185 45 9~10 %/ JL

H(97 44 bR L) I IR B R £ A L) ST 1)
132 A 1 T AL 7Y, AE R LR 2 A PLAS 2
SRR PR TG R, & A B R 3R Y
(B ER R P S bE IRV @ QN v AN [ I o
AR B ] | 5 AR B2 Bl R EOR - 3 IR B Terd
25 N(2022)i0 5 T 33 44 9~10 % L2 (20 44 i b
T JL2E)7E ) B2 SCAS i 1 IR ] (electrooculography,
EOG)5 5, L HLER~: 2 4301 T AR 26 70 (i R Bk
IBENPLHE, DL 07 A el 1 R A

WiE B Re B ol & 1 H 258 &, BT M%/F
HLIE R 1B SR BORIA T ) Iz 9 P Al
MHY, MIRFECARITR T 4R 8 Rl FasT
Iv8) 352 B 4 I8 P A5 ) AT X% (Ahmad et al., 2022),
RV R Z LIEFRE S . Faeim T, TAEIC
¢, PATIIRE . BEEH eSS il N2, 7TEIE
b s B B U R OT F RS IR E o Rello
FEN(2020) BT T — 3T T A A7 S AR BB
{1 7 L i xR M B 3644 £4 7~17 % P (JL 445
392 44 b PR A R EAE, TS 17— H]
T AT (5 13 e i B HIL 2% % > B0, Rauschenberger
S5 N(2022)i 1 9 TR Mus Vis™iHE T 313 44
JLIE(7~12 %, Hohafs 116 £ B R L)
T Y 9 22 U R, AR DL Rl 1 R FABLES 2 ) ik
AR RN R AT

1] 35 i P9 AR J5 AR AL i DA i ik 1) 4 4y e i b
M3 [8]) 43 A A8 4k (Richlan et al., 2013; Tamboer
et al., 2016; Vandermosten et al., 2012), T IfE
MG IE AR 1R (EMRT) . i % I (MEG) . il Hia, 151
(EEG). 1EHLF & S (PET) S5 H AR SR HU K il
BRAGEIAE g ] 152 e R BIL 25 2 ) 43 S PR T
iE#E(Da Silva et al., 2021; Ortiz et al., 2020;
Thiede et al., 2020). fMRI [HEUE K £ CHEM S
T IR P HORE O A K X8R, R TR AN AR AE ]
AT 45 00 18] A 3% 1 D) 8 22 5% (Chimeno et al.,
2014), Zahia £ N (20200 ET 554 9 £ 12 7
PEF L LG 18 & T S MR 4544
6, T R BE 2 > R o R s e A L2 AT A 3
W . Da Silva % A (2021) W EL P8 1d #2485 55 1 32
% 8~12 % JLEE (16 44 [ 32 P fig JL 20 ) v lSC 4R g 73 B
R Tl-w BR, (I 2 ) B X5 R AE
B E 2 IR 114325 . EEG AEHE 7E CRA 47 B 18] R0 A
BTG B0 10 53 0 B[R] A3 BE R A KA =, Sk
JUB N HIAL B b B R IR DR AR A, hy B 132 B
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i 1 B 112 W 32 I A S5ORRAIE . AR E R & R0
EEG {55/ 5 i Bt, B delta, theta, alpha, beta
F gamma (Ortiz et al., 2020), 1< i FL & 818 2
(i) (0 A ] 2 R 5% R M ) 3 3 M, 4R U H B )
FRAE T B 2 R A i I o Zainuddin %5 A(2019)
KT 7~12 Z 1 10 2R A LE L 10 4
R R RS LA 10 & 5 IR4]LE W BEG {5
5, B EETS U K AR (KNN)FIR R 2 )
HLELM)K i 25 ] {32 4% . Formoso %% A (2021)k
BT 7~8 B 48 & ILH (16 £ W LRI EEG
T, R G AR AL 2D, DL R T 6 Ak
P AR RO B I T RE M4 . AR, R
A0 TE W 2% > R DL S SRV AR A5 A Y T TR AR IR
BURRAE, T Bl SRR 0 S5 51 . 7 H SR R e
W5, Cui 8 A (2016)K FH 45 F4 i 4R 1 f% (MRT)
A BRI (DTHIREE T 61 £ 10~14 % 241k
JLE G 28 4 b pErg JLE#)AY 3D Tl-w KR
(MPRAGE), ff F#LAR 2% > 56 b 32 e 15 L 38
5 )LE X k.

WA, Ok 2 R 5T T UG R R BRI
BBUSHBRICE, TSRz, TR, R
SRR IEATIRE G, i R i R S A 0 A SO AE
YIbs 5 ARIU  HERR M . A0S BITIY 25 G Sk
il P BB 270 5 B R s A A0 B TR
TR SRR A B4 R 28%, JHL U e sk I = B e
H 16%, MRI 344 12%, tMRI B0 #1 EEG Ul
AN 8%

32 HIFETWAE. RIS EIERE

HHE AL B Y 322 H AR A 1k BE A% A B
A v 35 B g5 A0 € 19 ] fF BE R AE (Usman et al.,
2021). X FAEGEMBLETF S Frik, BULBAH—
A R B B 4 0 5 RO BUE M CCAR 2R 5
K WA — L i R AT N EE R T3 T 21
73, AN T GON B bR 10 A G ] 1S e A 2 R
BRG] (Khan et al., 2018), TEM AR A5+, #F
FE 4 AR RO T R R A A R B
Pio L 64 A-iE A EEG Bl Ao, BIE7E—A4
A FIAA R AR, 2153 64 NRRIE
B YFEEEE R THANE, ALY
T8 5 1 P AU A T ST LA R 588 ARG D11 & 00 0 ke %
PRI, 7 s v 2 2 Y SRR AR [ IR S AR 4 B AR/ AE,
TR G S2HLAS 2% 2 4 25 il 25, AN, EEG (55
i b 3 vh 5% I 32 153 43 A (Principal Components

Analysis, PCA)5I B BRI L5 B 4 %, A3 %%
3 (1 B 4 (Ahire et al., 2022) . BEAN, R85 HHE i
AT A AN [ 26 20 0y 3 T RAS AT AL 3, 4n
fMRI &% AT {fi i matlab (9 SPM T EA6 [ 314> %
AR Y ZH 28, B B Tk 3 PR 3R R AR
F 190l Lk M (Zahia et al, 2020); 3% ff A
FreeSurfer [E& 7B & 4452 BUAT 5 19 J J2 AR AN
JE JZ (Plonski et al., 2017),

AL B 58 B R — 2 R R E BRI, H
S SRR R AE T A2 B ARG L 5 B R B K e
fIF(Abd Rahman et al., 2020), & 5325 07 75 1%L
PEAE o br b0 BRECE W AT S B 1 R AE — A
B4 / AR 8k . BEEHE . B SRS
AR Bt (gt B i . B T B ORI 2 Tl
BE R SRE IR PRRRAE, 0T 35 9040 43 T i (Principal
Component Analysis, PCA)E2BUFE . IMRI 35 1)
FRAE 42 HUR M i 20 20 P rh 42 UK i B2 J2 )8 M e
fiE, W OULRIRHIEA : 2R RBUE R . & m
P BOREOE R4 . fF EEG Ui, —Mfd
R L I A D /N D 7 A8 B BBUA 5 A i TR RS 2
BoJihb, mei thl 7 — 2858 BRI U s,
VR B 2 > 38 3 B 1 AN [ 109 09 28 45 /) 1 3l BN
PEATRRAE SRR, BLAT R A7 A e e R 5 5 1Y) 5 4
BOE AL FREE Ty BN, 7E Teri % A (2022) 955 Hh,
BRI 224 (CNN)R I T i A 192> B EOG 175
AT, TRFIRIUHE. £ 2 84T
NG 25 5 SCER P YRR IE 2R A
33 HEANGEHE

TEFHEPR I S kB 25, Do & aT L
R HMLE 2= S TR 2R 55338, HlaR2F2I K
B APRER: TS B I MA =Y, T
W B 5 ) FH T A AT 4 1 85008 0 1 00 T
e AR s, T R R EE A T
KA F A (Russell & Norvig, 2010), 75 W 2 >
YIZRAE R B (152 AR IC BY Bl 27 > BT A AL FI
i 22 A PRARE o AT SR MBI — M Al FH M 2 )
SRR RT3 W A F8 3 R LB R i B 1) 43 2 1)
B, E LM ERA: ZFF EHL(Support Vector
Machines, SVM). 23K # (Decision Tree, DT). B
HlAEM (Random Forest, RF), £ 49 (Linear
Regression, Linear-R) ., 2% [FlJd(Logistic Regression,
LR) &P H1 51 53 #7 (Linear Discriminant Analysis, -
LDA), A IIH-Hi(Naive Bayes) . K fii4R(K-Nearest
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F2 NHRFNELZRMEAEBRILERHFERFELR

— Yk

FARFEAE

WENT: EFRER, WRER, FPEN, FHEIR, IREAas, EE R, 5T,
EE WA, TS RIKGHM, TRIEEER, RIE R, TEE W, 2R
Bel i RE ). DR, DU, R, B, B B AR

WAL OB MR NEIRE ST TARICAZ, ABE/T e TARICAZ, H3E/r s B Ay 2, MUE T, i TR
FAPRRIE: FAFE5H, BEIEMR, WiCA, &y, [E59%, £m, EE, 55, B, Hil,

A NERAE: ARG, AR, TERI, RO,

HABAFAE: VA0 & R R (N-CDD R, 1 #0028 5 2% >0 il

W OL B IR B R s T A AR IV /0 0/ 91 3 e o B B/ 3 U S P/ 23 TR A 5, MR BT[] /0 550 v 2 5

AR 3038 B

55

KRB SRR R, IIRKBAR, [, # i fe, SURGE,

FABHR BYFFAE: BB AT ], Bk R/ 6] /4 R, TR B/KF BOG 55, BOG {75 MK

WE e IEHE R, %

INHIBET . TARICIL, ATIIRE, M,

I 26/ TF-AILYIE AR

UL FAAE: sk U, i)

WESEREIE: FRgEt i, V8 T, IR, drh

MRI: 5T A SRR/ 25 1) Stk 2 /1 24 B BCSR 1) 7 B8R 50/ 42 1) 7 BBOR B, RS ) (AR I /T

ST AR
. BUHT R B0 T

fMRI: B EEAT 55 00 RS DX, RS 26 575

EEG: IKINfERILE . beta/theta 4 5 E

Fofl 1] 52 e i 4 f 32

Neighbors, KNN), A T #1 4 % %% (Artificial Neural
Network, ANN) Fll % B £ B 4% (Convolutional
Neural Network, CNN)&% . fE VI A5 RIFT, 8 2
P A BOHE 4 43 9 R 4R (testing set) AT 2 4R
(training set). LA 3¢ T L FEAS ML AS % > (9 FFF
g8 K28 H K P73 XL EIE (K-fold cross-validation),
BBHRE K 0y, Hd K-1 T UIZR4E, 1
A FEAE, LK R4S SR 0 S (B S i
Z R PERETEAR 25 5 - B4, Plonski %8 A (2017)R H
10 f528 L 6AIE %, AlGhamdi (2022)2RH 5 538 X
IOAIETL AN 20 F5 38 LBGAIER: o MFEAR BB/, —
SERF Y 2 ] K 428 SRR Y R ——
B4 — 1 (Leave-one-out cross-validation)#¥4) # #& 71
FIPEAL 432825 B (Cui et al., 2016; Asvestopoulou
et al., 2019).

] 52 e i 1) TS I AR AR I 1 e (]
B, BIIX A PR AR N B AR . SVM Y R 3
M Fr et s &, WU B E
REAE 2 [A) R 6 1 AR08 B2 115 R 47 1k B . R I, SVM
B Ry ) 1 B AR B T P N AR R O T B
Shamir 55 A (2019)2K F SVM 5332 % 1 Fh v Ak )

A zippy 6 G K A Bl 152 P A AR A T 402,
AT T5%BY 45 5 T R A EE o Prabha Al Bhargavi
(2019) $2& 5 — FlbL 7 #F 550 1% 8 10 32 R 1) & AL
(SVM-PSO) A1 F T M AR sh4RAE b $52 B 5] 155 o 1
M EIbRICY) . 52t SCRe ) it Al (Linear SVM )
RERIAA LL, 12450 A T A Rk B T 95%. Ik
Ab, WFEE NS SVM IR & F b 3R ke 1R ) 52 e i
JLEE i, i ] RF 28 5 1 2 AR R4 S SVM
BT, BRGAE T 89. 7% MERG R A 84.8%H
4 7l % (Raatikainen et al., 2021),

X R EHE 8] 1) 52 2 R I A2 Bk e, TR
M BRI T X — M, RS R AR
LM Z RS, U 0 A ol 4 e B
fie ) B, BRI A R A . ANN 2 IR
ST SR, AL T N b 2 I 2% 25 AL AN T R,
A R PR3 Can i 2 120 MR B e
%4 (Lucchiari et al., 2014), Ahmad % A (2022)ffi /]
ANN BN ER-5 I B #7325, K18 T 95%
BRI AE R . BE M2 AR R R, RE 2
MIRJZ I ANN HiFA: 5% . Fodr, CNN 2 T
TR A 43 28 114 5 52 U () U B8 2 2T A58 (U'sman et
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al., 2021), Da Silva 5 A (202 1)1 B P Fl % 45 AT A1
LB ARAE CNN #i A JZ 2 >) R BRRAE, (MR K
P (EMIRT) FE X () 135 e 15 )L 38 174 R T RS i A 7
THREAESTZE, KB 94. 8% HERA R . A{LUNt, B
FH P —FH AT EOG {55 CNN J5 ¥tk
TR 5] 132 % 5 Latifoglu 25 A (202 1) 52 4 352t Y
Bk £ 1R 0] R 2K 52 3 e i A R R 1] 132 B A L
o AT 4 5 B 48 P 45 (2D-CNIN) B A %
XA RS HEAT 02, RAR T 99% I o
R 100%M REUE . 98.18% Y EA 98.94%
B F 43850 Heri 25 A (2022) M 7K -1 2 B30 8 90 5%
EOG {5, R — 44 B 4 M 2% (1D-CNN) X}
XA TE 0 AE S AT s, MR R 4
98.70%711 80.94%.

A b, WA AT — R R RS O I T
ST B R 0 e R . TR I 2 B ) R
DI € 7 =L R 11 b s N v W | =1 R
WHE] . fEfET R E SR R sgm . B, B
O A ) F AR 2RI R SR B R DR
BURESE, WHIE BBk 35k DB — 1L i L
a2 2 Bk GE M R JE 2% 2] 5% (Deep  neural
network, DNN)LL K b 38 22 Fb AN [] 28 B 9 5500
Tolami 5§ A (2021) LAE F FRAE N 43 24845, #E
T NB, KNN, SVM, LR, DT 1l MLP ##, Hrhg
FIRBESA 1) MLP 3% 0 e e 4 2 i 1k 2|
93.33% £ F SC IR BE AT A 58 o, Lee 55 A(2022)
PIDUTF F A5 FAS NFRAE 50246 h5, 12 NB.
KNN, SVM, DT. LR Fl ANN 433k g iR %
PIX 6 FhEIEAR AT LICKs ) 52 e i )L 3 5 A R
JLEX I H .. Hi, SVM 3548 T 80.0%1ft 5
W R

FET AT 25 Ff SCiik, 807 A il FR AR
A RGN SVM (5 Sl 27.3%, HOE KNN
M LR 4515 12.7%, CNN Fil RF % 5 9.1%, NB Al
DT %15 5.5%, ANN 51t 3.6%, BT .GA-BPNN,
GB. ELM. LSTM. MLP. RUSBoosted 1 ET %
i 1.8%.
3.4 tEREITA

e 152 R A (14 235 JRy A 35 O e o AR i, X
T B R AP 1 e T B TR R AR 4326
B o> 245 54T 4 254004 EPHM:(True Positive,
TP). B[ (True Negative, TN). % BH4: (False
Positive, FP)., %1k (False Negative, FN), %,

HRYEEAE 0230 53 8 P HE bR . X T 24026
), f i R PPAR PR e B AR o (2, M
iR R IR BLE (P ) . T (BE) B FEA ST IE
W UMNE T SRR L], fESEBR I R, T
IR I PR B A b 41 2t B v Y IE R A
PG 3 DR B TR0, X 3 AN P A K40 1 53 28 1)
B, FER T A48 bR T 43 SR R R AT 1 B T
i o FoAth B FAYITAL R PR A . R BUE (Sensitivity) .
5 P (Specificity) . ¥5 & (Precision) A 1]
(Recall), F1 43%((F1 score) . Kappa & %{. AUROC
M5 P-R #HZk . BHME TN {E (Positive Predictive
Value, PV+) 5 B 4 Hi il {5 (Negative Predictive
Value, PV-)4§, FE T ASHTHY 25 6 SCHR, HLas
2 A B PEAG PR RE(LAHER R A S5 A T
PRAEAL O BREH ATE 68%~94.1%Z [, IR 3hiA
ERIATE 81.25%~99% 2 [, Wkl ik7E 74% ~
99.9%Z [fl; JEF EEG i3k B 4 5 7E 89%
~90%Z [8]; FEF MR i 3k (1 s i AR B AR AE 65%
~94.83%Z 1],

4 BETHRFINAZESERARSE
R A

41 RMEAZEEFAOTNEZE

B2 27 2] i B0 AR A AE TR 1 T B
RIAT RAABLA AH 24 5 2% 1Y) 22301 58 B O R ok # AR 4k
KF&, M= ABE B R B0 . R
AIF 5 95 B 30 T 4 () R, 0 AR P 1 R
RURS: - SIARAE 14 55 JEORE 55, HLas 2% 2T Gtk
RILHZE

BT HLAR 2% 2043 Bh T A& B0 135 e i Ay 0 A
2, FRATAT LU OR: B e 2 e R 1 L
X AT Bt 3, DT R AL TR S L R
A5 BRI T REE o 414N, Tamboer 25 A(2016)
B MRI $ARME SVM BINKR % 3 % v] 5
1 43 2SR 2 A0 T 22 A - #2 4R ] (Left Occipital
Fusiform Gyrus, LOFG). A &L i #24k 7] (Right
Occipital Fusiform Gyrus, ROFG)FIZ: il 5 /)i
(Left Inferior Parietal Lobule, LIPL), #{/g&:ik%|
82%, RSt PEILE] 78%. UL, 3L X ) 5
B2 PRE RIE R G 1Y B B A 2 A (T TE A )
¥Fa5%) . Prabha #l Bhargavi (2019)3E T SVM-PSO
A TR G, PSR TR
BFE) L SP R ) L RV BSORN - 34 3 AR R
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NGERS A% HLASA > 1 K Rk B 152 I i L 37 30 7 A vl g B2 T 2099

HAERR S RRAE AT LUAE by ) L2 150 152 e A5 Ay DRSS 51 0
FEAT o BTN A4 HE R R ik 95%, Formoso
FANQO2DHWAEILER EEG 55, i ik i il i
Z (B R AR A ) 25 o 2R il IX 22 () A 2 3 1 . BIFSE
25 W NTE 16 Hz MBIIBLT, alpha Fl beta 3% BEAY
B BE J1 frs, AUC {HIkE] 0.95. 78 3L 3
R, Wang F1 Bi (2022)F 2 T 5 F it 1%
B — I 1) A % i 28 I 2% 15 R (GA-BPNN) 1
S 15 S P A TR A AR A 5] 2 v A R T
PO P RME LE MR R, I5EEiR, BT
HER R L IRR R R RS 4
FEE S S e % T o B A SRk, ST
YN R GLR R B SR, 35 H 1000 ) AR AE
METEILE 3.
42 HENFEREERILE

e 152 e i )L B 110 £ 0 i A 2 BB Bk i B
ST AL FIRHF LA 1T, 7 i DIAR AL O BRER
MERZS & ILEAMEAT AR KRG E . BRE
A MR B 38 5 ARG AR B AR Sy 158 152 I A 7 4 {3t
TEEINE A AR SR, B X e TR i T
T L X A — A B 352 B A BB AT RS BRI L
TRATREN . [FIAT, XL T BB FEH B
kBB FERTIG . Rtk 2E | IS YR E A AR B
St BLAS 2 20 Bl R Sl B PR 2 Fn A Bl Ak
T, ASURT DA A R 205 S48 b 42 =1 B 252,
M H 7 PR, AR AR A

Asvestopoulou 55 A (2019)JF & T — # e i2 [f%
A0 A T B DysLexML, i 3R h38 Bid 32 )L
FER I R LS, N LSVM ) i A A A,
HER AR F 97%. (H1F— 292, DysLexML 7E£7
TE MR B T AR SR BLA R4 1) R A v 0 o
R, [F, DysLexML I LI 35 B & 5 im FlI T L 4

I NFRE, TR RIE D . B R A FR v (n
41 )LD & B 9 IR Bl i 2 T 22558 T 56l

PLAEWR SR A o, I 32 % 7% 5 B #1 Hebb-
Williams 2851 55 B9 R IUAH G, (HJ2 8 ad S i 0L
ST 55 R IR X R B B AR L IR AT 40 28 i AN T AT
(Gabel et al., 2021), Yu %5 A (2022)% FHL#82 >
B T A0 P b AR A 2K B AT 45 0 S B T 5 32 T,
SEHR LA B 3 IR 1 43 L TR 2K S B I A I S A
Gt AMATLL LA B R . B KRS RRE
Mg kR, Hl A RUSBoosted #f %% (RUSBoosted
Trees algorithm)F4 & [ AR 7 43 2 A F ik 51 70%
Ph B o Bl TN 45 1 & R E T i
DAFEZVTAN S & sl T AR P 0 25 Ui 2 ) 152 B 1 1Y)
JRBEWRATRR . IREH LT —3 537 H 5L
W S S R R Y Dystech, flifi]% 3
538 Y 08 E 5 A AR G Bl 2% 2 Bk AT LA
PRI AT K TCHR IR B, I 2 A ik
#l| 80%(Radford et al., 2021), Rauschenberger %5 A
(2022) 11 T — K18 5 M7 XK MusVis, {4 RF
&SI (Extra trees, ET)XJ W4 B 837 Xk 08 ik
TN, 0 0 PG B 25 05 5] 152 B A% 19 20 S Ml R
A E] 74%H 69%.
43 FWNREEESSREILE

AT 38 DA A B 32 e A B AT 8t A% R Al (&
70%) (FREEHE 4%, 2012; Galaburda et al., 2006), R
0 0 2 i IRV 1 JLBE N B ] e P A, (L
AMATAEDEE | B ] e 5 R B s B A SR 55
Y R IRATIAR H B 7R & e )L 35 B2 2% (Lyytinen et al.,
2005). 754 & BLELA 1 KU 1) (5 2 e 1 )L 3
A (8 LA T 5 R T TRR A AT R . kP R T 2
RE VT 38 o Y Rl a2 > BUAR T S S8, Skeide
N (2016) 1A 5 TR SEHH O 9 21 2 I X 1 43 2 ]

F3 HNRFIELRMEAEFESILERPFE PRI ERRFE

— R F EL T B R AIE

P Al O BLEECE I 3

B R, B, O, TR, R, AR
Se RS, A AR S, TR EE I i, TR K S e I ) A B, AT 1 A% B4

MRI: NRSN1 A& # R 5 BRI TG B DX (4 i AR AR, B0E R R BN NG R G AE S R 5N H

JE DAk, A2 BRAMIN L] DX AT B4R A 11 A M R il R

ISIBIER s . o
RS LFE I, K EOG (5%
X 265 /- BIL e *% FGE /T BE g5 o BB, LB /W b 5 — U S o e 1
i 1A% 4 AR

fMRI: ZEMURLRE, TR /NI, A 0 A
EEG: beta #i4{7 {5 &, db2 /N, db4 /N
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IR e A2 B A% 8 S AR, NI Se BR 1 T
ILEMESRE . AL, MITRET 4~8 FHIL
AL LR~ FHILEE R IR/ A BRI K 50
FAHRIEERE S, AT LSVM #1352 e %
A TR, R A BIA R T 73%H 75%.
Chen %5 NQOITRIGIENC LR RS T 17~35
AN F 0 U B ARt R RV 0 ) A K 22
S, 3 SVM ke X G2 AU 1 15 152 B 1 ) L 3 i it
AU LB AT 432 o WFST 4 2Rt s I T 0 A5
BB HERGF R 68%, HURMER 70%, FE5tEHN
67%, 2 WIIE R HLAR 7 > AT DAFE SR R0 540 B
B DX g3 HE A R A RIS 17 ) 155 o i L 2 R il A8 e
L, XA W B G E AR 4 ) 132 B 1)L B £ 3850
UM FRL i DX O 28 W 1 T RE AN A5 # ik
A5, I HZ AT 52 A5 R 3 P OUL SR B Y AR 4L
(Hosseini et al., 2013; Kraft et al., 2015),

5 HMBEFIMNATILERZERSEH
HENMBERR

51 &%

AR, HLAR 2% 20 7 e 52 B A S A Wk
IR v A R R ek a7 BB 9 0 R, A
PETRIMAELL T =A b, —, Plassednl
DA AR B 2 8] 52 R AR e G R, B AR ) 32
WS 5 S IR v 04 0 A5 5 g TR P TN 2 1
L R A B A A 45 5 (Morris et al., 1998), &
S8 B GE T2 07 3k (AN a2 4 [l U2 BT ff 5 B B4 el 2
AT P57 77 7 T R 7 55 82 6 7 (A B PR i)
(38 BLAE FH I B, ASREXT B iE 47 7804248
HILAS 27 20 OB 585 45 43 7 D) 5 e X — S 45 i 52 2%
[A) B, LA ST 1] 4% 5 1 25 9 4% (BPNN) A 5], BPNN
YA NG TAEBL ] AL, AN AT LA 2 A5
BT 56 R, 38 FT LAY AR 1 22 () 2 24 1 Al e ik
X Z (Lyu & Zhang, 2019), it R/E FHRHEF i &
DURE e, g R A 5 D R G i A K s
TAECHE, BPNN AR A A5 R0 A5 1) 1382 o 1
JL# (Wang & Bi, 2022), 55—, 5 AU 5 Bk
R By AR E, BLAS S =) — Ty Tk e 1 32 UL
W2 M5 m, 55— Jr meEHs A s L & & 1T 55,
S S (A B ) PN 43 BT 5 2 AR, SEELEL N TR
D S R A L B, MR A
A R I 1R A 50 A AR g, T B AR A
PEBCR A AMG . SRR X R, R A

IR G 32 SO0 1) 74 T R Sz e T g B2 AL ) 1) ek
INEAR I S H o KB T BE RN & 5 10 25 57 A2 el 52 e
T XURSE P P 300 52 B AR S G, 2 Ml 1) P
T Ao A5 L 3 R 1l %) 3 155 5k A A 4k, (IR EE
PEEZ GO R, KNS N B AR B AR PR RS
xR, R A AR BCHRE T h [] A  IR
TR ALTE HER 255 . BiI4n, Da Silva 5% A(2021)
ATl A5 R K Jre e ) 2 i i L 64T T 94.8%
BIHERG 425, IR R D ERAE AT 94k £ AR (CAM) T
FE TR I RRAE T AL B2 R (Grad-CAM) 7 45 1
P28 O 245 53 £ 5T 2 2 R GORRAE, BRI T R A
JUTE R % Jre )L B8 A ) 15 1) SRR W 42 ol R e 2 ok
T v A O 118 R i X3k 1) mT R AR A . X R eV A
IR LSt IR A A T, LA R bt i A Y S 4
A 2 14 B 2R JE 0 A A 8 PT LA g A 28 ) ]
it Bt
52 ARFMBETR

B, S X T B R A T
I 5 o i LA AT B AL 1, 68% 1Y [] B XU i A1 75
K 40%~60% 11— K 5E JF 22 18] e W) H A ) 3 R 1
(Vogler et al., 1985), JLA™ el 52 R fie B4 fo 16 3 [,
I ROBO1, DCDC2, DYXICI, KIAA0319, &4
WELFEILERN RN E T E#E EZEH
(Galaburda et al., 2006), JL F K i v] F8 P 1 58 7y
WIB B T4 LFE 2=/ 1 ARG, 2 B s e
T S0 90 4 f A I (Fox et al., 2010), BF9E %
B, XFahLFERT 1 ARG R fE e B A LB AT
A RCT B R CE Y 30% 54 0.31~0.84)iE = T
2 ARGRORT 3 ARG iR D 2R A L FE T30
4 0.23~0.27) (Wanzek & Vaughn, 2007), A itt, 78
o AT U 2wk ) B AR L, JCHE XA K
i XU 114 ] 52 e A )L 38 4708 A 1) S U3 2 ¢
O BRAYSE, BT RIR M A SR, U
— TUAIL B 2 2 1 ) 13 IR AR F 5T ) R AR S
(17~35 ™ A), HAWE b e B 6~17 %
Z W, JLERFERT(G~7 )X —Pr B s L7 2
25 120 RORIE IS 75 B LB LR I Y AT
B — 2R 35 T 1 AE JCE e, G T 3 % RN A 85 b g

7 ZEFEVE: Skeide 25 N (2016)IHF 3L 141 Lk, Hb 20
LR EWR N 5~6 B . X 20 ZHRTE 5~6 Z [ HE1T MRI
HE, 24 1.7 FGE W 7~9 &AL AT IRF 66 J10Ph, FUTE
BAE RN 3~7 B HIE .
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NGERS A% HLASA > 1 K Rk B 152 I i L 37 30 7 A vl g B2 T 2101

RS R R, L SRS I, A B P27 >
F1 588 DR 7324 S R Bt 32 e 155 e i )L 282 3 10 7 B0 A
TERIAT R IARICY), RAGEETTE . E . K
e Blrn R A RS

Hk, Bl 0 5E o R B i Bl i 5 22
I, RESRERG —, BAEHEANE TP
= > Y B S s e R0l A SR B S B — Yl R B 2
TR . B—BS R 2RISR B TR
JE 3k 1A [ 11 5 65 28 RS ] ) A, SR AE AR T
RGE—, BAE AT R RRIEANTR], Rt i B A e
B B o TRIMOAT S ST A I A S 4 R Al
JE, PR BT ), R BRI B R AR
PR AN G — B BLGRJTHE FE e 7 D] i e A L L F) fil
A . — 7T, RS . SRS
— O R PR A — RE R . R TR AR
I#] 7 1 b oA, M A5 4 T A AR A AN B — B
o J3—JiH, sy R HER R AR R E b Ik
THAR RN BTG 1708, &R
LN TR /AR T 14 Bl 35 o A5 A G Kol 2 o Ml 1%
Bl R o H/NREAS I 2R iR AR 25 5 B A%
ANEEAS ) LA DA B BARAE 55 B9 R o BHXT
DA TR0, S T LA s ] B A A S Sl SR A
AR s S i 5 — b P 55, 552 B0l R A5 Kk
Wl A PR . Yk, AT DL i 3 2 2R
P o G/ A R 1 2 A AL A I R R U
T (i A 45 07 SCHEAT AR

P, BT I TG A i PR S B ik B s e Ak
HAFRHE T Z B . AR R BT A B ik
A MR BRIz 2 FIIE B W8 28 48 Hh R I 21 i 28 4k
AT LU A ) i e AR50 B i 22 A AR ac ), (AR
GEI TSN T B 135 B 1 1) B A5 K T LA 9 £ B
MK AT A FRIC) N 2 R TR O B
I BAT I A A AR L ARiEA R L A
RO R AN 7 2255 AR o Lo ) HR 4
AR Im R AL b A0 B o, IIGREE X
SRACHNE o SR RO R T o S R T S
YRR T TR SRR A A9 il 31, (AR BATTHY
F R R B nT ) A BN 305, RRAR R S5 <L
P AR 36 O B AR B U, LR A ) A
TR AT g Rk s P BEAR o A7 A “FE R, BARY
T R 2 SR Z RAF A A A SR Y s (], B
TP RN AR RE 58 4 B s VR g B AR Al 7
FEE, HLER 7 > 00 PR RE 18 bn A H & i PR O I,

I F1 4380, B R ATRETCIRE A TR IR AR, 1R
SERE G R AR AR AN R . e, Tk
HI B TERF AN 2 o [ 32 B 1 1) LA 0 2 1y e 2 H
BN T h I LERMET Z A SR T 1. (22,
H R P IURTS0R AL 24 2] 5 R 2 B A T e
%t 2k (Atkar & Jayaraju, 2021; Oliaee et al.,
2022), Z HAS HE T LA 7~ 1Y I B2 FR AR 9 EEG
TF T 32 T 2% 3 2 i e T 19 4 ) 2 5 (R i) 2 B
BB 1) T 28 ) 3k DX 43 ) 15 e A )L 2 R L A Ok R )L
#, Oliace 55 A (2022)J1 B M X 45 72 ¥ 7 T3l iy
Ja BB e B AR LB AT A2, S PPAL B R AR
I T EIA SR L TR . M IRIA PCA
F1 R %1 A [4] ¥ $& (Sequential Floating Forward
Selection, SFFS)H ¥k, Mt 5% 1Y fini t EF 5
BB IR ARIE T4, KRB AT L2 4
f5i B O FE M ¥ (Transcranial Direct Current
Stimulation, tDCS)JG YT FIIN I Sk J5 1) il HL A
S AE AR DR A A AR 6 A DG RRAE R AE T B
EA, E BRI 7 B RRIE T 4R 1Y 43 VR Rk
) 92%, Atkar il Jayaraju (2021)ifi i —Fl 5 2
> —JC Wi B 2 ) 1 A R B I 45 B Y (Generative
Adversarial Networks, GAN)AE il P4~ =~ F 44
) B ML B0 R) 1 S s o AR, T A R B
AT MelGAN R 4E. 1% F&R gilid ik e B i )L 7
A A IR AR R SR IR R, BN
IR —ANE RN B T B . BRI 2=
TP T 05 LA B % B B T 30 T BT 4 5 R F
FEN G AOLES, e S AT S A
et — 24 .

e, O B = A R AR A2 B
oo Bl 2 ST Y 2575 22 R 5, (B4
RS REBAEYE, M ASHERE . KiE
TR A I As s b B 1k R i e AR A5
Ml B Usman 1 Muniyandi (2020)#4) 2 7 — 7
BET CNN B2 HOoE R (RNS)FEA T ) 12 i -4
SN ATTHIF RNS M FRIR B EETT &
T—MEE - S as, e FH%EE CNN i
17432 Z BRI 25 48 AT 4 e MRT B 19 A4~
BER 7 AL HHESET I, TR I
Bl SR TO B b AS LT . AN, AERURIE Y
) S R L AR A A W RE A R B L v A
PR EICHE T

ZE L RTIR, MLAS S O i b A T 5
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i LT A v B R A T UM B — B e £
B A B 5% A8, JT 0 S P B 95 ik 5 A
IYRRR, I ERETE 67%~100%2 18], 4R fil
2 PR B SVM, KRR ETH
A Ay (5] 5 R A S LR v 1 oy M RE . AE R
I5e) 152 P A A ML 28 2 S IR SRAAE R AR AR =2 | IR
TR, SHEBIRS G AR . Ry
PEERM B, FFH, B AR T BN A LE R
R SE, AT B OE 52 B 52 A L3 10 7 300 0
. AR BYBIFGE T e N R OGRS L 1 X
B R, 2 AR T s A 0 B B0 O (0 b e 0 F
5o Hk, BT B AR O N R T AN X
BT SR, R B IR R ST T A A I
B 05 1 LA ST 8 —Fm o 1 ) 1 R A SN P . R
KRMMRTEREZS N RFEHEWER . 17
. WiERSE) . IRE SR L R RS
VR BE 4 I HESRAR m HLAR 2% T W B0 g, AW ik
Ay AL A [ 52 R A O A AR e 2 ST BN A S e
()12
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RN FR G 53 T ) SCRR
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Application of machine learning in early screening
of children with dyslexia

BU Xiaoou, WANG Yao, DU Yawen, WANG Pei
(Department of Special Education, Faculty of Education, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: Developmental dyslexia is the most prevalent form of specific learning disorder with a
neurobiological basis that not only restricts an individual's academic achievement and career development,
but also negatively affects an individual's psychological and social adjustment substantially. Recently,
machine learning has been gradually applied to the early screening of children with dyslexia due to its
powerful data processing and mining capabilities, accumulating richer results in various aspects such as
standardized psychoeducational testing, eye tracking, game testing and brain imaging. However, machine
learning still has limitations in terms of participant selection, data collection, transformation potential,
security and privacy. Future researches need to focus on the early identification of pre-school children with
dyslexia, construct multimodal data, and find the best classifier among multiple classifiers to obtain optimal
parameters, which will eventually achieve widespread use in clinical practice.
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