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R 73 0T A — R EL AR RS, B RZN 1%

BRI B YETT AT 28
IEBESE L ROR A L A O R SRR IR OF BRI BOR B A 2 3B 46 SE AR AL

1B 45 5
(Carpenter & Buchanan, 1994) . 4K, W 503 F FH NG LG A A RS #if 43 SRAE B8 35 (1) A
SRR, AR RKPUARTRE FEL,  E0T A = RRE ORAE, D B AR A A
()93 BEAL A2 A S HF

(Bakhshi & Chance, 2015; Palaniyappan, 2017) . LI Bk 5> 24iE
S AT 2 SR P W A R 2 /R e R G £ 20 1) 350 i 22 S A 0 R A5 5 R O SR VAR AIE - SR
X —TT AR G R TCE N TR AR b, B
ANELEANAE . HLaRaE SIX — Wb e -

(Machine Learning) ;K] PA5R
IBM (International Business Machines Corporation)
/s Al [ Arthur Samuel (1959) #2£Hi. Tom Mitchell #2 Hi 8 72 HIE R IHLAR 5 > & X

TR THERER P, R —MTENEFAE T LU P EEMIEREESR E
1M B HIEH, MAFKIXAN T HNFE NS E 2227

(Mitchell, 1997) o 7 #1597 45
s, BT FA ML 5 20 DRGSR B P 2 A5 e . A R SR A A ZE AR Lk
AT, RN I do E AT S 3 8 0 ORI
H il S A B E R NS 5 2 0 2071, SR e AT b s 3 HORE 43 43 240
H##%  (Ardekani et al., 2011; Nieuwenhuis et al., 2012; Winterburn et al., 2017) . A& /& AR
v AR R SR B AR D RS e gy BUIE B SR (Zarogianni, Storkey, Johnstone, Owens, &

2016) o FEYIZRERL AT RE A, A B RFAE —

et

B B

Lawrie, 2017) LA & [X 43 4b T A5 [5) 95 9 B B 19 i PR 2 2% (Guo, Palaniyappan, Liddle, & Feng,

5 [X 7 %% 0 0 5 2 R AL, DL
A RUIE A L R NNV R R AL 27 21 73 BT FURT LUAE 1o 70 ZROAE FA 09 12 W
Tija FIWr 7 RBCHIWAR R AR IC ) - R SR

G127
MU TN T H#TRERR: EAEHEERISEINEEZSE, LK
ot CARER P ol 65 A B X A 20 RUE FB 3 R R B AR TT R HIMLE 2 ST AT R G,

FHIHR BT BOE 0 FUETRHLES L IR RRIR, BRJG IR HRRH T
1 HSEFINEELE

R WL 7 >3 B RS 1 93 20 1R i 454 4R

(structural Magnetic Resonance Imaging,
sMRI) £y, £ EDRASE AN AA PSR BUR IR . FR AL 4R AL R 3. ISR
DA LUK R AR RS AE A (L 1)



» M52 4% h FE HURHIE HE,
Bl BT, RETREL
L AR

SFFRE A RS, BRiESE
R A

MR K5 | o RO 45

ERSERITIE | « it () SR T

L > I i o R BE A SR (1 ML
SRR o 4 Rl A 25 Y BT e s, AT IR

Pff, AT
> ERGT R = PRl R R 1 fiE

o 4 FE L0 UM
Fi

B 1. REREEERPLESEEI PR

1.1 RV HE

TERGH 7 ZERE I S5 M BT FT b, SR {5 M2 B ORI PG 2 23 B O L il . BF 2385 B2
BEAT MG S B, DAORIE T L8 2 20 B i T SE VAN Rtk o ARG S A h R BB )
ot SR K 1 73 BB SR A A S B M 2R . BouE R ISR o AF 838 A0 I 2R B it
S AR, RIS U SRR TR AR R SR kR AR Y, e 2 A AR
P for e e 25 ) VERE

1.2 FHEREAERIFFIE LI

RRAE PR AEFIRFIE B FR A RUR S A Rz AL Re 70, RBIE AL B EEOP IR, XhE4E%
PRI F IO . R IR PR I v A A A AR AR B B R, DTV E R o
(Principal Components Analysis, PCA) o RFIEE 45 M 505 Bl B 4 5 1At s b odk ICR A e
G FRRCR IV RHE TR R, 2782 0 00 43 A 5 SR AR B 10 2883 43 A AR ABL.- Guyon,
Weston, Barnhill FIVapnik (2002) J& J- AN #E WA RAAEE FE 7775 70 il UEVE  (Filter) . 13
7% (Wrapper) FHR AL (Embedded), =JERFIEESRETTIEAERS 14 ZU0E B2 148 70 St
Forbp A N o R EVEAR Y AL A G T HR AR B 55 300 18] A AH SR AR AE BEAT VR 27
AR T E R BB A8 I AN OB B, A3 BT FRACRMIE Z [ AR G 1, 3R e ik 5 30
B HAH R o A0 B0 SR AR BV 1 20 SRR RE G D ARFALE Q{5 FH 26 T S ey B LI 3 VA R



TEWSBRJ79%  (Support Vector Machine-Recursive Feature Elimination, SVM-RFE) 1 F4HE
IRANVES IR PR 23 RN R 72, fEUIZRd fErh A S PR AL T4, IR
SFOEAE N GRd AR  A Se e £ 4 2K Be DU SR IR AE . BRILZ A, B F0 338 vT AR DAAE SOk
e PR BRRFAE {51 4K G e 43 RERE £ 52 245 W 5 T K 1) SOIR A 10 5645 B A2 R

(Nieuwenhuis et al., 2012) ,

1.3 JIZREE

TFF 03 R FIAIL 2% 27 20 S0 T R R AR B AR A R o WL 3% 27 S0 S — R Ay ol
B IR 2, X BITE T SRR A8 IR A B 1 99 2645 Rl HARME . 7ERG oy 2
KERIWE A, WERE B E L EF &ML (Support Vector Machine, SVM) . £k [
(Linear Regression) 45 7B 2% 5] VLR FURE 1 43 ZLRE 838 5 im fis TR A (g R TR 7 43 2 il

/%Eo

1.4 TEEEBYANF P AR BTN 4 48

ZALRE TR AR EAE F TR AR i Re 70, WS R M e R R A B AL AR ),
PHERERL S (B, 2016) o (EFGMHZGERIBTFE Y, IEMZE  (Accuracy) . BURME
(Sensitivity) BI#r4=3%  (Recall) . &#EZR  (Precision) FlEEHFME  (Specificity) e f B
MIPERESE B I A2 HIT IR B AORE A K S AEA S HU B 2 b BUBHESR T B R AR
FLPHPEREA BB o AR PR A 5 B N AR A 0 e o e S Ik FR T Ao
KRATFTEBEREARI E . AREMEREE RAE R, SR E RIPCE L. TR S %
TIR B E  AERERSLS W] SR TR R R 2

1.5 32 X563

A X IR E AR PE . SO R LRI PP BV BE 1A RO V%, Bl kb
HRERAE CURRAE PR AE IR AEIE £ ) IR ATESS XBEH . KPEXWIE  (K-fold cross
validation, K-fold CV) J& & WLINAS XIRIETVE, ERFEARS KA, BRXHLK-1 49
G, RTINS, FPR IR R A RATIGE K. ERZH RS, PHEk
FEAEH 5 Hraf 1047 22 IR AIE, WAl RIS AR RN B G AR VER € KA (Dwyer,
Falkai, & Koutsouleris, 2018). M2 F|IFEARKIIRG], ARG IOHFE s R K



P18 RIFE R R T A —— B —3¥E  (Leave One Out Cross Validation, LOOCV), H K
IUREARSBIN o B — VR BRI, (HEA mmZE . mAEIT Sk s

FEN, B BT TRERZT XKIE  (Nested Cross Validation) (Madsen, Krohne,
Cai, Wang, & Chan, 2018) . %% 32 I UEELIE VP A S AL M B 1) SMIG AR T3 PR SRAFAE
RIRSEIIREIR, /NSRS R R AN R IR B0 R PP A B AL SRR AE . TS
B, BOFRFEEIRARZE, MR NREARBHR T MR, SR ETA A RS Bl
A 2 b WA SR VL3 5 S B 90 A kB 52 R IEJ7 7% (Borgwardt et al., 2013; Dyrba,

Grothe, Kirste, & Teipel, 2015; Peng et al., 2017; Zarogianni et al., 2017) »

2 ETIEGHFHEREE S RIERE SRR T LMR
TATAF20104F LA 10 4 24 SR F I 45 H0 (R B0 (LIS T1 IBUR. SRR

1%  (Diffusion tensor imaging, DTI) ) HINLA: B FLbAT SCERAE 2, A8 A B0 808 R0 3
Web of Science, PubMed , Elsevier , KM 8 IR FE “ structural MRI” ,  “ Machine

[13

Learning” Support Vector Machine” , SVM , schizophrenia , “ high
risk”, schizotype PAM  “ voxel based morphometry”, VBM , “ grey matter” , * gray
matter”, DTI, “ diffusion tensor imaging” FIANFEA L. £ 1 FHIHEIEF20199 1 17
42 3 (0 347 SCHR G 32 27 RS 2R

AR 7> PG AL TR T 7] — L2, AR B 70 9 SRS HOE AN 2 S Bl . iR
T 3R BT AR AN [ J0 425 ) A X A 4o 0 BRE M 2 A RO WL 5 21 0 SRR, 1 SORH %
MR T I R A B HLER 2 WP FE . BT DTIR RIS HL &2 I 0T 7L, B RS
WIS WS B AT B A 45 I LES S ST T IX — U EAT 4534

2.1 ETREWRR LIRS SEZE IR

ST IS R RO HL 2 ST AT, o PR RO AE L4 RIS AR 1 R PR e 2
FERE. TERKESHER, LIMBPERE R IR R RO ML B, DR B
AR R RO TIE AN . LI ST KR LB, B WFT 20 E A
36.84% F98% 2 [l; EAAE T, MEFTATI . BOUIHH A0 45 MR T DAk B 8 ) E 2.



2.1.1 FEHRIE

TERG S ZUE R A3 T, SREAR B R ME 39, BKAE N 606 , ZHF T FEA
B 100 5 SRIEHRIE 44.74% FI198% 2 10); WHFLst RigH, H LR, HpE. B F
Bl irbE, BEE BORIE L WS AT MR 0 A R B e )
IEFR: BP0 RIEMR MR AN R, AR VE T RE 2R 23 3R I, A IR ARFALE
XA RS H N E A E R

K503 B0 FE 7 (0 i 5 KA B FRERAE A F 93 SR OB AR R 2 [ s 1o 3 R 5
Rk e xof HE Iy e J2 JEE FE A AT A0 MT Bk 7 AR AN SIS Bz 22 FE R0, A PR
T RBF (Radial Basis Function) #% ) SVM k#4773 28I F B —IEIRIE, R1G 81.77% K]
TR RIEME,  77.55% HIPIIBURMERT 86.75% Tk mtt, D5 K DU 2
NTREREE SER KSR IEHRRE  (963%, FrRtEh 98.8% . HuUskitR
88%) ; AHILIRKAFLE L BT - G RGAGI - TR 52 R >, (HBR
KIZBEER (Guo etal, 2016) .

FEAP R FErh, G T B 55 0 P A o 20 %5 e AT EL ) AR E A % 7 12508 B
43 i X PRI AR J5 2 AR N RRAE RE S 7 7 R IEH % . Chin, You, Meng, Zhou 1 Sim (2018) i
FFHBE M RIX B )7 (sequential region-of-interest (ROI) selection) 7644 i [X 1) 7K i
B FERUE IR PRI AL, 4 RIS AR MRS 33 7 125 T K 84 K b 43 4 SR 1434
fEREXTIR CIZREE) [0 FEIEHIFR I 86.6% - F H 92.0% , K STANKE 14> 240 24 1284
fEREXTIR CIRAE) IS IERIZRM 83.5% 1213 89.4% , AN Ifidk 2 7 4> ROI )
o4, ORFERIREL FihE. BREL SR, B EREL 2 A E. &f
W TEE LU AR I P VR X 73 JIERE S IS . Nieuwenhuis 25 A (2012) RAIEE T
IREIIHAZS T (Voxel-Based Morphometry, VBM) 2 H 3 £ K (5 551 25 1) R 5 5 i
Bl, FZRMEREBRER . YEAARITF R, K2R ANESE, 2R A
NIERFE TR0 RSSO AE, AT ] SVM B0k I iy, e BORL 2 4 S T 10% f
RHIEVE NINRFE, 53 56 T AL 70 2B 2 e W I SORIR I IR R B JEE AR T X
(K12 53 % AR A ONRRAE . A FHZRTE SVM. BVALE 239 Mk ( 128 AN AT 111 AR
SRR PSR, IR A IR . 4 SRR T SRR RN B U AR s 3T B A AL
FBIEFHARER:  71.4% FIFIEMRE, 73.4% KPP BUBRTER 69.4% 1T 35 71k
RFAE 277 M (155 AN EFR 122 AME R D 8 th BEA7 3000, 1531 70.4% 114y

6



KIEWE, 67.1% MBURTER 73.8% [MRE S0 BFFURILEZ B 5L 5 A0 5 Y 2K
B BRAR, TSR JEC A 20 R A Mk - 20 5% 2 2

B 1A F AN [ B0 R AR e 5 07 3, BF R B AR AN [F) BV 4 R IE W R
Salvador 2 A\ (2017) 1 FI 127 AN BExt BEAN 128 AMkh 4143 U £ 35 10 00 R A R4 98 A ) 5
P RE . %R R SIA (IS Ridge , Lasso , SPEMZ%  (Elastic Net) , LO
JUEENALZ A5 (LO Norm Regularized Logistic Regressions) , £k SVM , ENI4L,
HI54 M1 (Regularized Discriminant Analysis) , FEHLZRA  (Random Forests) A7l id f2
4r2%%  (Gaussian Process Classifier) , K IERX/\FEERIANSRERHTRKRER,
SREBHRE  74.1% B)76% 2 [,

AR FEACIE WA 5 >3 R T X 43 K 4 20 SR R FES T, T LB 253X 40 A
(e SRR 4 7y BT BB . AW IT R A FHLAS 3% 00 X 006 TosAEAEIR ARG 4o oy 2UTE SR, 7E
2351 R RELIEAR (KA o 43 RLRE 538 AN 234514 SRAERE TR 14 RS e 03 B AR (KR AR o R B 2
Fom (AFEHBIEsX) o Al (middle cingulate gyrus) AN - )2 T
(fronto-subcortical) X 35 [¥) 2K i % & fEAR U M X 2> PR 24K, IERRIEF] 78.26% (Tas et

al., 2018).

2.1.2 BRIBHIITRIE

D1 52 B9 AR A S IR FH 250 R 520, 8 PG Aoh 20 BAE SR PRI 2854 W B R AR — 8 IRl
A5, SN E BT 7 BRI . B RORS R BT B B> R B AR R TR, Xt
X —BER I TOA R TR R ZURE R 2 BRI o 75 5 RORS 23 20 S35 1 20 250
Fo, REEARR/MUNA2, BOKIEFI 480 5 P IEFIRIE 44.74% 5 96.7% 2 i, {E4E
MEJ T, A COngi b lal, AR RS o SR E L BRI AN (5] R 5 AR AE B R
T RIERIR

O3 2 1) BRI T B BV  IRA,  7E 127 AN R R 127 AN R HE ) 40 25 00F 7
1, Squarcina® A (2017) $2 68N BN MR [X ) ¢ 22 5 FE R, 70 ) x4 AN JEROM: R X 2
SVM Hik, ARHE» L RIEHL 5 AN ARFRIE s FIFH BRARAE @ B8, ] SVM 5%
%% 2] (Multiple Kernel Learning, MKL) 5y AT YN ZRFNTGN, AEZ0 F[5], %50 e ] 5 8 A0 5

H [ B4 85% ) fie e IR



TE B SR 4 ZRE B TP B FU AR T T AN IR) SV L FH T 2 I 85 R R 2 22 I 040 114
SR FEI . Winterburn 25 A\ (2017) { ¥ %5 [H)H  (Logistic Regression, LR) . SVM ({1,
FHZME SVM H1 SVM-RBF ) MIZPEHR 5534 (Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA) —#f
BSAT oS, T2 MG S 38 0 28 P R 2 S, I R A (45 SO451] 11 R il b 7 2
B ASOMI f FEXT I, BT 1 SN Re A oy 2/3 NERARAN 173 iR, B2 2tk
SVM B3 T K U FE BRI, 43 SR IE 26 b v 7Tk 69.6%  CRRURRYE 77.8% , R Stk
57.9% ) ; fEH] SVM-RBF Sk 2 5 FER e BEAT 70 9, ey 70 R IEW AR T A 73.5%

(HBUERE 58.8% , HFME 88.2% ) &

2.1.3 &R AN#

51 RRE Ao BORE FE AR LG, WU o i AR % 7 HL i 5 H A R T AR s Ao 43 1
AN TTDRE SRR B R A o 0 FH A 48 R 500 o2 fs N BRE R 3 R T b, ek
B0, RIEFEAE 36.84% 572% 2 6. Hrf, HHE5EE 8RR F ARSI
SVM AR 254 & fa MARI25 44 (g AT IRAMAIEAT 4398, R H B — V4T 28 UBRAIE, 3R
B2% MK IEHR (UK 68%, RrmtE76%) , XD, WD55m. 5o, @ kE.
B E] BIR RIS AN, A2 AU R A DO A O T o A N i 5 X kL
AR EARE  (Valli et al., 2016) .

22 ETIRHKERGHNRRSHREIMR

SRR B R Ty — i BN S5 A BB . K TAEI T 32 B B BT 4 Can s A A il
RIFEE) WAR, &ANI70 ERIRECRFE, 2IE R R TREEKE IR K 70T R ER
() 2% m) e Ve A8, TR 9T 1 o 45 4 R A2 B R T [F] (Meoded, Poretti, Mori, & Zhang,
2017) o BIA LT DTIRINL R ) 0 2R TTRUD, BEASEAE423] 154 22 (8], BFFUH R
FRE 35 & ) St 43 %k (Fractional Anisotropy, FA) . #lioRikik &  (Axial Diffusivity,
AD). FEHIREGKE  (Radial Diffusivity, RD) . ~“FI7RE#R  (Mean Diffusivity, MD) 4,
MALE 273 28R EE, BUA R 70 RIER F a8 AN 60% , s Al ik 98%

AT R 504 KE 1 73 ZERE £ FH 5044 18 B HE ) IR B A4, 6T DTI ¥
TH5H FA FIMD 18, {8 HIPCAFRL4EJFAEEE H 3T MO REA ¢ K06, BER PAE KT 0.5 1)



RFAE, FIFH Fisher ZMEF1 5 /0 Il S5y . 25 BRI FA (R R £ (RS B0 7E i A rh 3R
1394% IERIZE (BUEME96%, RERME92%) 7 X 43 BE 77 MRFAESE i 75 KM R 3 11 i X 3,
WXUMA € (external capsule) ; i F MD {E 4 2 frOAB A /E R4 1) TE %6 98%  (fi
EIE96% , FrFE 100% O 5 FEMIIERGZ KRR e B Z A % 454 FA F1 MD %
BEAT 3 R RA B SRR 1 4y RIE AR 2 CIERfSR . BIUR MR RS 53 1 25 96% )
(Ardekani et al., 2011) .

Fhh, AR ERT DTIEWE H 184 FE AL 48K FA . MD. RD Al AD 18,
1 FH 2L BEHLARAR (K38 VIR AL F29E (Random Forest-Recursive Feature Elimination, RF-
RFE) BEHRRFE, R BEALARMR AR 524N 8 83 A48 HEXT HE (0 s o kA7 )1l o
MWk, BRN71% M BIEMR EURTE 67.3% , FrRtE75%)  HREHBAX 13N E K
BHE A2 FEXT AT 21 76% [ 70 R IEWR R (UK 76.9% , R51E75%) , BA X fE
JIWRFAERSL TG 2R 4E . /D - Ffid - )= [EIE% (the cerebello-thalamo-cortical circuits)
MK L4 (Deng etal., 2019) .

Pettersson-Yeo 46 A (2013) FIFH FA A7 % 194N @ fa AN FI23AME e f] . 19
KR I3 BERTIRAEAT 202, A SVM BEEE] 65.79% (0 KIEMZE, HEUK
P8 68.42% , FrRPESN 63.16% .

2.3 BT ZESREAGEIRNNEZE MR

B T SRS R, DA B FIE 2R G 2 PSS I SR B RS ik 2 2 B B 1
N SRR RT3 Bl ZBESM B 21 70 KA 8 |, SRR RTE463]
144 Z[8], JyZRIEHIZRIE 54.9% 2 100% 2 (8], 5 T1 IBUREEE S & 108 B
¥ ESThREMEILIR A8 (resting state functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, rs-fMRI) £
FIDTIZHE

Peruzzo %5\ (2015) 454 T1 JIBUEAI DTIEME, KAAES KGR SVM Sk
HIURFIE, SR Z2A%%5% 5] MKL S0 234N 27 RO w1 o3 240 28 2 A 234 e xR k4T 4028,
B R Rk E) 93.5% , W IEFRMRMEORE S, B R, BFE. Hask, B
55 [ AR SF A AR A 2 AR AR, A Bl ApEl, BUR R BORIEL WS R e,
HEE 400 1 s AP i By 1) B 2 SRR, RO 10y o /NI A AP AR AR R B A R Bk Bl . e 4t

Sui %8 A (2013) & HH —Fh Z BLZSEL & 1) 7775 —— mCCA (multi-set Canonical Correlation



Analysis) 1 jICA (joint Independent Component Analysis) , ¥ rs-fMRI . 45 ¥14 1 DTI f{)
BARPIPSE &, X358 R 0 240 B 3 FI28 44 et B AMAEAT 20 28, R I B 2 5 )
HIEFRIE 50%~70% Z[A], ZAESHIR EFRIE 60%~80% ZIAl. F4k, %Wt
EHET rs-fMRI . T1 INBUE AR B EHE  (Electroencephalogram , EEG) R JHJMSZFEA
t £2%, mCCARI SVM-RFE ZEFHRHE, N SVM B -TH7 28 IS IE 7 VETE43 M
I FNE B A8 FEXT 1S 21 91% 70 RIERA =R, JF H.BL 100% FIE# R R IX 73 5
ANKG #2324 BB RN S AN IR (Sui et al, 2014) .

FARBLIY BER S 7 AR RS SAAR ML 38 25 ST R 78 20 SR IE R e e, (LA 72 (KR A
EIEEBUN. Ik, RS IR B X 43S 4 R R 47 T B AR

2.4 M GHBFRITABBRESNIEEIMR

PRGBS N RAR B LLAL, B R0 K I A s AT B A 45 S 1 4y
FRHERINLAR 2 IR T, U BIF 0 2R VORI 5 18 B AT A B 45 & R i ) S IE I 26

ARFFRHBT FB AR S B R R 4r 280K (Wisconsin card sorting
test , WCST) MEHIRFELS G, FIHMSLES 7 Hr dbB 8, i SVM BEAE 19N F #f
Gy B £ R 6N Ex IR B B s S 91.58% I SKIEMZ, 1EB] WCST A 5 %Al
NSRBI YR A A Re A X 4 BB R XS B (Chu, Huang, Jian, Hsu, & Cheng,
2016) . Zarogianni 5§ A (2017) 3444 BA S EAL S 0 e S A 5 2 7 A2 ks b o
FUEEF, R SVM-RFE BVEAE &M X 1)K % FE 44 . Rust Inventory of Schizotypal
Cognitions (RISC) [l 4570 A1 QW 1% 5 %7 % (Rey Auditory Verbal Learning Test,
RAVLT) 135y PR TRHEE RS, F SVM BEBHTHN, /32K IERZRESI94%, w0
PR 5% FE BRI 3 IE R (88%) » EbdrupZs A (2018) X464 1 KA ¥ 4 245 o Al
S8AMEE RN HEREAT 202, 5 A AT B CELE 5 IO ) 8 3R 5 = ORI 22 N ) 23
(Danish Adult Reading Test) ) Al T1 J#Lf%. DTIMEEGHIEIEIIRE 51%~68% 1532k
EFER, AT AUE FAREIR 2 2K4E R (60%~69%), Rl T B FFT B8 25 H0His 1) 43
KL (49%~56%) . KL, TUABFFUHRN 45 64T A A0 5 (8 550 1) 2 2R 4 ST Re AR
TR AR, ARG G B0 e 75 U B IE R R A A — PR
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3 HSFEIMRKER
AL >0 L TR0 2 B U, R B RO R R R 0 S A P fE AT

B IRBEAT 7328, A B T RSO K A B PN LS . DF BB, HRE —%
JabR, AR AT OB A B A2 A e ) L ATIAFAE IF) e, R AR Ak

3.1 HEARE

P 2 Sl G5 1 DA RE 7 R M o fe N R TLs 27 ST BIF R ) R A 2 DL K 73 2R 1 e
FFHRARIEAZE . W 2 FR, FEARETESOR] 150 I, femi s RIEMEE S, HAEKT
400 I}, BREIETIFRE A 60%~72% o HBU/NEAR 7 IR ZR w0 ORRE A 73 28 IE I AR
HEOATREA W R 1) HEARR/NSFEE AT E MK AUER . NIZGHEAR TR NE S
FEONGAR Sy, GRS G SR E: WilreARED /N, &5 0L E oK 2y
FIERAZE, RIMEAE/NEEAS T P 45 2 i IE B 2 AT 0 PSR AE — MR PR RE . AT FER M,
B E — AN AL 1) A 0 & b T B 758 100 N IAFE A (Beleites, Neugebauer, Bocklitz,
Krafft, & Popp, 2013); 2 ) WA KFEARFJC R 53 FARFAE L K FREAC R, B JC PR REATHFAE
W, BHGERERENEE, B RIEMZE: 3) KEAFIRESRRE Z o, &F
e B PR T RESE s, AT BRAIR 7 SR IERA 2

FEAS B AN S B BORS i 73 2 UL 2% 2% I B AU IR A — KW (Madsen et al.,
2018) o FEAE AR 3 2R R AR IR AT R RS L RSP SROAE A AR R PR AN B 3 =
PRIHE . 51 B AR IR AR 1 Bl AR5 0 4 1) 32 B8ORS DA L e 1) P WA B K i
G SAAR KA « K5 HhJ3 ZONE 838 52 3mSR A 25V RIE I I 52 0 , 7R B SR B8 I 75
BREREZ NI T ), RIEMERE R, PRI 55K 0 R0 A 9% O 0 AR BIE e e A B T
BN Brivz Ah, ZrofdEdt = W R TR R K 2 —, SO daiciR A S M
SHEAME, I HAFEREE B AGPLAERAA R B0 )

RKZAT AN / F0w] LLIE S 6 E PSR R BRI 22 4, i—H
ZHAMNAbRE, EAB TR T LN 2 PO ILE, WRFEAE. HHAEEN
AZHOHHERS, T ERIEAAARHER AT B — B0 7EACFRREA S I, BEAT RS b
I B AR 1 B 10 D7 W OR B A FRRAE, PRUEBE B, 32N fE 458, A
FH KRR A K0 8 G20 5 MR HE (K05 280 o T 7 38 9t T DU 3L 5 95 22 vh OB i e B A
R BFFCE I IAE 4 A USCER T RORE A7 SRIE R R R x HER 1 0 45 4 5, )
T 4 A0 BRI R, R 4 MR B A H oY (the meta-model). #f
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FORIZ IO 5 3 T Fir A s AL B R A B A LE (Dluhog et al,, 2017) o AU,
EIZ OO R TR IR AL T — Mo i

3.2 7Z1LRE

HLES 27 > (0 H AR R AL I 2515 2RO RO MR I il Fl TR AR, RERA B Az AL fE
1o BR T HEAREA LR RIZ AL F151, HLAS 5 ST ISRt R A B 5 Tt Rt 2> i
ZACRETT o W LA S i R (R D0 A P TR — AR A R BE S AR A S5 2R, AR e 6 I
AT MR IARRE, WFE AT A FEA R BEAT IO FEA ¢ RS0 I U M X, FREAT I 2%
& MEMBIEENIR D SREATE N RERNEE, BRGEREIS LR, HEAR
AR T IR 2 A RE T BT 7T 38 A 4 Ja BT 70 Hh L3 G {5 S, T R O A5 P R B A SO IR
(Madsen et al., 2018; Dwyer et al., 2018) , fEVFAHE RN, Bz, il
WiZLEES), Dwyer % A (2018) AR K A R E S =it IILI, Y de 2% Hh Lo s LA R 2
i, — EORRCGHARAY, T E WA ACEE = LA, R AR HEAT I B, AT PRAIE R )

ZARE

4 RFKMMREE
KIS o 53 S0 I A AT 52 2 ST 9 0T A RR AR b i P 26800 I FRCREIR A

M NASEE R . Kambeitz 25 A (2015) 75K #7245 28 2 R BEGS FE )G 52 AR B85 2%
WEgTh, RS R R EUR R N N &, BEERS . PIPEEIR S MR IR L 3 . SOk i
DT oy RS AR . ZIC TR I, AERS RO A % 51 0 K UM e s BH
REAR 5 B PSR PR RS S M s HORS 48 25 0 SRR R M ik . [RIUE, FE X 43
A EPFFR I B SR S TS B, AT AN RS B NS R, 4R KR

AR, BEETFENBARN SRR, RS IR E R AT RS’
PAN TR W4 30 R, SO AT RAE % T I, fERUR. UL, 1B 55 2 A4y
FHALF  (Bengio, Courville, & Vincent, 2013; Lecun, Bengio, & Hinton, 2015; Schmidhuber,
2015) . PinayaZ% A\ (2016) ffi IR EE &M% (Deep Belief Network) , 7 143 k& 5
L BB R 8349 fek FE X IR P A5 B T 73.6% MUY K IET R (UK 7637% , KRt
70.74% ), MmN SVM FIERIEHZE (68.1% ) . Dwyer5E N (2018) 47, &
2 O] TR TR REA K Rl G B G RN I A0 A o DRI, BF 9038 T DAYESRAG R AR B 1)
Bl b, SR IR BE 5 ST T AT 0 2, IR TORS I 3 2RE I N TE B -
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LA O T R A B AR AN 45 Rk S WA E, i T8 = BARME BAVE I 5 0 2 5
ANEAFFE 2 (AR HMEBEAT LEAL. 4 ML Riley(2019) 45 HFE L& 27 2] B T~ AN [ 24 R s i
IIVAS RVAZ Rl INEA ETTPARIRMESE S =g ANT

5 B

I[ARY=]=|

HLES 5 I HAR WER 4R 0 FIE ., 0T AHR BB 9038 72K S AT T, $R 7¢
H e oy ZLE RS SURTNTENLS], B SR AEIAR e SEBURS e i U . A SC R
TG, SRR T SRS . SRR A 17 B 5 AR B8 5 ST i
Fto HBRASINRARIINLAR S 2] RIEHRAE 36.84% F98% 2 0], £E:F T1 kUg, 45
SRR AT RIS 1 i 45 KR AE TS LA KX R Ao o R £ v S AR B s
T DTLHIHLAR S 1078 2 R F IRk S HFAE, (HR A SN BIE T, &5
e H I RE 5 i 20 28 IE A R i X BREFAERFIE R AN, MRIE G — B . 2SI
41K 53 FIEHIZEAE 54.9%~100% Z [7], ZHBF TSR, AR/, 2B
PR BEN T RS EIE A SRR K IEWR, AR REE— B8 47 R
SR B 25 45 (K 7 SRR TS BB (K 70 8RR, (HRE A 2 8 48 i 3 S IE I R A3 5
BE—DIAE.  H AT ) ZLRE U B8 5 ST 8 B REAR AR R RZ AL RE 1 595 IR,
HRHIE T B 2 O I KA R AT ALY ZRRIEGAIE,  DLSRIRAS 5 ] S (A R 0 B A 20
RHIE, A RETEIR PR 928 R 35 S RVE
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201909.00203v1

chinaXiv

1 XH2E
it HAR was Sk WAEL SEXRIE THi%

Greenstein, Malley, SCZ(98) HC(99) T1 RF 73.7%

Weisinger, Clasen, &

Gogtay, 2012

Iwabuchi, Liddle, & SCZ(19) HC(20) Tl Linear SVM B 63.9%~77%

Palaniyappan, 2013

Gould et al., 2014 CD(74) CS(126) T1 Linear SVM Leave-2-out HCvsCD:  64%~72%



201909.00203v1

chinaXiv

HC(134) HCvsCS:  59%~67%

CDvsCS:  54%~59%

HCvsSCZ :  59%~68%

Luetal., 2016 SCZ(41) HC(42) T1 SVM SVM-RFE ik 79.5%~88.4%

Chin et al., 2018 Ik Tl SVM sequential ROI selection YIRS
SCZ(84) HC(43) algorithm 86.6%~92%
PR pllEe
SCZ(57) HC(28) 83.5%~89.4%

Takayanagi, Y. et.al., FEP(52) HC(40) T1 LDA 81.2%~96.7%

2011

Dluhos et al., 2017 FEP(258) T1 SVM vk 52%~66%
HC(222)
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201909.00203v1

chinaXiv

Xiao et al., 2017 FEP(163) T1 Linear SVM WFEA  t K36 (p<0.05) RS &5 81.8%~85.0%
HC(163)

de Moura et al., 2018 FEP(32) chronic T1 MLDA H—ik SCZ vs HC : 73.0%
SCZ(143) FEPvs HC : 59.4%
HC(32) sensitivity

Rathi Y. et. al., 2010 FEP(21) HC(20) DWI Parzen window classifier, KNN, 69%~86% sensitivity

SVM 68%~85% specificity

Deng et al., 2019 R DTI RF RF-RFE ik WEE: 71.0%
FEP(52) HC(48) MREE:  76.0%
PR
FEP(13) HC(12)
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Sui etal., 2014

Qureshi, Oh, Cho, Jo,

& Lee, 2017

Tas etal., 2018

Peruzzo et al., 2015

Luetal., 2018

Valli et al., 2016

Karageorgiou, E., et.

al,, 2011

Chu et al., 2016

Ebdrup et al., 2018

IR

SCZ(43) HC(48)

bl 8

SCZ(5) HC(5)

SCZ(72) HC(72)

SCZ(23) schizo-
obsessive (23)

FEP(23) HC(23)

FEP(44) chronic

SCZ(44) HC(56)

HR(25) HC(25)

SCZ(28) HC(47)

SCZ(19) HC(16)

FEP(46) HC(58)

DTI
rs-fMRI
Tl
rs-fMRI
EEG

T1
rs-fMRI

T1

T2

T1
DTI
rs-fMRI
Tl
T1
T2
Tl

Neuropsychological

T1

the error rate of the WCST
Cognition data(DART,WALIS III)
T1

Linear SVM

SVM(RBF/Linear), ELM, LDA, RF

SVM-RBF

SVM, MKL

SVM

Linear SVM

stepwise LDA
PCA-LDA

SVM

naive Bayes, LR, SVM, decision

tree, RF, auto-sklearn
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mCCA, WAt 8k
SVM-RFE

ACO

SRR (p<0.05)+ 45 &
SVM JEHHIE
SVM-RFE

Wilk’s A(p=0.05 f£f ,p=0.10
MiEE )

AEESRIRE]S

A X RE

10 A4 28 XHIE

IRERIIE (SN2
ANHPTAEXIAE, W

AT D
Bk

ik

¢ B A~ (60%~80%)

5.

RS 66%~93%
HEZ o7 (>80%)~91%

IR

B 50%~90%

S 80%~100%

RS 42.4%~93.0%

LA 54.9%~99.3%
78.26%

78.26%~93.48%

54%~72%

R 70.7%~72%
22 o I I 15 250908 «
76%~92%
82.794%~91.575%
RS 49%~56%
PN IEE R T E TR



DTI 51%~68%

EEG
Pettersson-Yeo et al., UHR(19) T1 SVM H—i% UHR vs HC :
2013 FEP(19) HC(23) DTI 36.84%~68.42%
fMRI UHR vs FEP :
Molecular genetics 33.33%~76.67%
Neuropsychology HC vs FEP :
44.74%~68.42%
Zarogianni et al., 2017 HR[ill](17) Tl SVM SVM-RFE WELZ XA (ANZ: s 88%
HR[symp](17) behavioural data(RISC score, B, NE: ® TRAGENE:  94.1%
RAVLT score) —

SCZ : MY ZERF; HC: (@XM  FEP . BHAMEMAZRUESF: UHR . Bef@ AR HR: &fa AR, b, HR] 2RI ZUER & A AR, HR[symp] SZRFEA R  ZUER

s A#:  BD: BERAESEE: DTI : SREGKEMAZ: Tl: TLINEUEZ: DWI : diffusion weighted imaging CIREUMALHUZ) :  fMRI: ZhagtEmiILIR KL, rs-fMRI A #EFE A TR MR R
EEG : JXH%; RIAFHMEMF:  backwards elimination feature selection ;  LDA :  Linear Discriminant Analysis  (Z&43) 50047 SVM : Support Vector Machine (SZFi#HL) , HH  SVM-RBF

BRSNS mEHNL, Linear SVM N1z # M EH;  ELM :  extreme learning machine (AZFRZ2>IHL) ;  naive Bayes : #MZ DIM-#7; decision tree : R H; kNN :  k-Nearest
Neighbor ( k #iT4F) ; GNB : Gaussian Naive Bayes (i #{iAh 3 DU MKL :  Multiple Kernel Learning (£ %3 57%) ;  Elastic Net Regularization : PR EM{L,  Enet-TV :
ElasticNet-Total Variation ; LO-norm Regularization: ~LO-norm IEJ|{k; RDA : Regularized Discriminant function Analysis CIEMI{LHI SR E 9 45) ;5 GPC :  Gaussian Process Classifier (it fE3588)
RF: Random Forests (FHLARM) ; LR: Logistic Regressions CGEZ#[EIT) , FH, Lasso LRy Lasso [71J9,  Ridge LR NIZ[AJ9;  SVM-RFE : Support Vector Machine-Recursive Feature Elimination
(T HE BN R IEN 5 J79%) 3 DART: Danish Adult Reading Test ;  WAIS IIl :  Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale III , 5 [l A& F1 R 5 =/ ; MLDA : Maximum Uncertainty Linear
Discriminant Analysis ; PCA : Principal Component Analysis (%% 4#7) ; ACO : ant colony optimization C(BUFfL{t) ; schizo-obsessive: F:BHBRIEEIR KRS Z40E;  cognitive deficit subtype : F&
M ZLRERA BRI, cognitively spared subtype = ¥ 414> Z4E A A0 1E & 1 7Y
a @ SCEPRCA WIS I IR AR
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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
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