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H OB ZZENRLITBERRFRES 2R FOEFMRE., TR THEZEEANNEEHLR LT
BAEMETEHER, MESHBEREINE A MBI, RABEGF HEZINEZTZE 6L FR W%,
EFREFAMLNT L METRAGRAZRT LX) EL, BIMESHTARIEINNE F X0 68 4 A

BEUMNEFMEY am R 4%, B FME TR TENT EMHEGARGe T S H)ABRIK TR
AL Y48 AT (o N RR), W& AT A B ST S B IL AR T A7 09 T AL A #3877 XA MR AL A . 4L 10 4
K, MG HH F ik OEAR TS, HASEFFERSEFFHRFI —ZHWEA. RRAFREBE L
RAn R &R ESTER G fa ik, BRI L QKEBELERF T G RARRT .

XEIR W5, BEIHEA, SENE; ERSEF, AKSER

S%ES B4l

1 58 (APA), 2013)¥5 S [ 14 i 4R A S U0 00 A5 5 A%

L 6 oo by i, RTINSO RS (0 SR 9
B b L s s PR R, RO G I £
ST A5 B (latent variables model) ' e i3 Al 7R 1Y 7 1 —— W 4% 43 BT B A (network  analysis
WA LS AR T B i, Tone) R SRR XTI 2L R
DR S KT (Big Fiver o PERBRASS OISR 7T 6
personality model) PAAN RS TR B9 45 A 48 16 4 A 00 iﬁ?ﬁﬁfj??ﬂk%fﬁ:éb@? MEARDESE
W, R AR O RS bRs  TORIREE.
A S R 5, wmideqry oo BT R RGO A i
BRI ARS8 (MeCrae & Costa, 2008). 1 HIUDLEEI0, REL D A (nodes) HIEA

(edge)”H i, TEAEG LM iFaT v, ¥ A —

y 1A ‘\\ VN £r Srh = ) ‘é‘";? N i . .
i, WIRCISET R BB SET I g ge gepkamanre o, L), M2
ﬂ%'ﬂﬁﬁ(Dlagnostlc and S.tatlstlcal l\/'lan.ual of M'en.tal ] 06 26 (S i . B 2R . AR R FERCHRIREN T,
Disorders, DSM-V; American Psychiatric Association A A A A T 2 R L R

T FALGE M 2% o AT Y, B T L A% 11 )

W FBl: 2019-05-27 253 MR B (LA TR g 19 245 23 ) B 1 R 2
* R AR T B JEAZ AT R AL AR e, T 3 2 D) S U A
S 9 il \ N . i
WIEIEA: f{ﬂ%}]ﬁg ,E-ma.lll. }quiji)slé(tfouﬂo‘(l)k.com AL B@E}é%(Borsboom, 2008), X R
5, E-mail: hep otmail.com NS N . .

SO BRI X £ SE? 2
| SCHE R B A latent variable models fyggs, ) 020U it K (psychometric network) AEAR N
e TS AT R [IEEES, L Millar (2011). (symptom network )T f& 4% 51 [ £ (trait network),
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L1 200 1) 245 Jr s 1) S e 357 PRI B 7Y (Gaussian
graphical model) B¢ FR i AH ¢ B 4% 5% AU (partial
correlation model)iz F T A 7] 5 F = > 4k FF %
P TR R 2 o FEIZS SR ik, e
AU ) 12, WA SCIE JE o LA e 37 e A A
RE, NEMESHERTI . FEPIEER.
R AR Z A D22 G N, JEAE Al
b AT e A 2 1 DO £ AR K I 48 43T AR
KRR TT 0]

1 WDy ERRE

X 25 73 Bt d5c F 0] 18 91 2] 1735 4F Leonard Euler
itk TR 145 0 BR AR R A 15 7] (the Seven Bridges
of Konigsberg; Newman, 2001), Bf#E 524 IEE
(graph theory)J 3L, W4 aHr R IR A 7
RAE 20 4R 8] TR R, 76 A AR = 54
SRl R R R T ARAR Tz B . BN, (5B
Bl 2 dr gy N 5T R 4% (web network) Fll 5| 3C W 4%
(citation-based network) ., A=HRk2E v % 5L R Y
4% (gene regulatory network) (Levine & Davidson,
2005; Teichmann & Babu, 2004), K fixi T GEHE 25 W
#%(Park & Friston, 2013; Sporns & Honey, 2006;
Xia & He, 2017), #hZeBh2E U b i 458 9 4%
(social network) (Borgatti, Mehra, Brass, & Labianca,
2009), H:#, Stanley Milgram 3¢ F 4138 B 45 A «7N

O Agreeableness
O Neuroticism
O Extroversion

BB B 3400 (Milgram, 1967; Travers & Milgram,
1969) A0 A B 57 5 B

A% JEAT 5 E A AR I R 1 N 45 9
RSN TG I AL AE 55 P 4% (unweighted  association
network) o WNFERHZE ML 434, AR HR 22 1] 4
S R I AT ST ) P 285k TE AL R 45, RS
AR TT R BRI Z MR NAE T
TR £ A A 5 T T A SRR A
ZIEPBER, HIAE Tk e iR R AR,
QX0 B 2= R FH L2 BUFR AR O IF 58, AN
B AR LI A B B R R A TG, TR B R
BEARMNRISTREEE . SLEE, A 5 2 [a] pY I R 5
G A R i BR3¢ R 4% (weighted  association
network)iﬁf?}’ﬁﬁiii, % 2R A X — S T ) R 2% A AR
FR AR Y2 9 A I R 11 55 55 (Borsboom, 2008).
PR G ik 22 7, W9 AE TSI AU 5¢
P 46 1) i b 100 Rl 184 0 %o % 2 0 AL 5 e 1Y)
% J&, DA BRAT AU A O I 45 v il 3 4515 0 LA
e R 2% # AR 25 7 1 F6 A o Cramer Z8F5E 3 T 2010
AR U INAORE G 9 245 i T 0 B A SR A 5T
LR AT A8 FE TN PR A ) ) 4% SR ) R R A
AR % 5 (major depression disorder) 1) 37 M £z & &
i+ (generalized anxiety disorder)fJ3y, T —
FHTESEIR )2 B & (Cramer, Waldorp, van der
Maas, & Borsboom, 2010),

B 1 S R A ) 4 P BN 1 (agreeableness) . #1285 (neuroticism) Al 40 ] 74 (extroversion) = /™ 24 & 114 ff #H 5 X 2%

LAY 0 S AH ) AR A 1] % 4% B R A TG 0 T SRR (B0 L AR RN 3 A5 B DL TE 2R R FE R R
osfio/g74dz/). #HS5&HZRIMKRRELIR, SOESMFEMC, AEELRITHAMN, HLEAMN
FARME MR 22 IMAISCRIZAEAY; 4. GLASSO PIZEFAL, Bk Liu £(2019),
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Cramer 45(2010)FF 5542 F i B BB B Sk
I3 BTREAR B9 OC 28 W4, B IHASE R il oy >R FH 1R 2%
S AT AL S DR RSCHE Y BR A O EE . R, KK S
B L FH 0 BRI ) EHE I, T R ECE AR 2
W 2% Hh T BEAEAEVE 2 MR AR O, B SR w4y
R EE =AY S, BIE A AR R TG
AR AR, H_FARTREES I E 2 B E M
Ko Al X RN O T R 1Y R S PE, Lauritzen
(1996)F1 Pourahmadi (2011)42 H T —/Mfi ph 5 12 .
T 0 28 5 A v AP i AH DG 28 B0 B T M SR AT
FLZ )Y FLSEIR AR o i A O 100 248 A5 2R 2 DA TINASUAR
K P2 SRy Hefith B — FHAR A (McNally et al., 2015),
H5 T8 T TS TR AH DG 53— 19 R MR A AT REAE,
Nt — 20 ME R R ST R A OC R AL T R AR
(Borsboom & Cramer, 2013)., fiiAH 3¢ & 501 446 %5
WRAEFE I 0 3 1, FEWiA T 2 1) 14 v A DG 3R 4L
F 110 2 T D o 1) 2% v Y HC Al A B E SR X 2
] F9 AR DG, DR O B R AR < 2R R S M AR K
(conditional independence association)”,

TE SR AR AR ey, 24 0 2% v BT A 1Y A (] 1B
R EL NIRRT, MERGSBALT
B MME LA S5 R AT A RO R o SO A D
FHIE P AR A [, 5] AZES] A T (penalization
factor), 1 A1 1 i /) 28 % (8 Wi S0 2k 9 Bk
(Graphic Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection
Operator, GLASSO; Friedman, Hastie, & Tibshirani,
2008), LAMHIE3 059 265 rh I 2% o B AR X0 A58 1 4K
D E LA, BT LA TR ) A
G 3 fipp PR AL T o LA T o P ) PR 2 A,
1 A 000 ) 8% S 4 P 1 % e/ IS 248 o (B ST SR R 45
X IR 5 W 4 A BT g R, T AC A ) 4%
AR, A 0] 190 2 S0 7 3%, s B R T BT 3 8 7S 1Y
P 255 v 0 B R L, (AR T 5 i R

BT R G 3 A 14 o S PR A A FH T T
F AR w AR IR % 2 AR B (RS T BCNE, PR E RS
o B T TR A B A 2 A 1 Y 26 A3 vk o 1]
n, X F 43 A8 A, van Borkulo 45 (2014)48 Hi
—Fh 5L T 5 2 5 (Ising model) A4 W 48 43 B 7 5,
1 FH 3% %5 7] U (logistic regression)it44 47 s 2 [A] Bk
FORSS, 128 53 M 7 v TR T LA AR AL A A
TR R A 2% . 3, xF T s T BEA 2R
AR WA EL AT B RS AL, Haslbeck FI Waldorp
(2015) 2 ti 1 IR & 81 JE £ # (mixed graphical

model) e 7 7 AH R R 45 (4 43 BT 7 % o T X9 1)
Bds, WROCE R TR AR G 2 ) 5 [0 5 R B0k
FAET AT ELEUE A 7B 7 (Epskamp, Waldorp,
MBbttus, & Borsboom, 2018)%, TEYA [1] W £ 45 #d rpr |
P T AR S S AR B ) A S e N, AR R 2 R Y
AHE BT T Rl RE . BT XA [RIAP S B9\ Bl
WFIE B AL RS T HA A S Y W 28 A5 1Y, 4] 2
S o A — O 7% £ ] 5 30 54 1 1) £ 1 ] S
Hl (vector autoregressive model; Bringmann et al.,
2013) A1 = A 43 B [l )53 4% &Y (principal component
vector autoregressive model; Bulteel, Tuerlinckx,
Brose, & Ceulemans, 2018), 1%} £/ WA & 1) £
)2 A BE M 2455 (multilevel vector autoregressive
model; Epskamp et al., 2018) A K 1%t /D HULA~
B A B 32 X S 4% AR B (cross-lagged
network model; Rhemtulla, van Bork, & Cramer,
2019), X ECHIAIERREAE T — T T Y )
ZRREALAR AR, FORTERCALRR . BAU AL H R A
LA SRR A 2N, BTSRRI, A& SCRXT
XL T ELRAN 4

2 MK EERR

P 24 43 17 2R P v 39 PR PR A AR Ay R il v s A
) P 2%, AT LA 30 % 495 v 70 o B TR i LA AR 2 7Y
Xof U 7 [11] S B RN 25 # A TR R 1Y R A o 7R S
FRuFoT H, X BEHE AR AT ISR A 58 4 4 A o T4
B B 2R A A A, AT 3 B0 Mg Vs A et A 7 T 3k
I o A B 9 [va) 8 L2 AR R MR 5 0] ) o AR T
T, WIS HT I TE bR ALE TR T AR 1Y A R
i 148 DO £ B AR FRAE A FE AT o
2.1 IR SHFERIEHR
2.2.1  Huly¥#(centrality)

FOMRET A ES MY SR 2
A SRBE DL R BEAREE, AR LS T S S
MR 2 ALY o oD BR T R S  E
BEREFR . — AT o M R T S H A S
Y B A R (Costantini, Epskamp, et al., 2015),
RO YRR = A B bR . A PP (degree)

PR, X RO BT AT A R 4 S BT RE 2TE R
R LhIE RO s AR A A R 4%, L K L A
AH 5 FR B 3 B2 [ 91 B 22 ) )t A G 2R 480 1 sk 48
FRumE 15 M %%, E& W Epskamp et al.(2018),
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el P (closeness) FTH A HHO P (betweenness)

X T IC AR £ R, — 5 s B AR MR
53z S EH A ALY S P s
P AR 7 1 IO 288 v AN 5320 i L A 3 1 A AR
W TE TR AR T2 A AR A 4% b ) B M
B M PO R A O PG T S g AR
#E % (shortest path length, SPL)AYHES, M 45
FT AT RGN A R B T R PO PR Y A
(Bringmann et al., 2013), [ AT DA & 515 S 7E
AL LA

FETCINAUHEOE M 2%, BT S5 Z 1) SPL
B T T BN B (BN, ey S
Pk, W SPL A 1; ANVR 1T i JC 1k 3 AT fr] 3% £k
AHFE, W SPL SHTJE55 K)o I A0 J2 I 2% v i
A HAY SBZ N AN SPL Z ARSI B (R T Y
[ el o= W o= 1 O N [ 157 R | e d o
TR TC R I A ELI R A, R g R T
B OIS T 0), A Pt R
BRI UIAOC, B 3RR MR F T S A AT
TR BAR R AR SR A R
PRAR, H2 I O PR AR X R 1Y RN X SE 2 ) i
I EAE(SPL = 1)uli [ (SPL # DY 7 P H A
9 B9 AR 5 T 5% W (Costantini, Epskamp, et al.,
2015); T H A HR L A X 558 v Y Y AR AR A AR
HHI BN AR EENEN, B
Z 5 W% TR,

XEF AU 5 28 R 3, FETH5T SPL i iy 22
TETCIMAAH E 2% SPL 114 JE Al I 25 5% 2 A [
(weights of edges)Fli# £ 4 (numbers of edges)
S o B 5 SN % R AU 9 A B o B AR
6 b RO PR TR, T2 T i A R
(Freeman, 1978). 7 55 I A 7% £k B I AUE 2 FIAE
AT R BB O R TR R, FR A B B (strength),
SH I P 5 R 1 o A M SR T A AR AT
BE A2 TP T S ASUIEL ) (B0 B0 = P /D B AR o 7
X8 UV, HEY 50 d i AR W] R f AR 2
S SR D AR, W 2t AR B 2 )
W 48 72 0 A-C-B (B 1/0.5 + 1/0.2 = 7), TidE
A-B (1/0.1 = 10).

{H A5 3 119 2% R HETH A R AN {E D % 4 2 = T
BRI S EENNE R, BT ZER AR
g BE oA o TR Z
SR, TEARI BRI rh, 35 0 A X 85 B2 B N

B2 L 4 AT R BRI 4R TR RL, 4% 3 2k ) AL
(N4 2k B RE TR

%A Fr A6 . I, Opsahl, Agneessens #l Skvoretz
(2010)5| A ¥ %= 2§ (tuning parameter, o)f¢ 877
AN [R) R 28 i35 rp O P B iDL R 3 8 B0 2t 1) L
H: Mol OB, AHEEMBUE; X ol 1B, &~
7 B B O R 1 A D 2 rhu o PR ) R4
WANFEAL KL S3 LI KA S1).

2.1.2 A4 (predictability)

JAE RO R B TR T S S AR T s ]
MR, HETLERWIXTSELZREE 23]
5EAHE ALY S, Bz s 0 5
(variance)7E 2 K2 IR 40 5 2 AH I 1935 s 1Y
S PTRRE . AT FE AR 5 W 2% rh it Ak ax —F
%, Haslbeck F1 Waldrop (2015)$5 4 7] F0 ¥4 +5 b
KFRE—TENEREZSRKEE Ll Lk 53
A5 A 7228 S BT S0 (G 322 8 2 00T [l 05 23 A
TR R ) o P2 T TR T A B ST 2 T SO
W T 1% ) 45 37 21 45 APR38R 858 AL ) TR )
B 52 WA AR BE, A ST A T R A v, B X
] 4% 235 ) P9 S e 38 - b R BT, 1S PR 2R g
B R,

2.1.3 £ &% (clustering)

ST DG I S 5 B — R T UM Y At
WEZEMKRR, X B EG] A=A (triangle)”
FSE o % —1 8 R 5 A E AT WA A
TREWE, MRX =R T -4 =M
(I 2 =45 AL B, O), MR BRL
ATDMFE =l B R sh e —AN sl R REPEE i
R Z B (clustering coefficient) i, EAK K%
SRR S ESOE = A S T REE B
=MANBOGLIE, xFTE 2 thig A A, HE
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SCIE R =AM HA“ABC”, dh—A~, 1 H ] REIE
W = <ABC”, “ACD”HI“ABD”, 3L 3 4>,
s A BERIER BN 173,

FESCUEDR g, o L T TR 1 AN B
SRR X 25 T B — 1 (RO A ) i b S R
R AR a0, A R AT I 2, SR
o AL TR T X A R it AR, TR
H0 BRI — R 1% S5 3 [ e 1 B At R R ) T g
W (MceNally et al., 2015), #eE HOdE R R4
rCo P DU S T X D AR B A 1
F2 ¥ (Costantini, Epskamp, et al., 2015; Freeman,
1978), MRIEM 4 A Hr i REE, PSS Z B (E
B 1 1 P 22 (8] 4 5 S 4% 4% 336 (Costantini,
Epskamp, et al., 2015), 3T HOPER E HAEIR,
FH B S5 A A P 4 At bR g B A B
VT, BT R 2 BT & RE B R A 5 IR
(Borgatti et al., 2009) 1M 14> O R A 5 A1,
FH T X P9 % o EE Al a5 10 o e B A R T R
M N2 TR R BRI A, {5 R A% 3k AR (R
BRAR) R RIS HEOC B gE i R 4%
FIBT R AR A TP A e s, ik S R [ R
S A A B 22 A ()RS i AR R ) &
A2 FLZ J&(McNally, 2016), Fi-4i, AT 30004 76 I A
W RAEEE S iAMARER TS, A
S TR T TR P AR AR AR, A B o O A 3 Y A
P TSCRE 33— R 0 i 2 LA 2 300 5 gl % s I
LR T, G bl A %) S 8 ] T M 5 o B
K FH AR PR 28 2R 1R 9712085 it i i 1) 4 J32 DU T A
= (Haslbeck & Fried, 2017),

2.2 HEIANEENZEEIER
2.2.1 EHESEE (connectivity)

TR 5 2% v A R R 2 ) T e e
12K By 5 {H (average shortest path length; ~J
PR L SR FR)MASEY, LD, 1% R4 03 4550
-0 N 1 1 o 1 5 oy | S

3L FR R 1 P A A DG TE T S R A, e
TR B IE A BE O M RS A DR T SR A T A
Wi, R T OLAESS e T R A

SRR, AR —E T, 3 R AN IE T
IRSE T 1 (AN 5 T — ) 6 v AU A 49 RS2 193 ) FT 0
2%, 3 J PR IRSL Y i 5 A AT AR 3 P i AR I E Y
HIRI AEX RO T, —WF 3O Br R Y, et 5
00 2 v BE— 2 S o B4 AR TR

B AT 9 o5 i B AR B B T3 ik, AH N M
TR TR AN R o P48 0% B0 4 g,
AW E B %, NERE S, W
IR UL, TR B BRTE 200 AUR TR T AT SO
- #H % (Tio, Epskamp, Noordhof, & Borsboom,
2016), [RI2% 7 HE08 B J2 LA > X 45 2 75 A 7] 19
FEJEFRZ —(van Borkulo et al., 2017), &%i%/& 2
BT HEEEARM MY 1, 75 ABC FIFIHHE,
U A F1 D A%, B fil C 5 D AHIE; 715 —4
TRV ML 2 h, 3550 BCD #Hi%E, A
B 5 A%, C HID 5 AANHE, X &,
M2 1 A4 2 BIESHAS TR, (H 4208 B AR R]
2.2.2 &M (transitivity)

e 3 M B 4= Ry 3 48 & U (global clustering
coefficient), 177 1 (1 R ZBHAT i BEAR G
i RE R H A= MY R, 4 =N
(B A A P 5% % Ze i, BITE Bl #H 7% i =47 0507
(connected triple), WNE 27 A, B, D =% S [A]AH
WAEL, BT — A HHE R =T 57, m—4>
A (N “ABC) WAL & =AM E R =5 87,
Newman (2003)7E S JTo A AH 3G B 2% 4% 3 1 oy
= AAAE = AS T A R = AN RO LA,
Opsahl Fl Panzarasa (20094445 15 1 36 b6 & =
B SC M 25 m  fLaMeisy, 3% IH I 4% v vl 40
FW=ATAIE RN RERR L, TETEESW
PSR 4 T JE B H % M FH B % &R (Costantini,
Epskamp, et al., 2015), B4R M 454535 1 5 % 15k
JRE T 55 I 46 R A L A G, (H P A
DX ) ——— 24 0 265 TP A A AR L O3 1 B JLAS E A
PR 28 1y S MRS 2SR R O T AL PR A VT BEAR 5 o
2.2.3 /it RIEFR(small-worldness index, SWI)

N S A 3 ek [ B 2 T 34 e e AR B
MamREREEITEMBR, SWI = (C/C) /
(L/L), LA C A2 9 45 1) e i 6 A2 K R 4
JRBRERE, LA C oy HA AR fUBOR % 24
B ER Fifi HL M 2% (Erd6s-Rényi model; Erdds &
Rényi, 1959)° MR, /N SR bR S e i 2,

* ER BHLRIL S B £ F F 5% 58 Erdés il Rényi 42 b
HLE L (random graph theory) £ 57 A FAHL M 4%, 7] LU i
W A — 5 W BRI 2B ST, BT DA 3 0 — Y
TRV A5 LR T REAETE SR E, X — e R T
X 52 2 P28 G5 ) R GE 3T o
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FBEAL P28 AH LY, A 2 P 19 503 o A 5 7 AR
IR WME S R (Marcus, Preszler, & Zeigler-Hill,
2018), 2 SWI KT 1 (8™ 4% 2500 N KT 3, %
W2 HA /N SRR A, BVEA R R . 1R
[B] - 24 B8 AR e 0 L 3R R B3 25 5 IE (Borsboom
& Cramer, 2013),

TR X 45 AR AR (0 = AR bR GE SR | 1%
i M DL BN B AR ) X T R B S B S
ARPERE X, BN, Cao ZE(2019)X AN A1 5 1 75 20
AR A5 5 IO TS I R P 2 A AT R, Lo PR
2R SRR 1) T HE R B R, O RS B IR 9T K
B, AR RE Z MR, T RE N
SR MR BT BRI o SCANAE AR SO 18] 1Y)
NSRS (1 Db, /NE SRR ER S 1.38,
RITE R ™ 4% B 25 F T M 45 BAT /Ml B e
WO K K 0] 45 v B AR e B B — 47 2%
H IF AR — 53205 5P f, 35 9 Al A7 o 4% H AR
XK, RMJBAESA % BT & 47 R A2
HIBK R

TR, R X 9 25 B IR R AR (Y 48
AAE FFEA ML, WiE T M b A5 sy
b AT M T Ak ST AF TE Y & A 2R 4y
(component), fE—YEM L&, FEEET SEH
RZ (TEWIHbRHE, — M 50% 7547 ) B9 241 US43,
3X I 3 Ao 2H R R 23 B BR A LR 4H R R 23 (giant
component) (Newman, 2001), X F XL EA kK
AU P 265, X B R 2H AR A3 R AE 1 43 B 1
A X ) 46 AR RFAE (Y 2 BT SN 2E . AN Tio
S5(2016) 4 [ B 5 o 55 4 5 i B [RS8 1 70 28 54
1 h (International Classification of Diseases and
Related Health Problems, ICD-10; World Health
Organization (WTO))5 5B 125 5+ F
5B DU R 5 1T B (DSM-TV-TR) 33X 19 /At #ft 55 1512
o 9 2 v B DR A R a3 1Y 0 B A B, AT
ICD-10, DSM-IV-TR (2000) &3 M5 &, 1B
TE AR ELIGE ZR 1149 R A B A 0 465 180 v R R R T
g% .

3 MEIHRTR
I 245 43 X T2 B 22 D B M LI R, il
TR T B TSy, [T LA R A i

AR A R DL R A RR A AR O B2 IR
WEFErh, R4 o3 B EAT LU A

3.1 KEWNELEEZ BHIEKR

W0 265 53 BT AN A AR 15 A 1 E L, T DA T
LI 7 gk AR T A A% S WL A e 2 i)
A ARG, PR AT LA 53 A A WL A2 2 (]
IRFR . TERZIEAL AT, t TIRE AL &
g [v) — 4 B 7T UL 7% e g e ] g B, UL A e
1) PR R DG AR 58 4y T 2 o g R, RDOL N A2 i B A
“JR AL PE” (local independence) (Lazarsfeld &
Henry, 1968); WM ZE £ {1 Jhy 0 & 75 A8 1 (1 8 15,
5 LI A8 k22 ) ) S 2R AN DA TR O T Y £
(B PR 302 73 A0 SR 5 I s 72 ik (R ] 1 T 2
A B RTE L, B0, FE B A R AE Y & A
SiE AR A e ] S TR AT R IR s (HL SR AE S IR,
ARAE 7] BEAS A7 AE — A>T a8 T R a0 2 ) J
——HAR DR -, R R A S AT AT RE S R S TR
PR IR 1) 5 A1 35 A5 0 iy e 44 B0 HE N K i
(9o PR, 2% 03 A 7 A Ry o s A B AR ) b
Ft, BEAEH RN WL A 2 (8] AR AR A &
G (] A AR AE 454> E AR =2 18] B4 AR B 42 305 7
PERD), AT X ) A 4F 5 DR 418 1t 15 5 A A6
RURTRI LA BT Af . AN i 5 2O R, 7E H i
FSE S BRA I, 9 28 23 B v 28 f A B A
ARARL R Jay B, BTG 125 40 ok 2% S WL 72 >
TE SO BRI o WA B 3R AR S ) T B A
B RO AR Y — R T

e Ah, WL A2 5 AR 2 TR) R G AR
FAERE 5 S wh e, WL AR & H e sz — 1
25 50 ) (BS A A  aed JA C, T AE 12 WK
PR AT, V52250 R ) BLTE 22 Fioks fi I 65 19 12
PR BLCR R . 50 A 5E) o W4 23 Bt Fu v/ WL A2
AHELSEMR, SEAT A S92 PRl R o B K Jig X
ARSI 5, R — PR ot o i 7 2 O 3 i R X
SRR A A B ) N o oy — 5 T, WFSE A AT
LI i O P S A S AR Aok B A AN TR 49 i 7 0 45
R EE S, X AT S S P AR B 2 A O B0 B
WA 2R GE AR LI R I AT & . 40, McNally
(2016) 48 i I A AT B E AR ey T A v P,
AL G Xof A 90 245 235 g L o 24 1T Fried 25(2015) %
T A FIAARAE R 1 199 28 F 5 i B, IR — %
AHESCHR Y e B R

O — s A AR T L 4 32 — AN W A 2 A T

PSR, BIINIR R A 4540 Oy R AL

e
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32 WNT=EZEMERNE

P £ 43 A7 T LA TR G2 AS ) 77 o5 QU0 2 1)
22 1) 4 B AH 5 e R JFE I A B ) 7 AR Ak g AR GE i
AR LI A% £ (B) A A i A AL o TN, RS 1
) i ROFTRE IR =22 (8] 7T 68 6K PRSI AH B, &
FU™ A E AW N (Schmittmann et al., 2013),
TR B, X — i BT 3 & AR 7R AE R K S (I
MAR &), AR & A 20K iR S KO- (AR i) . BFF
FERX PN BB 56 7R 0 T SUAE T R AR AN [RRE R =2
(i) 4 PR R DG AR B 36 S G 2R I o I [i] 179 78 Ak 3 AR
AT S BIATE 58 2 T & AT X T BUR YT I % o

A RIS [F)— ik i s 4 R A9 AS ) A4~
M BLAGRE R R BUTT BE 52 AR, bR 22 8] ) A
HIRWI S, Anxt TR SR IRAT IR Y 2 R AR A
Wk ul, MASK R E A T HE I —>KIR—FEEIE
Hp )T T R AR RS SRR B A Ok R
NATRESE . e Ji— il e b Fh— DAL 2E— 1 261K
& . Bopiit . JRIR(Borsboom & Cramer, 2013),
Xof 35 BT T0USELUN A AN [ A 0 B 5 P40 Isvoranu
£ (2017) 43 Bt AR WA 55 )5 RS A 1Y 26 &R
BB & B, 76 J5 307 00 4 K5 #h 45 L (psychosis) i
=ANYERE QEPEREAR . SAPEREIR | 0 A e AR
PRYH, U EORS A B R 4 R S AR 5 B
HEEEBEAR, T LA 0 O i R 0] 3 Ao S A
9 BRAE AR 5 AR RI A G B . B LA EARKER
MLEAAA T, AR AE & 7E R 48 P A E AN [,
R 2 R G0 R SR AR (L M S EE R (R
3.3 EixM

I 4% 43 BT 4 T A %) UL T A% S 9 A ) 4% 22 v
AT 2% B R AR AL ) AR B R B i e — O BT N R
B kAR B AE . BN, Cramer 25(2012) M R 4%
SPATIAR BEAR HS, AKE T RE R — e B O B R
gt, HIE Rz Bl A=y B RS2, 10l
Y, AB S h R RHETED), £33
FHEG AT AR, s R OT Y
R (equilibrium) . ISR UL, 25 5 B E 52 B 1)
N4 F B R AR EE, ke 5 0EE A3 tE, W
it B 1 L o N R 2 | P QRN |
Pk 125 5 IR 3] 32 Jg Wy FE B e T T B T 3
e NATHBFRA, MIFdER W T2 8 &0k
TG FERE I o AR AR ZE T T B 1At 32,
] e 253G 5 BE AR N ZE 1R, Bk . AR N 32
JpER T et A B>, PRl edE — ks e s,

BRIV — R BB S 45 T 1 52 4 RS AR AT S AR,
AT REAE R G AR SR, X R AR AN 2
8 3o A — A Ml R A A AR T A (0 A Al 22
sl A ri P R 50 LASE M AR R G, AN 2 ek
AR T P I A % HC g A O A A R 2R
A RS A R R ST AT BE AN, AE RS AR
Z B AH EL 5 R T 2 AR E B R BT, RIS 3 3 Mok
MEERR A2 W . — PR T 7 SUE e fE T — ek
JUAEE BYREAR, 8 2 23 i SEAE AR, LAt A 5
SEAR LI AR, R YT BRI — I 2, R i
AR ™ AR BE SR 2 ) B R K A 2, RS
ARG MRE R EBUE .

MR, BRUL BT IR K =R 2 AN, K43 T
A HAR RS AL, BN, E R 7 e e R] Py A
KT ECAE 2 Z BB AW AZ B 2 8] DG FR 1
B, TR SR B RIZ 4 B2 2% 0 BER GE (B A
MR GE A RRRT R S BUA (S & RS0 AT BE
P KA AT AT L4 e 1 i B AE 2 [R] Y 5 A
BRAR, 2 BT OMBG R <2 R P,
0 2 73 A LA B0 ) AT A AR A —— R 265 3 BT e
) S ) 7 () ) DO 248 A B L 48— A PR Y
BB (s 1), fesebriz i, 24T RIESRF
A,(4 qgraph; Costantini, Epskamp, et al., 2015)f)
R, i Z LT, BFSE L RE S LTS
AT 3t 5% B L 9 R ) LA R RS R 2% 52 2k Y
SEFYFAE (Marcus et al., 2018; McNally, 2016).

4 PR S A I KL

P2 3 BT A S — R B 7 i, I AR R AR L B A
SRRz N, JE I BN B A O B
(4N Cramer et al., 2012), fh<OEE2-(UN Dalege,
Borsboom, van Harreveld, & van der Maas, 2018)#ll
It A0 B2 (40 Borsboom & Cramer, 2013), LI'F
K553 2 A1 L5 B 1 248 73 A A3 6 G5B ) S By
41 ABSHLSCEZFSENNA

TENAG OB oh, 2 3 A o w0 T %
e B A I & 0] A B A5 A s, K s 4
PSR 9 25 v 0715 i, RS 22 D) ) i AH DG Sy 44k
KAWL, Gl BSE HETC A B, LT
REMANTR = T5 T FEFAT T AN R

i —, RAFH BRI, TS AAK 7Y
ARt AR T I S IR B AN ST RME IE . BRAS SCIET
1 FoRZEMISN, BF5RE TEX K A #1725 4
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Brisk &3, BRSP4 BAE B, U
W 2 T A 4 B AR DG 1Y 4% H Z M AR eI oR
5 I R 4% B RS 1) 4 A O 4% B 22 B AH
Ketk, ZHMMEME X 5. NEBARGRE, Fhn
PR B — L8 5% B (02 3R F 510 SE ) AR 1 —
5% H (A B R AL 8] 5 50 N7 — e ) B S LA AR
151 16 R AR T AR 19 AT R BBk &R (Cramer et al.,
2012). 34k, MEEDR By M BE X0 28 BT AT S0 BT &
M, H&EKTE L, S5HETA RS HHXH
FEP R R, IR G AR R Y
7 7% i B ORIE W) BT ME Y AT 42 B (Nagel,
Watanabe, Stringer, Posthuma, & van der Sluis,
2018), X A B AT Y X 45 4347 0 #h 78 T 3G 19 3
WIRR : XA A AR BE AT I N 45 07 & EA
S A A AN AR S5 R B A MR ) 1 AR B D 52 A
7 F B U (Di Pierro, Costantini, Benzi, Madeddu,
& Preti, 2018); Hyatt Z£(2018)%} A ZALFI [ 2 #£47
W2 Brid s T HASH B 2B R CREUY IS &
B 5 X (B AR5 RETTRE . ARUISEER | ALY
BB, AR5 X AT R T8

W, RBOERITFR TR S . 45 A
L B2 AE T vh RS 45 B 2 ST I 3 T 5%
B, BT A OCAE B G T 32 Y AR = )
MR 2%, 45 3 BT 7 T — AR GF 1 #7327 f o
e B T A IR AIF 53 0% R 1 5 R 4 3 1 B 58
o BN, 788 %R KNS (temperament) 5 A 4%
FEBT A AESC P 2% B, BIFSE R I AE RE S 4 B A
2 A BORN LA RR BT 2 B ) BB 2 A5 A, AT AR E
Lt R =¥ TITE S N Rl N TN <9< 3 [ T 4 -8
RSP, ()8 4E. Rt AdE, G)RIE
P FFECPE FAR Sk B 4E, (4) P £ B (Wechsler,
Benson, Machado, Bachert, & Gums, 2018),

5=, 38 YRR A AR A 7 AR AR i AR
B FIE R . Flan, XS mE =M Ak R R
(“Dark Triad” personality)FFJ& M 4547 5, 5
FHIUE T A B5 K & (interpersonal manipulation)
Ve BETC1H (callousness) & % A 15 BT ) 2% rh (1)
#%.0>(Marcus et al., 2018), X— KM XIUET
Z iV AR A Y 45 B (Jones & Figueredo,
2013), AR IRIER A XS T IFSE, WFoE
30 2 R R PR B A AT R4 43 B H B SR R R AR
G104 & S I 10 B 97 53 (responsibility) . i
¥ il (impulse control), A J¥(orderliness) Fll &) &7

(industriousness) VU4 i (Costantini, Richetin, et al.,
2015).

W0 265 3 AL FF 4 T T4 20 B2 S )
T, 2SR B PRSR ) 4 5 R AIF 9T A B 2 B AT
(R & RS2 AT R W AR ELAE ) | 445 Rl 22 19 )5t
A R L i 42 {1t T 4R M 19 UE 8 (Dalege et al.,
2016). SEUEMFFEAR 1A 4 BUIA 2% HR R % 15000 A4~
MO T G0 NS B 0 TR 446 1) S R B, T TR
2K (10 3 He ik B S5 25 B Y T A D R TR R (S R
1Y A2 P RN 2 EE AT O Y s R ) B A O
(Dalege et al., 2018). Z5A FI AWF5E LK W45 73 4
RIAL A, Brandt, Sibley A1 Osborne (2019)#2H T
“BUATE SRS (political belief system) A&
—— AT R R & R BOR (5 S AR T — M
2%, Horh b TR0 M 1 — B AR M 45 A (RD
FEURIE ), 1A T 01 2% AL 114 )2 S T B BOR
MR . ANad, W4 A J5 e AE AT 230 B2 451 s
L FH o B TR R B, ILH R B R 1R
(S et
4.2 lImAROCERSFGUE A N B

TE I RO B2 eb, 26 4 A 0 T 32 B 4
TR AL GORG 1 BRERT2 Wibm o PR IR B0 0 26 4544
PR A TRDRG Hi B h 1) i 175 0 A B R 28T 00
AR R LB X # ASE R 45 118 3 Wi ixX = A J7 T

5T, WK I HT SR BER AL GORS PR B2 I
ARV IR Z 6] B G R Bt TR R A o BFRER
FHTEIAL 46 3 47 (0 07 1, RAR T S [RRS 1l i i
FORE R Z 18] B9 R 2% 250 . HET EE A (1)
Borsboom, Cramer, Schmittmann, Epskamp 7#l
Waldorp (2011)%} DSM-IV (1994) & 65 55 % B i
R Z AN 2 0 45 4001 (2) Boschloo 25(2015)%
DSM-IV (1994)H i 12 K5 M BRATAHOCHY 120 Fh
TEARFEAT T R4 50 07; (3) Tio %(2016)%F 1CD-10
L5 DSM-IV-TR (2000) 149 19 £% 45 $4 7 J&& 1) FL 52 53 #r 5
VI J(4) Borsboom (2017)%:F Loy 45 5 k4
RS M B A2 AR T B R . BRSR TR, BT
JI A FH A A B 0 A 2 Wb o B LU R RR s (1)
S, BIVKS po B A 0 265 eh AN T) 184 1 B2 24 32 L
YRR ()REAR (T 550) 5 2 0 o3 B I] 1] 07 1, RIKS
o5 X 45 m R o R A AR A 7 AR B ] [l
N, (B)ELIEPR RS Z, I 2% 45 4 i iR ) Bk &R
FRAE S (AP 5 A A I 5 254y, BV o 9% v —
IR ) B 28 B R, Ik SEAE R AR SR AR B AR ]
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5| & HABAE IR (5)i J5 3500 (hysteresis), RIS #ft
i I FH T oI R R IR 0 BT S5 280 T B,
JE R R 51 R AR AR 0 A4V R 5 O B 9 e R )
AT REAH B3 .

FWR, P25 BT ECAE M TR T AN [R)RS i s
IR 0 o PO 20 43 T 3 Ao 1 3R 19 R R I R A
W1 AL 7E R 2 R A VE L, TR RE S AR A R R
[F]HG ol e 4 T 4% 22 ] g < 4240 a5, B 9
Ko BRAETA Cramer 4(2010) 75 5 VAR KL A A1
Tz M A AR (9 355 AL I 04 A 5% 41, Ruzzano,
Borsboom Fll Geurts (2015482 H M 4E 5 5 38 1E 1)
HpHLH B, BARZIRELZ T N F it
HWRER I WibR e, B 45 5% BoR B HE
5500380 A A o8 AR [] B R AR AR e
B2 M E 2 AT AN, A RER A A B A
Ko XM T —A A EEUERA T 2% 5347 i 8 X A%
B ) s MR AT IR 2 B BB, TR TR 1 5 A
55 S RGP B o Afzali %5201 7)) BI45 5
O 55 R A0S e %) SH 5 L ) R D % 4
Br & B, H A 09 4755 S0 AR R T BEE BIR )
B Gk R ) R R 28R i 2 5 Y A~ 3
AHEAR, EAFTET Ao AR A ] 45 3
il — 2R A RE R, PR — 24 AR5 1
3o T TR AR 4 2 79 A R T i 2 2 ik 2 g
N INEO) S

5=, W BT T IE B TR A B R A
T 10 AR RS 5 T T R AR 5 1), — Lk
GRS T A S I AR 5 | AR 2, UL A%
5 AN [RVAE AR 22 () A IR 3R D B2 785 £ Xof ) 24 A {4
25 ¥4 B9 % W (U0 Bekhuis et al.,, 2018; Santos,
Kossakowski, Schwartz, Beeber, & Fried, 2018), A~
[FRE R (5 P90 £ r (9 AS ] 3 43 ) |4 3K R B 55 A O =X
AN, —SeE AR 5GBSR AE G, ) — L)
ABBANCA M2 R, O I R IA T o8 oA 2
B, fl4n, Blanken S5(2019)¥4 M 4543 #  FH F
R 5% 25 MR AE 19 N AT MR JT (cognitive  behavioral
therapy for insomnia, CBT-T)% 2k HRAE A ARAE (Y
IR IR T BRI ST, Z5 R A CBT-1 X2k Rk
I POIE DR A FH BA 52, 7 X SRR RE B4/ ) BE 25
T30 2o A 2 MR R T A 8 1) [ B2 AR

5 REERE
W Wt 4 G5 s S LR TR g — AN A5 S b T,

0 TR BB u I Y A bl w T S - P
IEJLVFEZ T ECA&ET ZHATHEZ 08 %S
W WHRITTFR R REHKRE, £ARKILEN
&P HT AT BESSTEAN T Jr T 3R AG i — 20 R R

8, PS5 IEIE RS &, g
U PR 28 4317 485 718 04 i B4 a5 5 A1 A A T 45 2
Fa i R i B OCHEVE T . NI SCRTIR, M 4543
BT A8 X5 K Ao 0 () B 9 R I — S R A Yo B
T e L 2 ) DR D 3 8 T Oy 2 P 4 B A
IHY A DRI 5 A 3 0 R T R S A A T 4% (RIIA
SIS BT R IR AT L BRIG T i R v,
Yo TR L A ) 2% v 5 AR PR AT A S TR IR R AT
RIT R E IRITRE A TE A S s 5 2 AHER R 1Y
FoAbREARWE 7 H AT M A R SR — B,
RSk S SRR IRIT T A A R R T HE X
X — 45 (Fried et al., 2017),

B, M AH AT EE MR, AT Mg
AR AR T b R — B IR Sl R R M AT O ik,
AT 25 R AT e R R TR AR A e, M DA HE
RIS BAREUR M 2, SRS EUE S LY
S5 A TR T B AE O, R REAS B LA A 3 58
%, WM Ea 8L RN T OIARG NS
I 45 AE A5 155 E — 25 B8 3IF (Epskamp, Borsboom, &
Fried, 2018; Forbes, Wright, Markon, & Krueger,
2017), W52 B4Rt LB P~ P 4% S5 10 02 5
A BE 2 F 0 J7 1 (van Borkulo et al., 2017), 4%
O A —TF IR UESE T W45 BT 2EREAS P FIRE A (8]
Ry =5 2 P (Borsboom et al., 2017), UilH T M4
M 2 /DA — E LT SR T A AT HET Y,
HAECHEFRYTEEEZAXRENERT
(Open Science Collaboration, 2015; # 1% s &,
2016), X T Al 552 19 %5 4 1 i it — 0 R ABIE
5%, WM, RKk—AEEHTRITERE R
JIEME P 4% 45 7 (confirmatory network modeling)H
D7 VRS B T IR REAS BT LA L AR )
WL AE 2 RERE P RS L B T A B R L 2 5
TR A, 3 1T BE A8 317 e — X 2 A AR A 8 A
HLJF R R o 3 S P AE Y J5L DR T e R AR AR I B AR
BARA RN, TR AR MREK, BHit
B A R AR R ) D AR AT HE T A RR
0] BE A JIT A 1 09 4 B TR — A, TS
& T IR R, A0 [R]— P 45 2546 I8 75 [ B 5
Tk 1 3 AR AR AS R i AR I R AR
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(Borsboom, Robinaugh, The Psychosystems Group,
Rhemtulla, & Cramer, 2018),

W=, SRR PRG . BARHT
SR T 22 W 28 O3 W R AR AT A G 1 7 i A
RIR AR Z AR s BT RIAR R, B
BT IR AT 19 285 3 B UM LU AR e 3. —
J7 G, TS A (RN T S A R D R
AT XTI R 22 1Y 25 8 R i (Borsboom,
Mellenbergh, & Heerden, 2003), X4 &% b}k T
O B g T v AR S8 A S B Y R) R, 55— T I
AR AL AT B TR S T R AE SR . R
RMEFE LTI Kt — A INZR & #7515, RERE
I 245 RN S M A RE AR PR B R A, RERE AN A
XTI 2% &, HET Epskamp %5(2017)%f
LRI AL BRI 5 N A R AT T RIS,
AT LATE AR T R PR AR R SRS AT LA
HE— 2D 58 IR, IAEBE ST P4 G 17 e A
000 28 73 BT RS Y AR AL

S50, BT SR R 44 53 BT (Borsboom &
Cramer, 2013), T A ERR O BL/AT M RRAEE
AR, ST A B 1 2% 2 A A A T R
YRS b PR A O LI GR LA KOS A Y o 3
PREFA R SRR o BT BT R Ge it Ir vkl ar
SETAARB ML 3B, BB T R AR AR
BE L ONME L AT ORI MO SN, L B T i
ANASORE R A AR TR L AR SR A XL
Wio e, W26 53 BT BT A BOR S A 1Ak
Mk AL, i E SRR T O R, et
AN FR) AR Ak R R R A2 e

B BRHELFTRANSAIREYEZRTZN,
BRiffmEXERARECRFXMNEEH FR 4G EBG
+(Bh B HIR)I AL E LA Z ) H 8.
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Abstract: Network analysis models (or Network Psychometrics) have been widely used in psychology
research in recent years. Unlike latent variable models which conceive observable variables as outcomes of
unobservable latent factors, network analysis models apply the graph theory to construct a network to depict
the associations among observable variables. The observable variables are treated as nodes and the
associations between them are treated as edges. As such, network analysis models reveal the relationships
among observable variables and the dynamic system resulted from the interactions between these observable
variables. With indices reflecting individual nodes’ characteristics (such as centrality) and network
structural characteristics (such as small-worldness), network analysis models provide a new perspective for
visualization and for studying various psychological phenomena. In the past decade, network analysis
models have been applied in the fields of personality, social, and clinical psychology as well as psychiatry.
Future research should continue to develop and improve the methods of network analysis models, making
them applicable to more types of data and broader research fields.
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