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B E TEROREITERRFRES; ZEN TOEFHAE., AR THREZEEANNEEHER LS
HEQBEEHEE, NESHAEREINE Z/E A MBI, RABRG T EEINNE FZ 69K 5 N,
AP R EAMLHTE, REFTAMNRXART SZEQEL. BIRE5HTARRILN K FZE 695 7 0L
BAMNEFMEY am R 4%. B R FMEF R TENT EHEGEARGe T M)A BRIK TR
HFAER G AT (o M), AT A AR S AT SRR IR IR T F e T AL 3R 5 XA A . 5 10 4
K, MBS FECEABCESE ., HACHEF G RO PZFAMBFIN LR . REFFRLGELE R
Ao X E MG HAER 32 bfe ik, B AR E 2 3B XA fo & 1 B AR .

KR M, BEEEE, SENE; WRSESF, ASER

7SS B4l

1 518 (APA), 2013)44 % [7] A 4R 1F: g LI A5 it 90
T M A K0 B 515 3 B2 AR ZIZ T3 2 RS P 4 S S BORE AR ) B
R ] N o P WAL . AESR, — R B XA MO B T AT
SR P v 25 B R Y (latent variables model) ' 4 A il Wk ji?j&:— P2 53 BT BB (network analysis
WAL AR T E T, i, oo IR SRR B AU
DO L T G K T K B (“Big Five” B AN TR, S BEAR NS0 BE 0 S 4R 4 TR Y SR B
personality model) LA~ AS [R] (1447 A i 1] £ hy R g%g%iiiﬁg;ﬁiié@ﬁi MR LR
WAk, RATEAME W RA g dE T T .
R P 5 0 - 2550, T ST W0 288 3 A 1 5 125 2 I — R GERYRRIE A B
AT I 85 (MeCrae & Costa, 2008). DL, i’jﬁj““fi"de@fgﬁ%
i, WL RIS s
% #L i (Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental il E’JE}*&?(%%} E\ﬁéﬂé A\%?‘é?) %%ﬁ)@;g{xﬁﬁ
Disorders, DSM-V; American Psychiatric Association A A A A T 2 R AT L R
T — A G 2% 43t AR A, BT W0 I A5 & 1Y 1Y)

ek F 9l 2019-05-27 2853 BB AL (LA (AT S 0 465 43 B ) 19 i A B
*E R BETT R BE DD JREZ AT R S LI A B, T 3 4 ) R X e L A
s . iz . . y ' N N
WA f{iﬂg s 1i:E-ma.lll. ;ngjfslé@fouﬂo_?k'com %ZlEﬂ E"JE)%%(BOI‘S]DOOIH, 2008), ﬁ—ﬁff‘[ﬂﬁ%
[, E-mail: hcp otmail.com NN . N

NN NRER 2 JE 4
Vo S i B S RBI AR K latent variable models BYZEFR Jo L FR Bt W,ﬁ(psychometrlc network) JEAR %%
ST R T R [ EE, L Millar (2011), (symptom network)Ek 2 45 ) £ (trait network).
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L1 200 1 25 R 1 S e 357 PR e B 7Y (Gausssian
graphical model) 5% FR i AH 3¢ B 4% % AU (partial
correlation model)iz F T A [A] 5 F =~ 4k JF %
P TR I 28 o FEIZS A3 BT i, e
AU )12, WOAS SCIE Ja F LA s 37 e A A
KE, ARG FEIHTEERE .
R AR Z AN D 2 G ) N, JEAE B Rl
b LA R At ol 24 fr IO 28 5 TR T I 245 43 BT R
KRR T3 0]

1 WEo e ERRE

X 25 73 Bt d5e F 0] 18 91 2] 1735 4F Leonard Euler
fiff DR (1 5 0 BR A R A 15 7] i (the Seven Bridges
of Konigsberg; Newman, 2001), Bl F24FIEE
(graph theory)®J 3L, W40 R ILEIELE 7
RTE 20 4R 8] TR R, 76 A AR = 54
SRR R R RIS R . BN, (5B
Bl = H gy N 5T R 4% (web network) Fll 5| 3C W 4%
(citation-based network) ., A=Hyk2E v % 56 R Y
M %% (gene regulatory network) (Levine & Davidson,
2005; Teichmann & Babu, 2004), KX T L 25 W
#%(Park & Friston, 2013; Sporns & Honey, 2006;
Xia & He, 2017), A2 B2 Gk i+ 52 19 2%
(social network) (Borgatti, Mehra, Brass, & Labianca,
2009), H:H1, Stanley Milgram 5& T 4138 2% A< 7N

B =)
NN TN\
jgyjég@!gﬁi@
NN LT
Cd g

‘V‘:@?«a‘y

O Agreeableness
O Neuroticism
O Extroversion

BB B 3% 0 (Milgram, 1967; Travers & Milgram,
1969) A0 P22 57 3 T 0K

AN 2 YT 5 5 L RE A AR R R Y I 4%
RSN TG N AL AE 55 R 4% (unweighted  association
network) o UNFEAHZE ML 4347, AR H 42 1) 4
S R I AT ST ) P25k TE AL R 45, R4
AR R BRI Z MR NA T
TN 28 AN 5 A 5 T T A AR A
ZIEPBER, ATk e R AR,
A0 B 2= v OR FH L2 BUFR AR I IF 58, AR
TR IR UL AR R (MR A T, T T R L
DRGSR . BE, WP AR & 2 [a] I R 5
G A # R i B 3¢ R 4% (weighted  association
network) #E AT I8, 7 2 7E X — IS Y Y ) 4% A5 7Y
R 2R AE B 42 1 5 TE) B &R 1 59 55 (Borsboom, 2008),
P RIBLG ik 22 7, W93 A6 0 I AR 56
DR £ 1) 4 b 00 Bl I 184 I %o % 2 0 AL 5 e 1Y)
i, DT AR AT AL 3¢ I 45 4l A &1 a5 L
Ko I 2% $ PR 45 7 1) 38 A o Cramer S HF5E 3 T 2010
A UK I AURE O ) 245 g T 0 B A ST UE A AT
Hh AT A8 FEE TR PR A ) X 4% SR ) A
AR B A5 (major depression disorder)FlJ 2 14 42 [& &
ft(generalized anxiety disorder)fJ3ty5, xR T —
AR B )2 38 (Cramer, Waldorp, van der
Maas, & Borsboom, 2010),

B 1 S R A () 4 P BN 1 (agreeableness) . 1 28 5T (neuroticism) A4 ] 74 (extroversion) = /™ 24 & 114 ff #H 5 9 2%

LA A ) AR A 1) % 4% B R A TG 0 T R R OR (B0 L AR BN 45 B UL TE 2R R FE B R R
osfio/g74dz/). #HS5&HZRIMKRRELIR, SOESMEFEMC, AEELRITHMN, HLEAMN
FARM MR 22 IMAISERIZAERY; 4. GLASSO PIZEFAL, Bk . Liu %(2019),
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Cramer 55(2010)FF 5542 FH i B KB B Sk
I3 BTREAR B9 OC 28 W4, B IHASE R 1l oy >R FH 1R 2%
3BT A B DB S0 4 B Al vk o AN, R IR 2K 4y
B L 0 B AR I, T R CH AR 2
W2 o] REAFAEVE 2B RO AE G, BN SR A Y
S AT S, RIS S A B TS
AR R, H o F R T REE ST LR R
o A alE A X RN O Ok 1Y R S PE, Lauritzen
(1996)F1 Pourahmadi (2011)3& ! T — Mg 712 .
TE 0 28 3 A v (07 O R O 28 50 12 B o i Ml R A
FUZ A IR AR o i A O 199 28 A5 AL 2 DL IASUARR
K2 SRy Hehith Y — AR D (McNally et al., 2015),
FEB T PR AR A 55— 1 KR R ) AT REHE,
i — 20 M PR ST R OC R AL TR AR
(Borsboom & Cramer, 2013), fAH ¢ 2 5017 46 %A
HOERC R 0 21 1, A5 i 22 1] B i AH O 52 4L
8 1) S 70 DR R 190 285 v i) HC Al A RV 1EE J X P L2
() F9 AR DG, DR O e B R AR < 2R R ST M AR G
(conditional independence association)”,

TE SRR I A v, 204 0 2% v i A 1 ) EK
RYILLEL I AR I, W2 & 15 2 B AT T
GEOLNTME LK 25 SR AT A R R o S5 A D
FHIE PR At [, 51 AZET T (penalization
factor), 4N &% & /N 45 X 8 W S0 2k £ B vk
(Graphic Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection
Operator, GLASSO; Friedman, Hastie, & Tibshirani,
2008), LA 5 000 255 r Ik 2 i B R X 50 55 AR 1R 46
D E R, BT LIRS TR 5 A
G AL I 5 T o A 1 Y 2 A R
1 A 00 10 2% S k7 FH] PTG e 246 0 1 AT S50 2 49 3
P — IS 75 Y R 28 o A 4 L, A O 0 2%
AR EE, A5 000 19 28 SRR i, -t B RE I T o
P02 v 4 oA LR, (AL B ) A

BT i R S0 A B4 g S PR R AR T B
A7 i R A S AR B R W R, BER RS
Aot T X A RS A 2 A B I 2 A3 k. 1]
n, X 4y AR R BdE, van Borkulo Z5(2014) 4 H
— M T 5 R (Ising model) AY R 45 43 B 7 8=,
1 12 55 [1] )5 (logistic regression)t ¥ i 22 [A] TBE
RO, N 2% o3 M 5 1 AR AT LA AR BL 0 25
T TR AT R4 . S0, X T8l h BB A 736
A A S AR B 0L, Haslbeck 1 Waldorp
(2015) 42 i T IR & &1 JE 45 A (mixed graphical

model) >k HE 7 AH I X 45 14 43 BT 5 % o TER XA )
Hodl, WEFEE BN TR AR & 2 8] Y A1 H R Ok
FAET AT E L EUE A M 7 (Epskamp, Waldorp,
MBbttus, & Borsboom, 2018)%, TEZ\ [H] ] £ 45 Fd rpr |
PR T AR I A AR B ) A S e N, AR 2 H) Y
FHE BT T v R SRS R0 28 i 9 1) 450408,
WFIE B AL RS T HA A S Y W 28 A5 1Y, 4] 2
B X8 B — WL 7 I [ e A7) R A 194 1 i 9 ] D A
Hl (vector autoregressive model; Bringmann et al.,
2013) A1 3 /% 43 H 81 09 5% % (principal component
vector autoregressive model; Bulteel, Tuerlinckx,
Brose, & Ceulemans, 2018), 7%} £/ WA & 1) £
)2 A EE M 245 % (multilevel vector autoregressive
model; Epskamp et al., 2018) LA K &% /D HULA~
] Y 38 U R 4 B Y (cross-lagged
network model; Rhemtulla, van Bork, & Cramer,
2019), XEEFAHFES T N —= T T M
LRRAUAR AR, FURTERCALRR . B AU HE AR A
PP 2. BRTCERE, 48 3ORXF
X LA AL e IF BARA 41

2 MK EERR

P 24 43 17 2R P v 397 PR PR AR Ay R il g s A
) P 2%, AT A5 30 % 495 v 70 o B TR i A AR 42 1Y)
Xof U 7 S (1] S B RN 25 # A TRl R 1 R o 7R SR
BRAFSE D, X e hn T LA oE & R E 6 A48 i
[ B 2R PR A A, AT 3 B0 Ao e Vs A et A 7R T 3k
o o B 9 [ O 2 AR R PR T 5 (0] ) o LA T
T, WL HT 0 TE bR ALRE TR T SRR AE A 4 AR R
i 148 DO £ B AR FRAE B FE AT o
2.1 IR S ERIETR
2.2.1 Hily4 (centrality)

HFOHEARER T — A S HAAT SR
R BB, BUB ORI R
R 2 AT S, b MR BN T SRR E
BEEFR . — AT oL M R T S H A
Y B A R (Costantini, Epskamp, et al., 2015),
bR = A BARERR . S TG (degree)

PR, X RO BT AT A R 4 S BT RE 2TE R
TR LhIE RO s AR A N R 4%, L Je L A
AH 5 F B 3 B 2 [ 1 B 22 ) )t A G R 480 1 sk 4
FRumE 15 M %%, E& W Epskamp et al.(2018),
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il P (closeness) Fl FR A FRUCy P (betweenness)
X T IC AR £ R, — 5 s B AR MR
537 S EH A A ALY S HX s
PR % B 28 T R 5597 a5 B 2 AH I 1Y LA AR 4,
T TE TR A T2 A AR A W 2% rp () B 22 M
B o WHHEE PO A A O PRSI AT i B AR
#E %5 (shortest path length, SPL)AYHES, M 45
FT AT RGN A AR A T A PO PR Y A
(Bringmann et al., 2013), Pt o] DL 510 7
AW Th LA

FETCINBUHE S M 2%, BT 35 Z 019 SPL 2y
e T T RO AR B (B0, g S
Bz, WISPL 15 ANy 5 Jovk i ARl 4k
AHE, W SPL S J055 K)o HEI o P2 M 2% v i
HHABAT SR S SPL 2 AR (B T 2
[ e R o= W o= 1 0 N [ 157 R | P
TS TC R T LA B R, P T T
BEE O EEET 0), A Pt iR A
BRAR B UIAEOC, B3RN0 R BT A A A
R AR LR AR I P A R
PR, I O P A X A Y YT A AR X B 4 g R
i B HE(SPL = 1) [ He(SPL # 1)1 )y XU HoAs
9 45 A8 5 BT 52 Wi (Costantini, Epskamp, et al.,
2015); T A O PR X B s T SR AR
HEEBEP R EENEN, B
Z 5 M4 TR

KT IMAAHE W 2% ke Ut #E314% SPL A 7522
TETCIMBUR M 2% SPL ) JEfith - 28 R % 4R I A(E.
(weights of edges) % £ i (numbers of edges)
B o BT 5 SOH 3% 4 AN 9 A B o B AR
AR A PO A, M2 T A E
(Freeman, 1978). 575 & I i 4k (9 IAUE Z FIfE
AT B B O R BR, FR N 5 (strength),
D TR T A ) e B AR e Sy T 2 R S BT AT
AE A% v o 2 I BUE BB R /DY AR . 78
X8 SN, HEY 50 d i AR W] R f AR 2 Y
AR RO R R AR, Wk 2 AR B 22 JH]
) 48 72 0 A-C-B (BF 1/0.5 + 1/0.2 = 7), TidE
A-B (1/0.1 = 10).

1H 5 3 194 2% R T HA A IR R % e 2 = T
BRI S ETEME R, BT ZER AR
AR g R A L TR 2
SR, FEANIR] A 2%, 3% I AR X 31 AR B N

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

%A Fr N6 . I, Opsahl, Agneessens F1 Skvoretz
(2010)5| A ¥ % 2§ (tuning parameter, o)f¢ 877
AN [R) PR 28 v i35 rp O P B I RSO R 3 8 302 1) L
H: Mol OB, ABBIAUL, 2ol 1E, A
7 [ B O L 1 A0 D 2 rhu o PR ) TR
TLANFEAS RER 83 LI IAL ST),

2.1.2 A FUM 4 (predictability)

JRAE O R B TR T S S AR E T s ]
MR, HETERWIXTSEZREE 23]
H5EAHE AL S, Rz AR
(variance)7E 2 RARRE [ IR LL 5 2 M5 I 17 A
S PTRRE . AT AE AR 3G R 2% rh it Ak axX —
F%, Haslbeck I Waldrop (2015)4: H n] #4545
RFERE-TENESELZRKEE LT HS5HE
H 5 a5 Y 728 S T S0 (RS2 AR 2R DL | 0 A A
TR ) o P4 T TR T A B P 2 T SR S
B T2 N 4% 37 3] I 45 AR 2 (N A SR A AE P R 32
P B2 R, A SR 4 T O A s, B X
] 4% 235 ) P9 S BB 3 - b oRE BT, A1 BR] 2K RE A
B R,

2.1.3 £ &% (clustering)

SRR DG M 5 B — 4 T UM Y At
WEZAMIKR . X BB G| A« = (triangle)”
HIE e R —T5 0 S5 EAHE AR E P HoA
WHEME, MEAX=AWEBRT — =M~
(anfE 2 F=A s AL B C), MRS Bt
ATDME = AR sh e —A- 1 SR E
4L Z B (clustering coefficient) i, H AR A%y
SR S ESOE O = A S T REE B
=MANBONLE, XFTE 2 thig A e, HE
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S = R <ABC, dh—A, T H AT G
W = <ABC”, “ACD”HI“ABD”, 3t 3 4,
I A BRIER KON 173,

FESEUERFFE Y, P o ] T 0 A
23BN W46 rh R — 5 s (RPN A% &) i AL R AR
RO E . 40, RS R AR 2 b, B h
O P i PR R T X R B e R, PRy
EE IR — AR 1 R [ R 0 HC Al R ) T R
W (McNally et al., 2015), #eir HOdEFI R4
e P DU A T ST D R BT Y
F2£ ¥ (Costantini, Epskamp, et al., 2015; Freeman,
1978), ARHE M 45 3 B9 MR B, W19 =2 ) B AR
JSEAT Ik 9 3 2 ] B 35 A % 43 4% 34 (Costantini,
Epskamp, et al., 2015), B2 RO P B A RE IR,
F T8 SR At i 0 205 v G AU bR 10y A B g A
U, TR RS W 2y BT AE B R Al AE R
(Borgatti et al., 2009), i H1 4 HCo M3 171 A,
P71 X O 5% v R Al T Y i L B AR R R AR
BN RS R e, {5 R I A% 3 JRUAR (R A
PEAR)RRIGIN . FESLARSC I WFoT b, o 0 4%
AT R IR AR AT A rh MR e, 33 i R[]
SR A P B 25 AN [RHS o A LA A R Y &
A F0 % JR(McNally, 2016) 40, BT F50 78 I
BT A EEE S A RAER TS, A —
U PR T RO PEARARR N, A B e i A 3 9 A
DA 33X — PR P A A X LA 22280 5 A 1Y)
M T, IR bl RG4S 35 ] TR M 8 s e
SR FH AR R 28 R 00 T 120K it B 114 4 52 DU T B 45
= (Haslbeck & Fried, 2017),

2.2 AWK R E IR AR
2.2.1 E3IESEE (connectivity)

T HEIR 35 9 2% v A R PR R [ ) e g
AR iy {H (average shortest path length; ~J
L LSRRI L AN, %45 10 1 B2 i
FERRBRR . QT SCHTIR, A I £ R AL 5 £

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 AR TR
IRSE 5 15 (AN 5 T — ) 8 v AU A 49 RS 193 0 FT 0
2%, 3 S PR IRSL Y i 5 A A A3 P i AR I E Y
HICRI AEX RO R, —WF 3O Br R Y, et 5
0 2 v BE— 2 L o B4 TR

B AT 9 o i B AR B B T3 7 ik, A N M,
TR IR T AN R o P48 0% B e,
AW E B %, NERE S, W
IR UL, T B BRTE 200 SRR T AT SO
- #H % (Tio, Epskamp, Noordhof, & Borsboom,
2016)o 2% i 4550 FE 2 U P I 245 2 75 A W] Y
#HEHEHRZ —(van Borkulo et al., 2017), K% E 2
RFFET L HEREA RIS 1, 198 ABC MIPIAHIE,
U A F1 D A, B fil C 5 D AHIE; 75 —4
ST BIEREAR M, 2 Hh, 19 8 BCD A%, U
B 5 AMi#E, CHID 5 ANHE, @itx) &,
W% 1 R L 2 BESFA TR, (H 2408 B AR R]
2.2.2 1R (transitivity)

& 3% 4 B 4= 5 2 48 & %L (global clustering
coefficient), 197 55 M TR AE RECEA = BEAH Gk
518 RERBM =M XTI, 2 =08
AN A PO 2% 2 2R i, RIJE B AH 72 i =5 5507
(connected triple), WIE 2 H1 A, B, D =9 i[04
PAIEL, BT — N tHER =57, mi—4
A N“ABC) WAL & =AM E R =5 8.
Newman (2003)7E S JTC A AR 3G B 2% rh 4% 3 1 oy
ZAAAE = AS 5 AR = AN RO LA,
Opsahl Fl Panzarasa (2009445 15 1 5 b6 & 2=
B SC 25 o L3 My, 3% IH I 4% v vl 450
FW=ATAIERRERR L, TETEESW
W3 TR B ACPE M A B BE R (Costantini,
Epskamp, et al., 2015), B4R M 45538 1 5 % 1ok
JE T 55 I 46 R A 2 R DG, (H P A A
BRI —— 24 W 2 rh A AR A L3 B LA A3 B
P28 1 ST 2SR A O A PR T BEAR 5 .
2.2.3 /it RiEFR(small-worldness index, SWT)

N SR A 3 A ) s 2 T 2 I S AR K
MaeRmRERBEITAEMSRE, SWI = (C/C) /
(L/L), L AT C A2 I 45 1) e o 5 A0 I R 4
JRRERE, LA C N EA MR S BT 4k
B ER BB ML ™ 4% (Erdés-Rényi model; Erddés &
Rényi, 1959)°HIMIFIHE bR o /N5 B e i) 2,

* ER BHLRIL S £ F F 5% 58 Erdés il Rényi 42 4 b
HLE L (random graph theory)HES7 A FAHL M 4%, ] LU i
W A — 5 W RBORIE 2B ST, BT DA 3 0 — 1Y
TRV A5 LR T REAETE ORI E, X — e R T
X 52 2 P 28 G5 ) R GE 3T o
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FBEAL P28 AH LY, A 2 PR 19 50 o A 5 7 AR
H%/%E@Xﬁ%ﬁfg(Marcus, Preszler, & Zeigler-Hill,
2018), 2 SWI KT 1 (U™ 4% 2600 N KT 3, %
W2 HA /N SRR R, BVEAA R R . 1R
() SF- 24 AR B S | B R R B % S5 R (Borsboom
& Cramer, 2013),

i1 Do 2 BEARARAE 1Y) = AR AR GE R | 1L
8 1 LA KNI B BR )0 T B O BRI R B A )R
ARPERE X, BN, Cao ZE(2019)X AN A5 1 75 20
AERN) 493 J5 I U8 R AR 1 I 2 A3 AT R, Lot
2R SRR 1) T HE R PR R, O A AU IR T K
B, I AE BT R B Z B LT, ATRER
PR SERS ZeMER BT BRI o SCANAE AR S 191 /Y
ARG (B D, MR SRR 1.38,
RITER ™ 4% B 25 F T M 46 HoAT /i B e
Wl B R T A 1) 2 rh B A <R3 B0 R B — A7 2%
H IF AR — 52 A & 9 A AT o 4% H AR
K, ST RAE A 4% H Tl & i 47 4 B AATE) 2
HIBK R o

T TR, R 0 48 R R 1 4 A
AAGE T HEA W 2%, o 3d T R 46 R 5 s
LN I S T VA 3 ¢ o IR < S = i
(component), fE—SM L, fELEE A SHH
RZ (W bRUE, — B 50%75 A7) i 4L U 43,
IX I 3 o 4 B R 23 B FR AR LR 4H R AR ) (giant
component) (Newman, 2001), X} T EAHE K
RS Y P 2%, R B ZH IS R AE 1Y O A A
X ) 4B AR RRAE (Y A3 BT BB 2, 4N Tio
5(2016) %5 [ b 2 9 15 A G [0) R G 1 73 28 45
- fi (International Classification of Diseases and
Related Health Problems, ICD-10; World Health
Organization (WTO)) 55 #ER 125 4t F
SF DU R 6 1T B (DSM-TV-TR) X 19 />4 i s A5 12 e
o I 2 v B DR A R o 1Y 0 B R B, AT
ICD-10, DSM-IV-TR (2000) /1) % 36 1 0 w7, bt W
TE AR ELIGE R 1149 R B A 0 45 180 4 v R R 2R T
g% .

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

AR A R DL T A RAR A AR 0 B2 IR
WEFEh, R4 o3 Hr 2 EAT LA R A

3.1 REVMEEZ BB R

W0 265 53 BT A AR 15 A o 1 E L, T DA T
0 A% A A ARY A A A A WL AR 2 ) B
AAESCE, BT DL A 4 B A WL AR 2 (]
MRFR, TERZWAZRBAIT, T BE 2 it
Sy [i] — 4 B 7T WL A2 e g e [ PR, UL AE e 2
[E1) P A DG AR 58 4 ol T 2 o g R, RDUL N A2 i B A
“JaiBAm 7P (local independence) (Lazarsfeld &
Henry, 1968); WM AF & {1 by I & 15 A5 2 (1) 8 15,
A WL A e 2 ) YOG R A AR G T Y AR A
AL B 2 2 A5 0 AR U B s 72 (B 3 [ il PR )
A BA P RTE L, B0, 78 B 2 AR Y & A
AR 8 ] S A AT 2 IR s E S IE AN TR,
HIAE AT BEAS A7 7E — A>T 28 FbORE IR 19 3 (5] Ji 1
——HAB R >, K A AR RE A AN [A]
P R ] F R AR 2 05 i il e 2 BUR AR R R
Mo PRI, 28 53 BT 7 R AR S 0 v 78 i A A ) b
Ft, REAE A RN WL A 2 (R B A &
G () Al T+ HIAI I 25 S RE R 22 18] 1 AR ELARE 5 N
YEFE), DT X [ ) BIF 5 DR A ik 55 7 A2 At
RUR RV AA BT A o AN 75 SR R 2, 7E 2R
FE L BRAG I, 19 28 73 B F1 v 28 d R B A
ARARL Y Sy B, BT 12 4 ek 4% > WL 0] 742 £ o
FE SO IR o AR B IR AR R T 0 SR A,
T H RO A S — R

e Ah, WL A% 5 9 A i 22 B) R I 56 B A
FETESR 5 S ey vhoe, WIS i HBESZ2 — M
512 B P (B A DA A T A, LA 12 WK
PBEAS B, V7 2 REAR D BLAE 22 B bl 05 09 12l
PR BLCR IR . 20 A 55) o W4 o3BT Fe v/ WL A2
AHE S, SEAFE S B b IR Hh BN & S A
AR 5, B — PAOHE ot o A 0 2 O 3 i R I
SEREAR [AVAH EE M B o oy — O T, RS AT
LSE Ao O P S5 A DGR Ao i A A [ 5 s 7E 19 2%
TR, X AT I TR S 2O B0 B
RS M ERRWCH X, Fi0, McNally
(2016) 52 Hh g v A M HESE Rl T B s o,
] b e A P 24 5 4 2 H B2 4 D Fried 4§(2015)%F
T AR AT AR E IR (9 X 25 0T 5% & B8R, IR — 3
AHECHR I R E R

O — s A AR T L 4 32 — AN W A 2 A T

PSR, BIINIR R A 4540 Oy AL

e
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32 WNT=EZEMERE

D 28 43 A7 T LA TR G2 AS ) 77 o5 QU0 2 1)
22 (1) B L AH 52 i B Lt () ) 2 i R Gl A
o e O A% 5 ] P A T AR ), BB, R e B A
)i R FTRE R =22 (8] 7T 68 K BRSRIAH B, &
FU™ AL AW N (Schmittmann et al., 2013),
EIFR B, X — i BT 3 & AR ZERE IR K T (O
AR £, 1 dE & A AR o AR K P (AR ) . F
FERX PN BB 56 FR 0 T B B SUAE T R AR [RRE IR 2
(] PRI 2R G 3R B sk 2 O 7R B 5 B[] 1) 28 4k i3 72,
AT S BHATE 58 2 T & A S X T B0R YT I %o

AT I 2 [R] — Tk ol 5 i PRI A 1 AN [ A
A R B A RE R R B T R TE AN [, bR 22 1] A A
HIRRW IS, A% TR SR IRAE IR i 2 R AR
kU, MAEBRY R TR - R IR—EE 4E
Hp )T R A E R T AR A ROk R
NIATRE S i — I b Fh— D ALEE 2E— 15 261K
8. BoWi . JeiR(Borsboom & Cramer, 2013),
Xof 35 )T TOUE N A A [ B O B A5 P40 Isvoranu
5 (2017) 43 Hr B AE A5 5 )5 RS M B 19 26 R
BB 5T & B, 76 J5 30900 4K #h 45 L (psychosis) Y
SANYEREQETEREAR . SUMEAE AR | A e LA
PROH, U RS e L R A S AR B
HEBEBER, 0 IR0 G e R U] 3 A 3 3 A
9 BHLRE AR 5 BE AR BT AH G . B DL EARHER
PR, AN RO A% £ 4% R 4t AR AN A,
M2 R G R R AL B R %
3.3 EiM

PR 28 43 BT 48 T A B ORI 7 1 g A 4 22
AT 26 3 R AR fb ) AR SR A i — O BT R &R
GEi kA R o BN, Cramer 25(2012) M R 2%
SIATI A BEAR Y, AAE T RE R — AN B B PR
g, HIE Rz Bl A= E R 2, 10
AT, AB S h R RHETED), 3
FHEG AT AR, R R OT Y
R (equilibrium) . ISR UL, 25 5 R E 52 W 1)
N4s F 3 BRI B, 3B O 5 B A2 AN 384,
DR B E o A, X Rk, B E
DAl 125 5 TR 3] 32 Jgl Wl A B W T T B T 3
B NATHBERA, MIFER MR T2 8 &Pk
FT AR o ISR AN ZE T T B A2,
fln] e 233G I 5 BE 2R N ZE 1R, Bk . AR N 32
JpER ] et S B>, Tl — ks e s,

BV — YR SN S 15 TG 1k 58 4 U AR AT S
AT RE RS R GE TP A DGy, X AR A AN o
T 3 AR — AR A A T 7 e (N O i 2 5
A ) 1R AR ) AR R RS R ST, A Bl ad 2
PSR S ) L A e G 55 Al UL 0 7 ) HEK R
ARG KSR AT R Ge AT BE AN, SEAR S AER
Z NA]AH L5 0 T RS E 1 R ¢, RIS 3 5 bk
MRS . —Fa T S B E T — A
JUANHRE BYREAR, T 5 e ik Se e AR, HC AU AH 5C
SR )4 K8, YR B RE — I 2, R AE
AR 0 7 R BORE AR 22 () R R R AR O, BES
ARG ARE R LS

AR, BRUL BT R = 2 Ah, g AT
A AR RS S B, B R AE S ] P A
KT HC A 2 Z R B0 AL AE B 22 [ DGR 1
BRRL, T4 HE PR BRI 4 52 2% 0 B R e (B A
R GE G AT R S BUA (S & RS0 AT BE
P IS A AT LA 4 Jey 1 i A% 22 [R] 114 52 4%
KA, M ST 0BG A% Kim ™, #an,
W0 265 53 BT BLAT B B TR R S5 —— R0 45 23 17 BT
) AL ) 7 (1) ) DO 245 A B L 8 — AN PRI
KN E 1), fESebrizs i, 245 T RS FEF
£1,(UN qgraph; Costantini, Epskamp, et al., 2015)f
R, 2T, BT E S Re S H WG
AT 3t J8 B G 5 5T R 2 M) AR R A R 2% 5 S Y
ZEFRHIE (Marcus et al., 2018; McNally, 2016).

4 PR S AT I RL R

P2 3 BT S — R B 7 i, I AR R AR O B A
TSIz N, JE R BN BRSO B2
(4N Cramer et al., 2012), fh<DEE22(UN Dalege,
Borsboom, van Harreveld, & van der Maas, 2018)Fll
It 0> B2 (40 Borsboom & Cramer, 2013), VAT
K553 12 191 L5 D 10 248 73 A 3 6 s ) ST By
41 ABSHLCEZFIEMN A

TENMG O B2 b 25 53 A o B0 T 1%
G 9 AR DN 2 1) 35 B DA B KiCa, HORE ) 4 2% H
VA 9 26 v 0715 i, DA AR H 22 1) 1) i AF O Sy 44k
KAWL, Gl BSE BETC A MBI, WL
AEMANTT =7 TS HEFR AT AR B B

S —, RARH BRI, AT AR BT
AR RS S5 E B AN SEFIE IE o BRAS SCI
1 R ZEMIA6, BFEE 3 TEX KK HE AT 25 43
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Brisk &3, B AVERSN v 45 BA 5B, U
W 2 T A 4 B AR DG 1Y 4% H Z W AR eI oR
5 I E 4% H RS ) 4 A Y 4% B 22 B AH
Ketk, ZHMMEAHE X 57 N BEAGRE, S
PR B — L8 5% B (a0 3R F 51032 3R) AR 1 —
5% H (A B AL B] 5 50 A7 — e ) B S LA AR
151 16 RE ARLPE T AR B9 4T O Bk &R (Cramer et al.,
2012). 34k, MEEDR By M BE X0 28 BT AT 0 B &
M, HA&EKTE LR, SHATA RS HHEH
FER R R, IR G AR AR Y
7 7% i B ORIE W) BT ME Y AT 4R B IR (Nagel,
Watanabe, Stringer, Posthuma, & van der Sluis,
2018) ., X A BEAT Y X 45 4347 U #h 78 T 3G Y 2
WIRR : X[ A A B AT I N 45 0 R EA
S A A 7N NAR S5 R B A MR Y 1 AR B A D 7 A
H# F B (D1 Pierro, Costantini, Benzi, Madeddu,
& Preti, 2018); Hyatt Z5(2018)%} [ 43 F0 A B 1E4T
W& AT T A2 B S AR RO 2E &
B 5 X (B SR ETCE . AISERR . AR
BEAC, A5 X7 A5 N TE %),

B, RBOSEHITRR TR B M. 455 A
O B2 T R 5G4 1k S R BIF 507 A s R 5
BRI R O AE B LS T 32 9 AR S )
D 4%, 4% A3 BT AR T — AN AR A 10 <8 2 £,
W2l T A [6) WF 5% 0 8L 1 L Sl i I 1) B R 58
o BN, 788 R KNS (temperament) 5 A 4%
FETT A AESC P 4% B, BIFSE R AR RE 6% 4 AR
B AT A AR T 2 B B SR A, A e )
T AN SR AR B O R AR B AR B
BI(OAM I E, )8 4E . RITHEMEALE, G)RTE
P FFCHE AR G B4, (4) P 4 B (Wechsler,
Benson, Machado, Bachert, & Gums, 2018),

5=, 8 YRR A3 A A 7 AR AR i AR
MR FIE g R Flun, XN mE =M Ak R
(“Dark Triad” personality)FF J& M 2547 5, 5
HWE T # 9l A BRI & (interpersonal manipulation)
FVe B TC 1 (callousness) e 1% A A% 5 5t I 25 b (1Y
#.0>(Marcus et al., 2018), X— &K LIUET
Z iV R A 45 B (Jones & Figueredo,
2013), ARMLAY SRR A X R ST B ST, DHoE
3 o R B R 2R AT R 245 40 T R B R B AR A
AT Rk IR 5P B B 9 5% (responsibility) .
¥ il (impulse control). 4 J¥ (orderliness) Fl ) &y

(industriousness) P44 (Costantini, Richetin, et al.,
2015).

S TR DA E I R SRR L L B A ]
i, 25 EE R SR ) 4 5 R AF 9T A LA 2 B 04 T B
(R & RS2 AT R AR ELAE ) | 4435 Rl 22 19 5t
A R L8 i 4 {1t T R M 19 UE ¥ (Dalege et al.,
2016). SCUEMFFYHE HH AN BUIR 28R BE % T 4>
MRS T G0 A 1 S B 0 TR 46 1) S HE 0 2, 17T Y
25 (10 3 H ik B S5 25 B A T A T R TR R (S BE
1 AR E P AN S EE AT O Y 5 AR ) Bk 2 A O
(Dalege et al., 2018). 454G Hi AWFIT LL K M 45 53 B
BYALFA, Brandt, Sibley Fll Osborne (2019)4%H T
“BURE SRS (political belief system) &
—— AT R R & R BOR (SR T — M
2%, FHorh b TR O ML 1 S — S AR 45 A (R
FEIRIE ), A 32 2k b A 8 WO X AR R
WIS . ANad, PE 3 A I R AEA 230 B2 451 4k
[ G TR R B B, I HOR B R A
FHZ
4.2 lEROEZFSUE A

TEG RO B2 b, 2 43 A 0 g ] 32 B 45
TRR AL GORG 1 B2 Wibm o TR IR B9 0 28 4544
PR A [RDR i B h 1) g 175 0 A B R 28T 00
ANIER LB X # ASJE R 45 118 3 Wi X = A D7 T

5T, WK I HT SR PR AL GORS PR B2
ANTRIREAR 22 [) 1) 56 R B3t 1R el A . RO R
FHTCINAL I 46 23 A0 1 75 %, R T AN [RDRS 1 e
HYRE R Z 18] B9 R 2% 25k . HET EE A (1)
Borsboom, Cramer, Schmittmann, Epskamp #l
Waldorp (2011)%f DSM-IV (1994) & 65 55 X i i
IR 2 B 2R (9 254347 (2) Boschloo %(2015)%F
DSM-IV (1994)H1 (1) 12 ZOkGH AT A OC K 120 F
SERHEAT T 455047 (3) Tio #(2016)%f ICD-10
L5 DSM-IV-TR (2000) 14 19 £% 45 $4 7T J&& 1) F 5253 #T
DA K (4) Borsboom (2017)3:F b ik fiF oy 45 5% M 45
RS M B RS AR T A R . B RSR U, BT
I AR B B B 12 W o B LR e (1)
SEARAE, BIVRS it A 1) 4 rh AN () B 53 19 52 A 28 HL
FER; )R 8505 4R A E IR] LRz 1, BIVKG
A5 I 45 m A o R 1 R A 7 A b ] [l
NE; Q)EIEFE IR, B ML 4510 B e R R
FRAE S (AP 5 A DA 10 2 254y, B o % v — 2
IR ] IR 28 0 R, X SR AR AR TS AR LA ]
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5| & HAAE R (5)i J5 3500 (hysteresis), B #ft
i I FH T oI R R IR L BT S5 280 T B,
TR 51 R AR AR 0 ST R 5 O s 9 e R )
AT REAH B3 .

HWR, P2 53 AT B H A TR T A [R) RS B 1
IR 0 o PO 20 43 T 38 Ao 1 R 1 A R R R A
W1 S AE 2 rh A VE A, TR RE S AR S R R
(K ol e A T 4% 22 ] )<< 4249 A, B e 9
Ko BRAETA Cramer 4(2010) 75 5B VAR KL A A1
Tz M A5 A 1Y 2 9% AL ) ) BIF 5€ 41, Ruzzano,
Borsboom Fl Geurts (2015)¥£ % H HI4E 5 5 10 5 /)
HHLH B, BARZINMMELZ AT R ZF L
AR WibR e, (BT 45 538 BoR B HAE
5500300 A A8 A R[] B R R AR BT 3k
B 20 2 AT R4, —FRER A A H A
Koo XM T —A 1 EEUERA T 28 534 e % Xo7 A 1
B A 1) e M A TR 2 B AR, AT B 2
SR G 3 R AT . Afzali %E(2017)% B4 )5
7 5 T R AT o 4 ) L AL A R I 8% 43
Br & B, A 09 3775 SO AR R T BEE BIR [7)
B, G TEE T R SR O U A A
AREER, BAEET AR RN [ 55 H
il — 2R SRR R, XKW S — 248 AR5 1
o T TR AR 2 7 A R A PT E  2 l 2 Hg
FER A A

5=, WS Bt o E R R TR SN B 1
T IR AR RN L T TR s R S 1), — ik
WEFEH T T g W AR 25 | AR 28, LS A
2 5N R R 22 ) R 3 R DA B a2 72 o Xof o 4% Ak
25 ¥4 19 % W (U0 Bekhuis et al.,, 2018; Santos,
Kossakowski, Schwartz, Beeber, & Fried, 2018), A~
[ RE A (5 P £ r 1 AS (] 308 4 ) |y 3 2R B 555 0 O =X
AR, —SefE R SR T B AE G, i o) — L)
ATREIUA B2 R, XX IG RGO o B %
X, flhn, Blanken (2019)K: W44 b FH F
R 5% 2 HRAE (9 N 14T M IR J7 (cognitive  behavioral
therapy for insomnia, CBT-T)% 2k HAE A ARAE A4
FIm IR TT BRI SE, G5 R A& CBT-1 X2k iRk
IE R IE DR A FH B S, AT X SRR RE B4 /E F U BE 23
T30 2o A 2 MR R T A 8 1) ) B2 AR

5 REERE
W o Wt 4 G5 s S B RSTR g — AN A5 S b T,

0 TR 1B u I Y A bl w T S - P
HIEJLVFEZ T ECA&ET ZATHEZ 08 %S
W WHRTTFR R RIEHKRE, £ARKILEN
AT M AT RESSTE AN T Jr T AR A — 2P K .

8, MRS 5 IEIE RS G, g
UE PR 28 43 B 485 718 104 i B2 4 a5 2 15 A1 A A0 T 45 25
Fa i R i B G EEVE T . AN SCRT IR, M 4543
BT A6 X5 K Ao 0 () B 9 R I — S R A X EE
T e 22 ) bR D) 3 8 A Oy 2 T 4 A
IHY A BRI 5 72 3 R T R A A T 4% (RIIA
ST B B A 8 IR A S BRIG T i
Yol TR L A ) 2% v 5 A PR AT A S R I R A
RIF R E SIRITRE S AR S S Z AR W
HABAEIRWE 7 H i 5 BT X — R,
WSk 5 RS W R AR IR YT i SR S ) G
13X — 4 (Fried et al., 2017),

B, M AFr Rl EE MR, BT MY
M AR BT R — AR R B R R M A B Tk,
JTAR A 25 R T R R R TR AR A B, M DA AE
RIS, BAREUR M 2, IR EETS 1Y
S5 A R T EE O, RS o LA S 3 58
%, FHML 3RS BTN T DRSNS
i B AR AT 55 9F — 2 38 IF (Epskamp, Borsboom, &
Fried, 2018; Forbes, Wright, Markon, & Krueger,
2017), WF5EE O AR th LB R~ P 25 S5 10 02
A P& 25 05 (van Borkulo et al., 2017), R4
B —TAFFEUESE T W45 5 BT e REAR P FREAR (7]
1Y 5 B & P (Borsboom et al.,, 2017), PiH] T M %%
St DA —EE LR R EE MR T,
PAECHERFRHITEESZAXLENERT
(Open Science Collaboration, 2015; & % Il %,
2016), Xf ¥ 7] 5 &2 M % 20 it — WA
R B, RB—DEEMBRIT MR LRED R
E M P 45 455 7 (confirmatory network modeling)F
J7 R R A B T — R REAS BT R i AR )
W8 AE 2 KRR L Ret e B I A AR B 5 0
M HEA, T R 5 P S0 45— I 4 B TR R ] e A
FFER A o 3 S P 7E 1 SRR ] BE 2 A A i B AR
BARBARFEN, TEARERILTAENRR, Hik
5 B0 A R AR R B AR T HE TR RR
0] B2 ST A Y I 2% LGS TR — A, AN
6T IR R, A0 R — P 45 2548 I8 7k [ B 5
Tk 1A AR AR AS R L AR I R AR
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(Borsboom, Robinaugh, The Psychosystems Group,
Rhemtulla, & Cramer, 2018),

W=, SRR PRG . BARTHT
SR T U 22 W28 O3 W AR AR A T A G 1 7 i A
RIRAPE Z A AL BT RIAR R, B
RERLAT IR AT 1 285 3 B UM LU AR e 3 . —
J7 T, AR AR (RN T S A R D7 R
9N T X 1R 25 1Y 25 45 RN 45 il (Borsboom,
Mellenbergh, & Heerden, 2003), X4 &b}k T
O B T v AR S8 A S B Y R R, 55— T I
AR BRI TR RO R EVE A BT HESE . R
RMFFE LT Kt — AN ZR & 75 1%, RERES
IR 25 A5 80 Sl PR RV AR PR B A, REE AN
X E iR 2% 5, HAT Epskamp 25(2017)%f
LRI AL BRI 5 M A R AT T RIS,
HET ISR R R R SRR RS ET LA
HE— 2P 58 IR AL, ATERE T b 45 4 178 1 A A
IR 28 3 TS AU A L 5

S04, N HF AR B R 2% 5 BT (Borsboom &
Cramer, 2013), T4 RMER O BL/AT M RAAE B
AR, ST AR 2% 04 A R T S
YA b LR A O BRI G LA KOS P 1 o 3
PREF R I RE o WEFEH BT R GEvT I R i ar
FET AR 2 oA, BB T BRSNS
JE AR ATNRRIEIE R S, W B T
AN PAORS P BRE RS BB D L A 208 B AR O A XL
Wio deZ, N2 o3BT BT A BOR S A 1Ak
ok e, i E AR TR R, AR A
A FRR o B AP R i

it AHELFRASAIRBEGERENL,
Bl K & RACE X F SN T R E A
ECEE LS S & E IR IR

SE Rk
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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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