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1. PR RB N G —E B R R

PLES 52 21 U5 vk CAEVF 2 U S 1 ER&E, (B3
HORHR > #R ok Z P AR o DR SR HE TR — P A ) (A
TR, WA, HATREAE AT LS 2 > RS
QAR 7/ 1 v e R WP B s A
ZEE, IR R T SRR B AR 2N VA A7 AE Rk
fillo BEAh, FATIR 7 —MATRERI DT, ERDR R R HERE

SPLE82E IS &R IF R TR N T8 68 (explainable
artificial intelligence, XAI) %,

1.1, A AR5

BT ARG R 1], FRATTIT 5 H ) R e 7
B PP AL YR T A B R SR AN . TR EEARG (P =1, 2,
s n), FRATIM B HAIEIT AR BT, 45 RAL R Y, AFFEAE
BX. ZETHTTEMNRE (T=1/0T=0), 4RTE
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FEEFIATEES Y, (1) R Y,(0)e  S2BR AL 3 (1) 45 5L v wy
FRN:
YOS — Y(T)) = T; - Yi(1) + (1 = T;) - Yi(0) (n
SEFREAR MBS R, BATATCLE SUATFAS BT Al
e IT

T = E[Y;(1) — Y;(0)] 2)

WA PUE ERITHEAR (T=1) LR RN A -
=E[Y, (1) - Y (0T, =1]
N T RV RS R, AR TCIRE T, L
[Y(D), HONXAEZNEO < p(T=1X) < 1.

1.2. PSR R PPl 51
FEIX L, BRATT T 22 A 00 DR SR RO ) 1 28
%, FEEHREA T e 4EAL B YT AN

1.2.1. fi [ A8 (31O AL

TESEABENLISESG T, IRV L BIRE A, B
T, L X0 SRT, FEMIEHE T, 697 T2 TREARHIEX,
FREM . AT HBEX SEURA N, WF{ERR Ne(X)
= (T, = X)) RIMBUFEA . FEFia{E, «nfLolit LR o7
A

YOST,  YOS(1-T;)
T:E{ (3)

eX;) 1-e(X)

IS SR BRI, A T34 AT LA 0URG {5 7k
ﬁﬁﬁfﬂ%ﬂ FEm e OLT, IR AR A W5 2 132

EARRELT R, N TR A8, Kuang®F[3]1Y
B BT W 22 21 1A% & Ay R A TRIE A & FH T DE A i )

{6, EARE TR A TR RN TS 2

1.2.2. VRIE AL &P 1

TH BRTRVE I 22 1) 55— s F 0 7 i 2 i i LR AR
BORSEHTGITH (T=1) FXTHRA (T=0) Z[EEEDR
i D T S G X N A AR

n::E[Y?ﬂTi:1}-E[ YWHT._O} @)
A, FEARRCE WA DOE I VRIE R B BB P 4] % 15

2, WH:

. obs obs 2
W = argmin |[E[Y™IT; = 1) — E[W,Y?™[T; 0] (5)

FERYETEOL T, ASE RIRVE AR &) e R BN A R I
. R, Kuangf§[S1a WA 2% 1R E L 2 EH
T X AR RREAR &, DLAFEARE M TR a2 &
oA, FFREHIRE AR X 4% (differentiated confounder
balancing, DCB) HLid: SR iFAl R SR 20N

1.3. FETERIBRAR

T, AR Z A R T TR M 50 VA AR
RARL, A ARAR] A3k 8 7 VA S AR A3 AT ARAFAE VR 2
ik, FEPRERIUAE LR LA T -

13,1 AT AR RN —AH BELE

B S B BT R T AR AP RN, JF
FESKPR R S RAFHIVERE . (HARAEVF 2 SEPRB TR, AT
AL ZAHIBTT AR GRIT S5 KIBEREN, HERL
EEERIRTT AR IR RN .

1.3.2. 24816974 & 1 AH TLAE H

PR b, VBT AT DL 2 AN AR B R A BAE A A .
TEAEZSE R F, AATATREXTAS R 25 5% 0 11 55 & IR SR 2k
LN . TESCHREVR T A 1 RS 43 b 5 T I 7 A
ZHTAE.

1.3.3. RUME B 1RIHA &

RS B HIRVE R 55 A T S ARRETE Bk, JFH
E AR AN o 2R i 4 AR B AT e AR IR e AR i B
B, AECHE Rl T ARVE AR TR TR Pk

1.3.4. B VEERBL PR

R EBIERBOE TN, ([HEASLE P2 5RR
Z i, SFEmTE AR AR AR EE, U
TR PR ARG, R RAE SRR . BeAh, T
RS i T BB AR BORROL R A X ik

N fE BBk, BRI, R MR TR
ZRPEHY, WINESHAITARR6]. T AR EAEH[T].
AR E R TRVE AL [8] LA S BV AR BL K PR A1 9,107

1.4. 7 [ RLR ARG E 1 T
RZHIM LR Z TR, XERENIETF 25K
BRI Rk Z W 51 73, 3R AR LE 7 ER SN o B,



REHIA BG5S FIEH R KRR 1, X FECEAI/E
TR H G I PEBEARRE BRI H s 1) 73 A1 7T g5 )1
GBI, JT R T RE A X5 2R B R R i e d
R AR AR A DR R A R TN Y T B3 AR A

(B8P AESE P €1 Sl 1P N P | B/ 2 Y]
JIE AR DR ARG SE T AR DS R R OR S B PT ARE FOA
SETRIN . 32 B PR SR HEEE SRR PR B AL P AT HOR 1 B
o KuangZF[ 1138 H 1 SEHLPR R ANAR E T A4 7T B ok
Tige MUIFEE T — A RAR R IR 20T, LUK =
AT A REM, MR AR T AL B AN 45 R AL &
ZIRIBERK R, HTRSPEF RN, KB
AR S AT T AR AR A E T

SRS, IR RURAEEE S HL 8827 SHR A S & LU
T RN TR RE SR A B AN TR RE[12,13] 10
Kb, HANEAAER L EL PREALIE.

2. R EIHEIERY YA [P R

Ak, JREAR R G ARy HE T AH.

SR SRR D R HEB R B B ), R, R
SR T DA HI =D, FHFHFyREG=1
MIRTER T, SODRIEB AR F AL (x =00, =
yARE (y=0) KR, AAXFRA:

Py, o=0x=1y=1) (6)

K,y RESLHEB ) —/MD 5, RRW Ry =0l y
B, H5&MHMEPYX=0)—ZAREFIMS . XAt
TR FE WA FA Y R, RN R B (cofF
FyWERD o IXAEA 2o} B 1 AR R 2 TRk A R )
(attribution problem), 7EyE: FRR N “ 3 TCHEN” (but-for
criterion). HRH B CLAEAH T WK S L T, HZ
DM TV F ERAL SR ER T, MEFHE. St
fry LI AE, AR EMR, HAH TSR E .
Wl ORI 1 B, B8 BBl Bt 9 0 IR i) i ) S B A T
EHIELT, AR HEE R S R S A

VAR i 80 ) — AN R AR 5025 AR IR R R B (= 0),
HEfEy R RE (v=0 BATHERT, 05 5 Fx b,
A4 FE Ay H IR A

Py, =1x=0,y=0) (7
Z A T R Rx S8Ry R AR, B
(178 93 1

3

FEFETHH8 O HERERIE e b, TR DR A B R 78 90 1
BR KRB EM, REETEAR EARAR, HE
FEARE P IE — B .

S SEAE RSO0 OBAT AR B, e B R R
TSN R AR . HEFRAE AR AR I SRR, il
DUAH N PR 285 3R, T s R R AE A I 25 R Ar, 5
Ut g R, REBERAREECE KA R, ]
PLA LG AT AR MBI, =S 20 iR 3 AR kAT
ECEEA, AR & T BRI RS RS
HIER e

SOBAE N H A E PR R E BN, fia, skE
MZEBERIN i 7 e TR, 3RIE IR TR, 4
PANFAF R RE . bkt 8, nRAEIEIT
RGWRAIEE, DARNARRRNERLMES, Hl
RFRFEAMBA IR T R RS . X R AR BRT L VR R
HIE & RREFER . AT O T HAEKNZENF,
HEROCERAER, HIFR R4 X, —&rs
THEHE, WY BT AR S8l A A IR AN R 1 )
30 T U R B v A0 2 R R ) o S A X S AU
R L [14].

tE o B AT — MR S I 28T LR A B i)
HLE,  RIBOCF] #7245 Mackie F-20 tH 42 604E AR B2 H 1)
INUS#iy, INUS #& Insufficient but Necessary part of a Un-
necessary but Sufficient condition J4F S, =EEZIENTH
DB T R EAT 5 (2], INUSHIRIAH, 1E
HELESTXOAEFHHELy KAEMFRT (AIXX Ty R
TrEREANLERDD), AN {x,, xp, .., 2} EXTEY A
B, Wk {xy, xo, o0, x ) RX VD EENA] REA TR E5r . 1
X IR HIE X EHIRZ A E RSy, AR
SEPER, BE AT N, WA AT AR TR .
MR T KRB HEBRER RIS, X—B#RR T 7
WS S, IF Hop Dol i Bk AT 2 E A .

KT (6) MITHEIE R T S LB A i — > B 2
W AEE, HRER A BRIz AR T 155k
)i, Bl — MR 2 DL T BB R L I FTIE C E
iR :

|

O B R RIGEFE I (x = 1) JRRIL
Ry BASRT AREFEE (x=0) FIRER. Flan, e
T, — D AAAEA IR B i (x = 0) I e (y
=1, ERIEERHERE (x=1) #PEEPE (y=1. H
T, X (6) WA



Py, o=0x=1,y=1)
_Py=1)-Pyo=1)

Px=1,y=1)
:P(y:1|x—1)—P(y=1\x:0) ()
Py=1x-1)
Py=1x=0) - Py,o=1)
Py=1x=1)

X (8) A APIITR, T — T2 7E KUK G v 2 R I ]
R ER4Y Cattributable risk fraction), B3t 0 i 41 JXU e
% (excess risk ratio), &M [ fEx = 1Hllx = 0 [R5
it T 0 AR 26 o T S5 — Tl A AR ) At (1 VR 2% 5 il 5 40
(confounding affect fraction), ‘&Mt T H A4 &5
Mo P(yeo = DI A do-#1E, A EP(Y = 1|do(x = 0)).
KRAEEE GRID AT, HHMAREREE, wnpm%
#x =0y =1 IHER, TEAEMEPY=1x=0)ERAR
MR, x =00y = 1083 (CHAAhAS & REAERTD,
P(y,o= DHMP(y = 1x=0)HENFERHIE L. fEdo-181E
CRIRZAE T wF, FAVE B Rx Sy 2 a4y (5D
KR MAEARZET, yRBENKRAPWA T, — N2
xR E RS, I — ANl I A AR & [R5 S,
XAMIEIRARA . PIHZARZEPY = 1x=0) - P(y,_, =
DFRR TIRZRMFRE . WA T T 0T HIEFEF X
HE. EAEELTN, xR 7y rAeth, (Hx
ATREARANAS 2y A W R Canig iy 2z f5 R BH TR o AR
FATA] LU R 2 SRR HERR TR R, DAE R H 5y A1k
MEIERK, HEAVFZ SRR, AL
HARBF ) A T b, R SELG R AR ME S, LA
ANFTREM . FRAT B Ae0s 15 2 %o A W HdE, Kk
W] MWL R R 2R, AR FLIE R G R 2 A
TR — TEZ LN

N1 S0 A g B VA ERTSES S R A 35S A3 TR R
Z, LLRCEAT T IR 8 g R b 22D B e A,
BATFI SBR[ 151 )+ BN, X TK
i, EHEL T HEMIEA MM, R T . BREETRE
B, BRG] AESHE AT 25 MRS EM AT
2 A IR 45 5 (experimental) AT A 45 5 (nonex-

RL G VRRZE BRI IS5 R AN T W 245 2R

perimental), WIF 1R, HA, x=1FRR Iz, y=1587R
BT,

2y ) B ECYE SR UR T R I 24 A S AR, TR
I B VR T A A, R RN B AR YR B R R 2y
BTG, 25 B 25 DA, BARNZZY
MIAET- MR A FT 4 m (H10.01442 = #00.016), {HZ&
IERRCRIN S, XSRS B2, JEHMFE 2
THREE DA AR A5 G i AR A R T CRAM R 26D,
25 AR AT A

Ply=1x=1)-P(y=1x=0)
P(y=1x=1) B

D)
0.016 - 0.014

0016 01

TR AR B H o 24 s AR RS0 R E R ATLUE 9% ) 2 A T ik
T, JFBCAMERZINE AN SR, Bk 24 &
() (bias), FEAFFESLPRIRZG DL, 10T 70 & WAL
TR AR, RZEUEMTH. WEEEHE L, W
SR 5 SR Z R K. fEBECAIETRTR T,
2] H5HE (RIRUERAIZZ i 2 ASET IR A% 4% I
REERH AN, HERA:

Py=1x-1) - Py =1x=0)
Py=1x-1)
LPy=1x=0) =Py =1)
Ply=1x=1) (10)
_0.002-0.028 00280014 _,
0.002 0.001

R Z ) R X F BB T 7 4 5T o

R KA, NFHmEEREdE, Z24maenr R S
0.2%, MAMZZGILT M T2.8%, EEEHRMTH (4
J AR BT AR 13, HSEIO B Ia T L), (R4 AT
Ja, HTRERSE TPY=1x=0)-P@, ,=1)=0.014,
WHREE LN, DREARGATIT:, &EAHAR
JREEBET:, BRI D55 A e H R T 25 5, B tbde
THTHTHE. 4R, ERXANMTH, AT SRR S

Experimental data (number of patients)

Non-experimental data (number of patients)

Outcomes

x=1 x=0 x=1 x=0
Deaths (y =1) 16 14 2 28
Survivals (y =0) 984 986 998 972




IR AE100%, LA SHE A& BV SRR Einf — 2
JRBE[16]o HAE, XA ZM 075 W EEHRE A7 7 TR A4
AR TR IR IR I, T WA ot IR R A IR
ST PR SR HE B o I S ) R, A e S B R SR
S )

TERE RN B, s 4G N S A B 5 Fn 2 W = A
R o 7220 0™ A2 I B30 v SOA S50 K080 AL 52 404
I RAETLIG KM T ENEEE, EEREBRFMLT
AR EE . WA BARE M. 5 TR AREUE,
B R e (R VR A ) AR ARG R 1 AR HE B I B AS [17] R
AILEZ M T A REIE 2 R AR A B (RIRRAR R, 1X
LR B RATRRE LS B, [FRE AT DU 0 i AR &k AR A
H, XSO AEN E R . B UL, TR ERTT R
A ey SR IR AR I 58 VR % T e A2 BURR Y, B AT A AT IS Ab
THavIE b B, T 2 AT AT 2%
Bk [18].

3. Yule-Simpson 1Fe B IEFRIFIE

PRANAE B (A G ME AT e 2> b T 28 1S =AM BT R
AAEE KRR, HRTTREMIEA A NS, XA
SH N Yule-Simpson 1716 [19,20]. 5 =AM EZE—/MES:
Rz K245 7 — M UES 1. K% (risk difference,
RD) & AW R 2H 885 il b 26 5 = IROHH 2 528 s Lk 2R 1)
Z{fl: RD = (80/200) — (100/200) = —0.10, HAE M. £3
g TR IX 400 N BEVE R A I g . mTDUE B4 I
SR, KA TARKAAL, S VELH AN LR 20 ) R 22 A
BRI, RI0.100 I MR TR 43 il %of 53 M A Lo i 35
R NS

5 RH SR HE T (0 DG B DX 7E T, DRl SR A BT 0 2505 18
S5 A BRAATE s A B AR B AN 45 AT B A LR, FRR

R2 WA i 5% 2R

Number of persons

Condition

Cancer No cancer Total
Smoking 80 120 200
No smoking 100 100 200

R3S I O AR R IR 23

Males Females
Condition

Cancer No cancer Cancer No cancer
Smoking 35 15 45 105
No smoking 90 60 10 40

5

TRRIZR . TR R 2 0] B8 B0 T D5 SR A FH B 7= A VR % M
fro ERIEVERF AL, AT LB T R, MR 4E I
S A 2 P K P 1) Ak B B B 1) 4 A s TE BE AL
W, B REANAMRBEN L T AN IR R 5, B R AL FE S)
Fef A, R AR R . TEMEMER AR, AT
HEAT R RAHEWT, FREEMN A 2 iR R, S wil—
AT ETATRAR R = I T AR R . A&, IR O 2 5L
AR AR B WINE TR ZMREFE RN LA E.
R 0 52 14 74 280 P B3040 T AT ER] S 4 0 o 22 5K — Ly
SE, IR AR E R AN RE P B A 0

BRI 28 AR AR AN 2 I, B AR 0 — A
BARIEAR CZEWbsicy), SR JE FE A TE bR 1 R RAE
TR AL BEAR MM 2 i F5 bR R RAEH . BT, C&f &
AN E AR AR A AE I o (ERE, 30K S ofl DU 2f L JBE 4 5
RIEArtE IR, RPALEN B R A ERMESREM, A
BRI A SRt E EMRRER, H2, At
2 Rbr A U BERAE R [21]. SCER[21,22]4H T
BRI IE N BER T XIS R SE T R
TR ST 23] B—NFERL S, EAEM
EOHERE RS G R R, B, AR5 O
RENENFIEM BT e AR B2, —EREE M IE O
K IZY), IG5 R R IAMA AN GE D FEFE, i 2L
TN BB [24]0 e ik 0 1 o2 & A48 b 10 4 )ik
ARt

Yule-Simpson # it FEARIEFRE I 5 FFAT: MWEHRE
BN S50 T RE PR VR AR R R . X AR
SRR T ARECEAE A E R E, BRI F
AW SArdE . LR, WA RER HBEHLAGIRLE, X5
Wi e E R B P AT A B A R VR AR R R . Bk, W]
DL R I vk, BEA LS — 5 o A J2e 52 Ak P i ek
G Tk TR, (15X L 35 il B 8 SO At AT Ak B AN B R MR
SR IR SRR VAR T A TR AR R “ R
e, KT AR T, FATAR AN Ll s ik
DR R HET T SR B, I HR A BSOS 2 S 4R ) O 253X
A (1 LT S R R HE W 250 IR . X MR IR IR
fa b T = B R 3 1 VAN RE N F T B 15 2
B RARSE . G159 B S AR 458 2 H I RE A TR
G R VR A, REEM—DMARZHA
BTN, B2, WA NEFTREA 5 Z5R82 IE O R
W, YIEOHERE T LEK A, (B2, ZAWITSgR
FFAT o
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4. AREIM CPT /7%

LA UL S v R IR o A R AR A A, a | AR
WARECM T 25871, REHUE —AKuln) B4y
o B, XMAOWEMNZ MR — RGN,
L T e b A R T A B (KRR 0 AT, T AR R R 5K 3R
BRI OGRS ARG B2 — A AR B R A x—y,
MEREN N A—NFIRITLHE (directed acyclic graph,
DAG), JFii R KM, RE, LW S8k F
IR R AN S H, e ISR B 1 de (3 41 R WL 5 0t
T B L AR, AT e B ABE L R R SR 5 1) f) 1F
itk WA AFERubin FURBAL, S5 PR, 5K
D R | ARG AT g P AR | A PE AR IEAS OB
JEARLRVERIAY . R SE R R ALY [25] Fll p B 5 FEABE A [26]

BT A SR #5198 (causal potential theory, CPT)
PETARA R BYE[27]. AV, FR KR H
HMAR TR AL IR .. RRUF—X ARy
AN G 2R, A ] BRL IR A2 30t A% B B] 1) =y 3 K &R
MR RBHE TR R LR . T FBoe B R g
o, Mx Ay FIREAR A THESEU fip(x, y|U), FR@E AR
o A FAFRE N I R BEE(x, y|U) o< ~Inp(x, y|U). K4
TEXHy e SAE, T3 1% %, y]=<[g. gl XKHILT
2,= V,E, i, = du/dt. %33R AL R R BT BE R A
FAFW X 4 fR, A LGEIE 0 g, Mlx Z (7] BL Je g il
v TA) B S VARG B0 4 R SR g ), B TG A, R RT B
kg B s, BIAHOR RER B N0, BRI H 2
TCRLER TR A AT

i p(x, y| O WMATARAESHOE, g M2
HR, avlEd My R A B H g, g1, THEH
JEAEREE U T il Hp(x, y|U). #—0 K BRIt
EZANG'S 0 T LA 0SS Wl 121 1 P B o P N TP A2 M A ]
ANJT AT RE R FE .

(1) [FIBPCHIE28]. S AN SR k5, K
DDAGKRE5H, HA BB e R L4 CPTRR . X
PCHEIEEBINN 5RAT SR PRI, fix, yEH =A &
FAETAAL, WIABT; Bfdx, yMSZ WA ST IR, AT

|4 CPTRIRRADHHIPIS S

FI 55 5E 1] o

(2) H=HHATTPC 2] [26]. — R FAPCHILI Fid
£k, REDAGHITopology. &% EA &AM R R E
BATE AR T, RBIFTE N - FEH, ansCwk[26]H (1
X (29 R (33), Bl MEELRAE[-1,+1]H )2
T TR, ARG I Wu ) 5 3R SR fR T A R A p 4.
H TR A M ECA RN, KR M IIDAGH &R H
RIS FRAR, WA RLEE R A LR
L, MEmED A E, =RHCPT (£4) HiEF
B Casual 7M. ARG, XTI T ARG C RL, A
FABAPC Y SFSNF v AT s AT A HE

5. NIEE R R IMAR K FR

PIRPER R P — DA RBES, BRI,
T DL K D SR o) o 473 06 B A A €[ 28,29]. BUREA
RRAMIBETA, A PIRA N 1) . —FKEL
PRI AR AW 7 —— B A B 73 Bl e 4 1 AR 45 44,
g vt — AR R R B R R R RN KT
XIEBITL, A PEE TS CIR[29] K HLPT51 3CE. 1%2K
e R AR B DR R Sl R LR, B SRATTE R A e RTE PR 2R R
AT NHBIDIRKAR, ARGl 2R O T s
BENLIRS, EXARZIEI T ARG KB, HEEIL
HANEIAT . (AL, ORI T AR AL« R AL ——
L AT S R R R R IR R AR . AR 2530
BRI — SIS TIRKBERE, X AT Tt
FHBR ML . XEEHEP AR fE i KB e
DA SR FE 3 e TR — S84, RATFEAB R
ERG. e timEg, sEkRRIEEE, RN
BorE v iz %, i B BEE B0 SRy B AR B s 1 R
ZAAE SRR RN AR, FRRIN
S SR SZ PR . BORBRI TR, DLEKIK A A7 AN
A a], AR AR B B S8 R S AT DUAR B A
S s 1] A

Gt — AR N D uE—F RS
FARNE, AHAHSGUEI B A& R M . BATEAS 5 Ak

v E y =X X -y X1y x2y

o Road, Roady Road, Roady Road, Roady Road, Roady
g, dependentof y  &(x,y) +¢ ALy dx)te iy x)+e dependentof y  &(x,y) +¢
g A x ny) +e dependent of x  7(x,y) +e¢ 1lx nwy) te dependent of x  7(x,y) te




BCCARA R A EZE SRR 2E AN FL L,
WAECKIEREME D], &SRR T, 8o %
P ] DAHR H 543 B e B ) R R 25 45 B, Gl A [ ]
Fom)e M20tHAL90FATT UG, HdE i 2% AF A S 1 bk
MR KM REMRREE. XRETARKTER
F5PC (Peter-Clark) H R A PR K L HEFE (fast causal infer-
ence, FCD) 55[28]. W RARA LA € R GG IRER T GR
VB IR (158 ST 45 78 22 48 Hh 9 /A8 8 PR A UL 38 1Y) R 1)
), ABAPCHIERISE A Z Wi L. B EfE7E VR E A
¥, FCIELRIE: RIrdridt IEff . N EE W SE I 4T
KI5k, X REVE AT DL AL 31 % P DR SR O 2 RN A 40
i, FTUAERT S BRI, e g BT IEA
A E AP HERE E—e g R e o) &
K. MfEA—NES, INMEEE THEBRA R G
FSZ R R ARG . E RS EA RGN T, RS R
W R 3T BN i, X R IE AR A A A 1
BRI R IR . X KTk, S R R (greedy
equivalence search, GES) W] HLFEAESFAN R M #HATH R,
ik 21 2R 2 N

eI £ 134, AT — P Rk I TG 2 X
{14 bR 50 R AR AT FH R X 43 S5 A R rh AN R g R R S . X
AR VAT T O T R ML BB MB 1o bR 40 DR SRAR AL 4
RARYS R E LA FIXAEE S ER — AR, B g
RY=AX,E), XHEEMXZAMEGIMALH . RS &
BIEMLAREA, B TAEERASENEE, Hfh—
BB E B — N R DL RS ST M RS I R A G
IR, PERARI IRV S B5AS MAIR[30]. 1B,
WA M R RS, AR 3R BIXAN Y 2 [a] 1) R 2R
Jrlale X2 RN ARG R 7 ) EAlTHRLER AR A, Aot
F1Ry e 7 B T R DR 2 TR AN PT Re e TH AT, T2 1R A 1 7 1)
e o 1% bR Y R SR AR R AT

(1) ZBPEEIEZR LAY (linear non-Gaussian model,
LINGAMD [31]: ‘e F R R IR, Mk SEdEE
ENIR

(2) JEARLMERA (post-nonlinear, PNL) [32]: &%
R IR A 2 1t 5 i LA K 28 8 A7 AE B I & AR E 4G 1 AR
U

(3) &M v] o g A AL (additive noise model,
ANM) [33,34]: Bk 1 (0 ARZ LR R e 2 /]
Jmee.

A X0 AT FH X 677V X 43 RLER DL R e F e ATT A 2 A
AR B R B A AR RO R, TT 225 3R [30]

7

D] SR 302 308 T 4 b W) 81 P 5 S B o X e A
AT T 5 I R S R DL SO AR A I R = AR . AL,
PEMR LRI RN, AT 2225 RE DR A FE A AU o 7
HORMIPRAR . botn, MR BE A s B R RO K P
(blood-oxygenation-level-dependent, BOLD) [} [f] > 41| 3k &
W FR R RS EIFAR S, #rH L RE T8 BR
ACE AT R AR LA s B R AR IR J5 3 A AR
KA 15 DRI SRARY rh m] e AR AE S 5t el 25 o B BT R
Rt ATREAAAERE R T FEIRRBE A, FRATE HAIR
ZARREAR . P USSR RO B IR B R R — A
ik ZE . AL HHE 4R H T RN SRR B (BES R
) DAUSOESR R, XA RELE R M ARG L K SR A E
1) R 5 DR SR TR S 1) AR 15 PR M o U 4 SRR 6 ] i AR R
gk, W HIL T — S S A T

BlLEs % I R R T et 7 R R 5E, AL
I NNEAE PR SE BRAE T EAT R, 507,
RIS SR 7 AR, ATTER A 1 56 T804 73 A 1)
— BRIV GFAY, TIX LS L) T SF A R 5 B FRATT 5 4 b P i
HAR B 53 A1 6 LA BINLES 5 ) Tl . ) 2 4 A
FIEIE A REE, AR B R FE 2% I H0E =
TR, FFN R, X — P52 a8 T RBAY . iX
A AL FE UEIE B (BT 2] [35]. R EE S,
DA S A IERFNTCARICFEA 2 2] o S5l LA, ) FH R SRR
RS B SRR FR G0 A ST A S g g g i E A .

6. L TVICHHE R RHEIEMAERZRBER

FEARTT Y, FATHS LU I 20T 18 18 3 D9 ] DA K 4
T2 AR BLAN R b A i 2R A . TR sl BB A i
WiIE BRI A 1R IR R SCILHERE[36]. R UEIE ¥
—A TR ASSCFFZ BRI TR AR AT AT LU EAE
B BB IE R R ] 4 g . K. ATRATEAZ A
IR SC R A AT AERZ B ML [37]0 25— /MR IEREHRAH BT
AU, EA R EZ. AT ST, Bk
B AR IEHERL G — BB, NIRRT AR R AR G
FPeft M E R T RRIR AR AL 22 2 R A
78, WHITA] L HEREAARRER R G AR .

6.1. AEFL IR PE RN AT R 1k

DR HER R B RO R I 2. RIRCR (RIJE A
Mg R 2 PR R W& A R IEAEE R . — 7 m,
AT SR U3 5 R AT R AR DR AT BAR “e Bl
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e” kFon, Hi, eREFER, M2 —NrTRerE .
DR] SR 225 1] FEAS 2 ST 2RI, 1T A A S R AT R 1 Y
AR b2 BN, “ sl sk IF R 5l K B HLR 3h
R, HIXFEAEWE R —E = F3), ARSI
JA BRI AR A, RS Eh, Bl EE g,
R EAA, %38 H—J7iH, IR R AR R
Mo XEWERMRGEEMNAREERR, URAIVEHE
ZHME RN, ZATSRAF IR G R Re ARl . 1@ H
LT, colifde, HRECHMAEARES e, BT, —AF
AN SR FF R AL RSB, (H2& 1% A HniE
RO 2R T, MIASAEREE) KT R 5 R B3Il
JAa. FENT &R, K23 4 1) 541 1) @ (qualification
problem). T —EEFERAH R RIEHE £ AFEN,
CLREAT B I HERL R AN R Rl MR AT R SR EE
MNTEF 2 “Bb” B4, FHERERHER i, K
BAHE,  MEHE B R R HEER AR . SR — A AR
R sz Re, WA LMER—ANATREME K co HHEFL
Jo AT )R B I R HE B . X TR s ok U, WA T
PR, WIBZ W AR . SR, 5=tk —Le i I Rt
B, IHRRRE B AT RE W B .

6.2. 1= A AT AR R

MATE A, SR 4 O e — > E
e B R R AR FEEAT R E AR A
S HEE TR A MR T 2RI EA RN R R
1M, X —MERAEIR AR p A G, BRI R R
FREAEHAR. TESRSTF BRI, PR At — e
ERE R Cang B ARG ES), B A CHE
B —A RIFEE. HIERET, ERlsd, aTRiR
WA VR 2 B, DA R ARHE 1 IE B s S el is R &,
ROKPR S A B8 it 45 31 [39]. fEANTHAEF, W
S ) — N AR R AT AR . ARG AR R T R
ARG TR R FEAEAR, RN BT AT (AIE B 1 F
AN TR 7 AR RIEM . TR ERENT
I ANATRESS B8 A b ER AR, AR LR TE R A R R B
oy BRI R X[37]. LABHPARIEXE R 7 50, WAk
I SRR ) 7 AR AL TR —Fh &A% [40].

6.3. FHLER I THE IR

FEVT AR N TR REr, B PIANE . TR AN
fERes . JE A A AE Bk AR B R EREAIR B X H
FUR ST R B R A TSRS EE,

R AR B S AL S I G Atk . Horh, RiER
PLER 52 SI3RAT, T HERR AR S R e Bk e . i Tk
FHR AL T A AE A U 5T AT S R — B S
I HFT LA MO 1 48— e AN 8 MEFE BN S ) A
UEE RENS R s B A3 U R AT . s
] SRR IR AR, i, CIXSRAGIR AR, A
NESIXEHFHEL 105758, X
MBIE, BRI HARIENBGE:. JFH, EiER
Bl “Hs” IXAE AR B R AR E I, AATRT BLIE#EAE
FATT B PE R B BONE R B T [41]0 ANIR] 10 AR RE T REAH LR
B, RO, FATATRE SR SCREEA G HE IR
SERPIEECE, TR 55—ty R OTAEGEE )
AR R A, AT DT R IX IS RF AT
AR ARHAT AL, T A R RRIERIRAS .

7. B 29250 Hr AY BRI SRHE R

DA SR HE BB () 75 7 45 AR R T — MR AR P 308, 7R 1%
G, SRR T DU RN REA S B 2 AN HKT .
ANFEARHAT 530 2 A 3 7K PR T 7 75 7 45 S, T DA ARAE
FA A A X [l LA AR 2 (VR 45 SR M LA o I b 1 )
BEFR RS0 SCE IR SRk [42]. A TS5
R [43-46]

7.1. BEHLEE T2 5

Neyman [47] 75 56 HECE M08 740 1 BEHLAARL
M, —AEBARMEA, LREFFENI ¢, ... n) ME
BRI, ., ), Hefin =Y n,. FERIAEE
LERAYL), ., YD)} BRREAR GBS i, T84 X))
PR . BTV RS R, BT LUE SCR SRR
bednn, FHOKE R 2 BRI A, j) = 0 Y ()
Yo WIRREA E STBRABIE] T AL B, e Al
FERRTO) AL, MY, = XL L)Y FRREAR IS, R
ARAE I EE {T(1), ..., T(J)}"-y» Neyman [47] UL
W, JV=n; S T(DY = YL TOYVAE A, ) HIfl T B
AEWI (), ) RTEMIT, J5 2 NS (G)in,+ S (jn,—S'(j -
Jin, S SGHYRSG - Y RY) YU FYG) -
V)RR T 25, VR, Fra s fess R amem, x4
A BRI ALY SR B T M AL B4 4% . Neyman [47]i—
BT T I7 ZEA TR RREA B A5 X 145 i

BATAT LAKF Neyman [47]FIHESEHES 31— AN 2 10
PR T =n'Y 7, Hohio, =7, ¢ V() FmAMEAIER,



M i/ Y ¢ = O LU B P o« B3 M e 6 L A
XANE SURAL S T )5 2250 T [481 Rl IR 75156 (49,501 BE41,
HNEEMERREA T, XA E X Was TS F
RSN RSV AR BN [52]. SCHR[S3THR A 1 7 1 Al HE 4
N G T T R A RO B PR B ) — R . STk
(541018 7K Beit, SCHR[S513 18 T 5 ) sz # it

7.2 PR AL 43 B S50 B0 v A E

Neyman [47] )AL Y 0 S0 V7R 3% A ok i AR 1
W PR B S TR . RN MR, XY
FHREARL, FH{Y(1), Y(0)) BoRiBaEL R, T3=R fHabH
B, xFonERE . FRRRIER =YL {Y(1), Y(0)}
=AMt &N =n" YL TY, — ny Y ,(1-T)Y,. Fisher
(561 WAE A W77 22 0 A DASE i A TS B s a2 Y X T,
Mix W& — A3, RIEMHEH TR EAN . X
BR[47]RIRERSN, SCHR[S7]0E B Fisher (¥ 5 22 43 Bt (¥ ik
THEA—E L, BRI R R R L, m s =
FeiL v Regs M A G 17 Z Al th . STHER[S8]H& HH — M 5
MAEIE: B—0, FoihEsE, M FEAE, x=0;
HoB, MY, x, Tx x)WaE— =3k, 5[
T R AN T 58 =20, ffi H Eicker-Huber-White /7 ZE il
THE[59-611. FERFEAT, SCHR[S8]HIMTH ARz —H
B2, It HEicker-Huber-White /7 ZAd 11 /& r B 52 7 Z £
AL T

SCHR[6214 3 Tt B dE v A8 &, JF FH SClk[63]4&
H ) B /N U 4 FE 32 5T (least absolute shrinkage
and selection operator, ASSO) F#t T fe/h 3. LRk[64]
WEIE 7 SCBR[S8] /N AT HE R EIR A S, IR T
RN RIS T . SCER[651 Y AE(T, x;, Tixx)) I
1) f5e /) 340\ &SRB FU AL FRAE FH ) S Bt . SCHR[66] 1 18
THRFERIHRP AR R IR, W SCER[67]1 e T e
BTt B AT

7.3. AR RIS AR

AT N AT DS R AR AR A T AR . 5,
Bk N AT DA AR B A VAR BT, AT e Al T A
o, WHR[68]WE A~ T BT RENLAL 1 EAR, ot & Rz
BE R TR VAL B P AT I BE AL BT . 25 R — N RRBR 481 1«
AT SZ BN B2 AL M AnS 2 (mng)} 't < a, HoHpr,
= n{lZ"lefoi - n6127:1 (1-T)x;, Sx2 = (nfl)le',ll (x;— )6 —x)",
Ha>0, JFHRZ—MHUEHE L. SCER[69] FEAH 8 T
XA E AL AL B AN R A FIREA B, PR R

9

NIEZ AT, HARFRAE R H U (ST BT SCER[70]
FEBA R AR BRI OL T AT IT 1 o HIBa B . SCHR[70]
EH T B — N RIS IR A5, OF B EEEHEILT
FAE S8 BN T R T oo SCRR[70]H 45 REH Ya
~ O, BEFBEHUL T ciBnL Ty %2 5 e R T [58]4
At T B AT T 2 L #E e DRk, AT AT AT E R
BB AE 2 [ VA 8 4 0T 4

SCHR[7 174 H— AN BE S WA () Pl A i o AP ) EE T i
BT 58, SCHR[70] 730t 1% 05 SEIIETE R . SCHR[72,73]
e BB & B B 7 S2 56, SCHR[ 74132 1 7 5 BT
BEHLAL -

7.4. 4515

ZEISCER[47] R K, X5 AR T REAL SR
TR E R RAEE R . 540, TERTH MIREAERH 2 V(1)
= . = Y(DRBREMEBE N, W TR RS B AT s
1 ih, FisherBHHLAGKE S0 #02E 7E A FRAEA T RE B B 1
K6 [46,75,76]. SCHR[77,7814% H T 7E BB HLALAS 36 45 FH
A5 B R B (10 7 3%, SCHIR[69 4% HH FH BE LA AS 56 23 M7 =237
BENLA . SCHR[79-8 1 1K BN LA AL 36 B FH T T HE A S5
SCHR[48,50,82]1F 18 T BEALALKL S0 7E 959 F R T BIME .
SCHR[83-85] 42 il IR — R A BENALAT B0, DAAL) g1
T S 2], SCHR[8 6] AR R 504 (1 £ B2 1 18 T AN A 11
GuitHENTHESL .

8. MEMMAFN T AT EMAIEXIRG A

AR Z R F, AT 2R H 2w — M A 2R
B T R DR O0 — Fh gl SR Bl me AR B AR AR . ST
BR[75]142 H BRGSOk, o — RS A 800z
R VEN R SRR 7. (B2, fERZHFT, BT
fRrE, 2P EE MK R H1Z, PGS I ANIE
BCE AR R R RO, EXFERIRE T T, W T iR At
T R RAR SR IR AN T T . NI, ARSI T,
BT IR AR ISR T IR 22 Bk o A DL 1) o) RO A TR AR
[RIRAFTE . TR 2% (R 3R & 48 [F] i 52 5 o 1) Ah FHURN &5 S (1) (]
REP AR A RIR A RO 2], AT UE AR AE K G2
THHEWT iR B . SR, W R VR Ak DR R A U &),
XLEFRAE BT R R, R SRR, HEAN
Yule-Simpson 21 [19,20] 5 & — Mol 1o TR LS,
SCHR[87,88] F2ft ARG B SCHR RN, OC T~ ML 2% R 3%
(R UR %, SCHER[2,89,90] 18 1 I IREE Tk, fldn, i
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)75 20 R R AL, (B0 U R B RDURS M8 7 e AR S R
D o St A UL VR 2% TR 2R R TR vk, — R &
TERARE T % 5y —Fe i B 51 A2 AT E AL B % B
o ARIAEHXFIY 2 R Rm KO ML EE AL R &, U
AWM PR T TS ERTE, 2SI
R T, 8K, ARSTILERAE KA 9 I TR A4 A &
I ATI SR BRT o A FH /NS IR 0 S - B R 7 A R AR B [ — N
WME, B, yRARYH—AIE .

THREARETIEE19284F HICHR[91,92] 48 Y, PUFE, %
L RANGT . e AT IR A A Y S 2 22 Rl dp
IS T B 770 B T R0 AR B AN 4 AR &,
X PR TR BN — A TR R, HZRR, HiF
B RN A

(D ZWYEAIER: ZLY[ (X, U) CEEAZEERD ;

() ZFUMAL: Z LU (Bharth) .

(3) ZFIXHR: Z LX GRHEME.

B 7RI = /MB e T, 1 R BT B0 Y i) B SAE
M EFSY, IAS REE—ff E URAE L, R A AR IR
[93,94]. N T HAIKRIER, FEGIMOE B BHEBAUE
SE o GERI T RERT[91,95] A Gh M BB AR AR [96] A2 5 FH A
Ao X MR B S RAE R, BRAEAS[RIAS
i R E R 2, TR BRRRE[97]. — AT
e WAL (YX, U) = o+ BX +U, SZBs ARE T4
B A R 2 By AR H5 X MY /] DAAS 31N
MK TRZEVRARS, = 0,/0,. BT FBIERE
B E, fE—sebrin @ ny DUEE st filtn, £
Bl AR, ZRIR A AT, XN AR SE PRz 32 5L
BRI AL, T AKMNAELE, X REFZAN 58 44l
[, AHEA B AT DA B R B Z 5 X 2 B e X
= X._o REA NS RIS HoA o Fe A R AR B, X
B, X,RREREIZ =z FEEEZ MR, 755
PEE T, AT AR AR WAL RIS AE A : (CACE)=E(Y, —
YolX,=1,X,=0)[98]. Mo, £ IR, gt
WifEE, Mg A g T A RN, Wik T H AR
AR E ZL[99,100].

TESEBRBE LA, FHR—M R E =4 TR SR E
AR AL S, 1 H TR ST = e Ik w
B WfAr I e TR AR B AR E e — AN EEE, B,
i TR BEAGAMAGL, WCHk[94,101]. Wik T A
BEEEARAL, KRAEA@EFEA RG], THRABRET A
WA, EXMIEOLT, SRR I AU 477
W INAaf£[102,103].

FH SCHR[ 104— 10674 Hi A1 2 37 17 58 T+ [ A 6 1 1 (8] 2R
HEWT T EAR AL T —ASET R W SRR A T, Rt T
—N A TR AR B TR R B T BT AR B
P2 BRI HE 45 SR RA M B 5, i WA Z R,
EA AR N B A5 AR R R AR, o 7R
JELNTR B 2% A

WILX|U, Wi U, ZILY (U, X), ZILW|(U, X).

FIPEX HR B2 Fe Zv] DUEAE T RAREIHE, Hw 2 Xt
YEBEEERIBE, HA AR MR UM, X
— AT T RS, 458 — X [ iR B g5 fgh LA
&, B RIENMERME T, SCER[104,106]UFE B 134
FERMAESEOR A, AR ERESHIPIREE ., X
B, Rl BREEHRIEY |X, U) =a+pX+U, I
BOE E(W|U) W2 K T U PR, 4, ST I
WS Ry

o OxwOzy — OxyOzw
OxwOxz — OxxOzw

.Bnc

EANRHA R EH T2 TRAAENER, Fh,
RZR—ATEAE, B4azZLlUHo,=0. Hik, LTHEA
AT CUE AR I M BRI R B, M Z AN e T RAR
IBCE I, 3 BR e HE 2 Wk 3 ok Z 3 R ) 2
B2, Bt TR SR EMEEET, 1ESLbr 4
TIRZ . fltn, SCER[107,108] (518 7 W8 LB 93 v (R %
o 4 %o B () S5, SCRR[105,109]38 6 Y, 7EAR 2 i 1A] 5471
W, IV HE L. BN, 7RSSR, M
B ] P 2 A5005 G AN 5 e T — BRI ] B A S8 AR, TS
— B [ (19 25 5075 G A AS R A 24 T B[] 199 4 L AR L
B2 3 T AR o 23 005 el B R BHE . E X P L
T, BT B ) B A AR BN S — B[] i 23 A5 G
AT LA T S I 14 ot HER s SR AN 9 o B R R AR

SCHR[104—106] & H 11 B 14 5 16 75 vk 75 B AN B P Xt
MRS &, 2 A A P e B Rl 2 — AN B Pk R 2
i, BRRAE AT

FERXFPIEOLT, SCHER[107,109,11078F 78 1148 FH AN B
P o HE RS 365 VB A% 02 75 A7 A6 AR/ i 22 1) 05 9, (BN RE IR
IR RAE R . MBA M AR R AR 2 0, SCRk[111,112]38
kPR BT B VR B R 22, R EEARO ™ T ) S Ak
BB E o

R, BRI T A ] b B VR 2% R B AT AR —
FO o U A T R A R [ St R Al ) A R BAK
e 2 1 DL SR R AR R ek, L T JEL A R ) Sk R P B



SEAN B SR K 06, 170 75 2 S 06 A IR B A T
FUIIN o SESR I8 R G800 25 R R AE T R R A 2
MEEE T — AT B J7 1] IR Bt o R R HE T i
BETARE T RRIB TR, HE, REEE A S
B, MmA R EHE . B, 7R KRBT T A F R 2k
PRIRARE . AT S 0 S VAR R Bt 45 R S A Aot
BT R AT 7 2RI BT

9. B T TR RHERT

AN A R 5 BB A A 8 0 T A 45 R o g — A
BB, BEREMEZERAETIM[76]. HEZ, fE
IR Z I A MR T rf, AN Z T2 AH B2, AT
BT AMRIE T8, BN, TE3E ki &2 5,
Z 5 EITRIR 54 2@ IR A A R R 2 5 1
SA[113,114]0 ERATI ST, AR G (R TRy 5 it 2= 15
AT G PR ARE 26 ARG, T Ib BV 93 7 4 32 T 1) N T A
SR [115,116]. {EXEEHFITH, MAEZ B AbHE
MU EHTH RIS R EH EEER, Baxt HAANMAR
SR EARWHAEN . ESCPREE, BRI AR
A & BRI R SR 30 B BERATE 47
by PR A DR SRR T AIBILARL AT R xof BB S B T 4 1) St A
faSER .

FEFIRAFERINE, — AR RS R I HUR b
FRAFERPAMR ISR RIREOE K. Rk, 7EXTHL
SERPRA LI, BATTIEVELS B B BRI AR R A T
A VF 2 SCEROM 0T 0 B SRAE Bl o E kAT TR [117],
Forr— AN E 7 ] R T PR I FE — SN B /N A
W, RS R R AR A THR[52,114,118-122].
XA E AR A E TR E[114]. Gk, WWEWIRE
T U 5 X AN B E 2 A B — M) A S5 R [123-126].
EATFHET, FRAEH 0T Z AT 24215 5 i
Mo SCHR[118]FEH, RUMELEM A THEE T, BN
HAE B THR SR R AR R ERR o AEAS AT AT AR LB 12 11 2%
PR, —ANREAF B R T7 ZEAG T 17 VR R AR A A I 4
FAR g FRARH T [ O 52 21 (10 Ak BRI A A A2 2 Ak
HRREA R B, MEMSERFIRET A R BHEZ
T, VAR Z /DA HARAMERECE) T AL .

Sy A A7 16 BT S0 E T T AR R ) S
TR A TR SRAE . R TR E T, SCHR[118]
PEH P BB R IE A B A B AR . fERE S 4
MFIMERT, PHRERE T &M B L1538

DRLERAE F I il v A7 224t 11 [127-129]

XGRSt HERT, SCER[130,13 174461
KT AL BABRY, SCHR[ 7910 B AT FH 1 2B %
P T — AN R BENLAS I 2. SCRR[80 KX AN T ik
HET B — R THE RUMR R B SR . JE T 1X 887
2, SCHR[132]42 H 115 B4 R0 S AR 56 (1) — AR A2 T

BERTRFLE R AR T AR H T2 05, (AR
XTI FARMFEEE R Z Hhi. 5%, METI T
W PR A B AN 5635 . SCHR[ 13310 7 1 M 2l 1 2 AE
A BRI T e N R — 8k, SCHR[134] 7858 T4
SEM G BT RIS T3 20T B A AR R 0
O PR E B, (HARTE— BRI TIGEM T, R 5 5
M E Z Ml &, R AR . ik, R
SARBARE, AMA R T AR A TN DL AR . SR
[120,121,135,136] % & | THRIGHL N IA KA, SOk
[13710F 5 7 TG00 N AETEI [ B (o b 7 ik (B2,
X T HAM SR (5 2085, b B g B A R 2 R
BITERBAT R . BJ5, AR 1 SCHR O L (1 2 B
VB FH A (AR S AER AN A 18] 14 7 R0 5 S A 1 il 850 A
SAFAE, A b CLSCHR[138]) FIA 1) Hicdhs 43 A
TEIX LG ] @, FRAT1 0 R SRR A —FE . R,
FRA 75 Bk e ) 0 1) — e FH O VR AT AT 2 b A
PRTRI T4
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