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The only significant difference (p=0.0463) is in the total reward received during the
neutral condition, where, on average, ED received significantly less total reward (77.66) than HC

(82.15). All the other measures do not differ between groups.

RL parameter estimates - model-based and model-free learning
RL model parameters were fit as described in the Methods and the Supplementary material. For
each subject, a relative model-based fractional reliance was also calculated, treated as a new

parameter (Foerde et al., 2019):

BMB

W= ———
BMB-I_BMF

A comparison of average parameter estimates with standard errors (SE) of Sy, Bur,

a, w between groups and conditions can be found in Figure 5.
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Figure 5. Mean = standard error (SE) of the estimated model parameters in HC (blue) and ED

(red) during each condition (neutral and BID). A: By5, B: fyr, C: @, D: w.

The initial results suggest that ED is less model-based (5,5, w) than HC in both
conditions. ED is also less model-free ), than HC. There is no visible difference in the learning
rate, a, between groups in the neutral condition, while ED has a smaller « in the BID condition.
A detailed statistical analysis of the results is performed below.

Results from two-sample t-tests.

To look for significant differences in parameter estimates between groups and conditions
two-sample t-tests were performed. The results of the statistical tests can be found for the:
comparison of the parameters between neutral and BID conditions in HC (Table 5); comparison
of the parameters between neutral and BID conditions in ED (Table 6); comparison of
parameters between groups in a neutral and BID condition (main left and right column in Table
7, respectively). There were no significant results for the p parameter (supplementary Tables
S12-S14).

For HC there was no significant difference in parameter estimates between the neutral
and BID condition. However, there was a strong significant difference in the model-based
learning parameter, 3,5, between the two conditions in the eating disorder group. In the neutral
condition, ED had an average 85 = 0.21, which dropped significantly (p<0.001) to Sy p =

0.06 in the BID condition.
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Comparison of estimated model parameters, Bug, Bmr, & W, in HC between two conditions

HC (n=34)
neutral BID
Mean £SD Mean £SD t value p value
Bus 0.43£0.50 0.53+0.75 -0.62 0.538
Bur 1.40£0.94 1.39+0.46 0.04 0.972
a 050+£0.26 0.61+0.27 -1.73 0.088
w  0.17+£0.44 0.21+0.27 -0.44 0.660

Note. Includes two-sample t-tests (including t- and p-values).

Table 6

Comparison of estimated model parameters, Bug, Bmr, @ W, in ED between two conditions

ED (n=38)
neutral BID
Mean +SD Mean +SD t value p value
Bup 0.21£0.15 0.06 £ 0.06 5.66 <0.001*
Pur 0.84+£0.67 0.99 £0.63 -1.02 0.313
a 0.49 +£0.27 0.49+£0.28 0.11 0.912
w  0.11 +£0.39 0.02 +0.58 0.74 0.463

Note. Includes two-sample t-tests (including t- and p-values).

Furthermore, comparing the estimated parameters in the neutral condition between

groups showed a significant difference in )5 = 0.43 (HC), S5 = 0.21 (ED) (p=0.0096) and in

Pur = 1.4 (HC), Byr = 0.84 (p=0.0049). The difference in the BID condition was also

significant between the two groups for S,z = 0.53 (HC), Sy = 0.06 (ED) (p=0.0003), but also

for fyr = 1.39 (HC), Byr = 0.99 (ED) (p=0.0036). There were no differences between groups

and conditions for the learning rate, @ and the relative model-based fractional reliance, w.
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Table 7

Difference in model parameters, in a neutral and BID condition between two groups

neutral HC vs neutral ED BID HC vs BID ED
t value p value t value p value
Bus -2.67 0.010* -3.85 <0.001*
Bur -2.90 0.005* -3.01 0.004*
a -0.06 0.955 -1.87 0.066
w  -0.63 0.529 -1.69 0.095

Note. Includes two-sample t-tests (including t- and p-values).

These results suggest that ED group is less model-based in the BID condition vs. the
neutral condition, but also less model-based than HC across both conditions. Moreover, the ED
group appears less model-free in the neutral and BID condition than HC. The unexpected
decreased model-free learning result, along with decreased model-based learning in ED may
suggest an overall decreased learning capability of ED during the task. Alternatively, model-free
parametrisation in model 1 using just ), might incorrectly capture model-free contribution,
while model 2 parametrisation might be more accurate in splitting model-free learning
parameter: Sy r=Luro + Bur1 (Supplementary material). An additional and more comprehensive
study would have to be designed to verify these suggestions.

Results from regression analysis.

To further test the effect of the group and condition on the model-based parameter S5, a
random effects linear regression was performed with group and condition as fixed effects per

subject. The regression results can be found in Table 8.
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Table 8

Random effects linear regression analysis of model-based learning parameter S,z (simple)

(AIC=176.18) Estimate SE tvalue p value
Intercept (HC, neutral) 0.43 0.08 5.89 <0.001*
ED group -0.23 0.11 -2.16 0.033*
BID condition 0.10 0.08 1.28 0.206

ED group X BID condition -0.24 0.10 -2.33 0.023*
Note. Group and condition are treated as fixed-effect covariates per subject. Akaike information

criterion (AIC) is included for comparison to a model with age and BMI as extra covariates in

Table 9. More details about the regression model are in the Supplementary material.

There 1s a significant effect of ED (p=0.0329) and its interaction with a BID condition
(p=0.0226) on the model-based parameter [5,,5. The regression coefficient estimates correspond
to S5 values in each group-condition, as in Tables 5-6.

To see if age and BMI can have an effect on model-based learning, a more complex
regression model with age and BMI as extra covariates was fitted as in Table 9.

Table 9

Random effects linear regression analysis of model-based learning parameter S,,5(nested)

(AIC=187.38) Estimate SE tvalue  p value
Intercept (HC, neutral) 0.43 0.08 5.89 0.061
ED group -0.23 0.11 -2.16 0.103
BID condition 0.10 0.08 1.28 0.233
Age -0.01 0.01 -0.69 0.494
BMI 0.00 0.01 -0.04 0.969

ED group X BID condition -0.24 0.10 -2.33 0.034*
Note. Group, condition, age and BMI are treated as fixed-effect covariates per subject. AIC is

included for comparison with a simpler model in Table 8.
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However, in this case, the more complex model does not show any significant effects of
age and BMI on f3),5 (only the interaction of being in the ED group and the BID condition). The
Akaike information criterion (AIC) was computed for that model for comparison with a simpler
model. The simpler model provides a better fit since it has a lower AIC=176.18 as compared to

the model with age and BMI (AIC=187.38).

Difference between parameters across conditions

To further examine the effect of body image preoccupation on decision-making, new
variables, ABy g, AByr, Aa, Aw, were calculated to capture how much model parameters changed
from the neutral condition in the BID condition. The mean values with standard errors of the

parameter differences for each group are shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Mean # standard error (SE) of the estimated model parameter differences between

conditions in HC (blue) and ED (red). A: ASyg, B: AByr, C: Aa, D: Aw.

Preliminary inspection suggests that the parameter differences analysis shows a positive
difference of model-based contribution in ED as compared to HC (negative difference), which
means that model-based learning decreased in ED and increased in HC between conditions.
There is also a negative difference in model-free learning for ED, with no change for HC, while
the learning rate remains the same in ED and improves in HC. Fractional reliance, w, reflects the
behaviour of AByp.

Results from two-sample t-tests Af yp.

Further statistical analysis based on two-sample t-tests revealed a significant difference of
ALy (p=0.0226) and Aa (p=0.0428) between HC and ED, with ED having a larger difference of
AByp = 0.15 than HC (ASys = -0.1). Also, ED almost do not adjust their learning rate (Aa =
0.01), as compared to an increased learning rate in HC (Aa = -0.11). More detailed results of the
statistical tests can be found in Table 10. There were no significant results for the Ap parameter
differences (supplementary Tables S15).
Table 10

Comparison of model parameter differences A8y g, 4Byr, Aa, Aw between groups

HC (n=34) ED (n=38)
Mean £SD Mean +£SD tvalue  p value
ABys -0.10£0.62 0.15+0.15 2.33 0.023*
AByr 0.01 £0.76 -0.15+0.58  -0.99 0.325
Aa  -0.11£0.19 0.01+£0.28  2.06 0.043*
Aw  -0.04 +0.45 0.08 £ 0.67 0.91 0.368

Note. Includes associated two-sample t tests, including t- and p-values.
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Results suggests that the body image preoccupation significantly reduces model-based
learning in ED compared to HC. Moreover, ED does not exhibit any adjustment of learning rate
due to body image preoccupation, compared to adjusted a in HC.

A yp as a predictor - results from regression analysis.

The new variable, Az, was used a predictor (digital biomarker) in different regression
models of independent variables such as: group (logistic regression), as well as disordered
eating, body image disturbance, and OCD-like behaviours based on the questionnaire scores
(linear regression). The regression results are found in Table 11.

Table 11

Regression analysis results of different independent variables, y, with A8,,5 as a covariate

Independent variable AByp coeft. p value
Disordered eating 7.36 0.044*
Body image disturbance  6.40 0.026*
OCD 5.73 0.070

Group (log odds for ED)  1.49 0.041*

Note. y was taken to be: EAT-26 (disordered eating), AAI (body image disturbance), OCI-R

(OCD) scores, and log odds of being in the ED group.

Different regression models show that the new measure A,z can be used to predict
disordered eating, body image disturbance, as well as belonging to the ED group. However, the
measure does not significantly predict OCD-like behaviours. The classification performance for
the logistic regression model can be found in classification (contingency) Table 12, with HC as a

negative class and ED as a positive class.
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Table 12

The contingency table for logistic regression of group with 48,5 as a predictor

Obs bred. HC (-) ED (+)

HC (-) 16 18
ED (+) 5 33
Note. ED is a positive class (+), HC is a negative class (—).

The logistic regression model appears to be good at predicting that a person is qualified
as ED - 33 true positives and 5 false negatives. However, the model performs less accurately in
predicting HC membership — 16 true negatives and 18 false positives.

Correlations of Af g with other covariates.

Lastly, we checked if the new variable AB,,p correlates with any other covariates such as
BMLI, age, EAT-26, AAI, and OCI-R scores in the ED group. The correlation plots with PCCs
and p-values for the hypothesis of no relationship between Af,,z and the covariates can be found

in Figure 7.
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Figure 7. Correlation plot of BMI, age, EAT-26, AAI and OCI-R scores with Afy;z in ED group.

Pearson’s correlation coefficient (PCC) and p-values are included.

The correlation analysis revealed that Af,,p has a significantly negative correlation with
BMI (p=0.013) in ED group, which means that the higher the AS,,5 the lower the BMI. For the
other covariates there is no correlation with ASy,g in the ED group.

Further analysis of covariate correlation with Af,,5 in both groups revealed two positive
correlations with EAT-26 and AAI scores (Table 13, Figure 8). This shows the value of the

predictor for characterising disordered behaviours across a population.
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Figure 8. Correlation plot of BMI, age, EAT-26, AAI and OCI-R scores with Ay across both

groups. Pearson’s correlation coefficient (PCC) and p-values are included.

Table 13

PCC between 48, and the covariates across HC and ED together

BMI Age EAT-26 AAl OCI-R
PCC 0.107 -0.118 0.238 0.262 0.215
p-value 0.404 0.324 0.044* 0.026* 0.070

Note. P-values for the hypothesis of no relationship between the Af,,5 and covariates (BMI, age,

EAT-26, AAI, and OCI-R scores) are included.
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Discussion

The current study focused on the missing element in computational psychiatry research
on eating disorders - body image preoccupation. In particular, the impaired utilisation of goal-
directed and habitual behaviour was explored.

First of all, the findings from a two-step decision-making task show a significant effect of
body image preoccupation (as implemented in a BID condition) on model-based learning in an
eating disorder group. This suggests that body image preoccupation significantly reduces goal-
directed behaviour in a population struggling with both disordered eating and body image issues.
We did not find such an effect in a healthy control, which suggest the effect is indeed disorder
related. Additionally, the reduction in model-based learning across conditions was not associated
with age nor BMI, when comparing two groups.

Furthermore, treating the difference between the measures of model-based learning in the
neutral and BID condition as a new variable (digital biomarker), we have shown that it is a good
predictor of disordered eating behaviours, body image disturbance, and being qualified to an
eating disorder group. It was not associated with OCD-like behaviours. This is an important
finding that extends previous results that correlate reduced model-based learning in one general
set of eating disorders and compulsive disorders (Gillan et al., 2016; Voon et al., 2015). It is a
promising variable that could help better understand the mechanisms of eating disorder
psychopathology on a more fine-grained level.

Moreover, we replicated previous findings that suggest a decreased model-based
learning, during a neutral (monetary) condition of the two-step decision-making task, in groups

characterised by disordered eating and compulsive behaviours (Foerde et al., 2019; Gillan et al.,
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2016; Voon et al., 2015), while ensuring a reliable modelling procedure through an application of
parameter and model recovery before and after collecting the data.

The results confirm the set hypothesis of decreased model-based learning between groups
and between conditions in ED. However, the simultaneous decrease in model-free learning in
this group is surprising and will deserve further investigation. This result is also contrary to
previous studies that find no difference in model-free learning between groups (Foerde et al.,
2019; Gillan et al., 2016). A potential reason for the difference of results is the high heterogeneity
in the estimates of model-free learning parameter both in ED and HC group, which may have
skewed the results. In fact, HC group, in general, has more heterogeneous estimates of
parameters than ED. This may be due to the HC group being in fact composed of different
subgroups, possibly even along the eating disorder continuum, for example if they were not
entirely sincere when answering the questionnaires. Alternatively, ED may exhibit a generally

reduced learning capability, or model 1 does not accurately capture the model-free contribution.

Implications

First of all, as far as we know, this is the first study that looked at the body image
preoccupation from a computational perspective. We singled out and verified a potential digital
biomarker of eating disorders. Our study complies with a novel RDoC framework (Insel et al.,
2010) that aims to investigate and understand mental disorders by integrating many levels of
information such as behaviour and self-report. Such a framework helps overcome the downsides

of a classical psychiatric approach, namely, comorbidity? of disorders, heterogeneity?, and

2 Co-existence of multiple disorders in one individual
% Qualifying for the same diagnosis despite totally different symptoms
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arbitrary definition of what constitutes a disorder (NIMH, n.d.). The proposed new biomarker is
based in a rigorous and quantified behavioural paradigm that addresses an underlying mechanism
of the disorder - body image preoccupation effect on model-based learning.

The fact that body image preoccupation is associated with decreased contribution of
model-based learning provides some support for the hypothesised mechanism of extreme
habitual body preoccupation. “I want to be skinny” once set as a goal, evolves over time into a
rigid and habitual body checking. In the neutral condition, there is a fairly good amount of
model-based learning contribution (though less so than in the healthy control group). However,
when an individual's body type is displayed onto a screen it may act as a trigger for the habitual
behaviour of body comparison and concern. As such, a body-preoccupied state leads to
significant reduction in the model-based capabilities that should be allocated towards task
completion. Our result adds to the discussion reopened by Foerde et al. (2019) about domain-
general/specific deficits in goal-directed learning. It provides support for the view that goal-
directed control impairments are not specific to monetary tasks but suggests that it could be
aggravated in conditions that trigger body image preoccupations.

Moreover, the new biomarker, Af,,5, could be used as a diagnostic tool, since it was
shown to be a significant predictor of EAT-26 and AAI scores, as well as of belonging to an
eating disorder group. In some cases, where obtaining a reliable and honest set of answer to
questionnaires is not available, one could administer the two-step decision making task that
includes the BID condition, even in the comfort of an individual's home, and use the results from
the task as a guideline for professional psychotherapists as to whether purse further treatment

avenues.
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The high heterogeneity (standard deviation) of parameter estimates (model-based/free) in
the healthy control may suggest that some healthy controls share some traits with the ED group
that explains reduced model-based learning. This might be related to traits that we have not
directly explored in our study but that have been associated with deficits in model-based
learning, e.g. alcohol addiction, or impulsivity (Gillan et al., 2016). We assume that
compulsivity’s negative effect on model-based learning (Gillan et al., 2016) is not a factor here
as we have tried to control for this by excluding participants with high OCI-R scores in the
healthy control group. Alternatively, it is possible that some participants from a healthy control
group do in fact have body image preoccupation issues. A potential factor in group
misclassification could be a wide-spread and widely accepted societal preoccupation with
dieting, looks as well as the phenomenon of body shaming that could render the recruitment of a
‘healthy’ population difficult (Kar, 2019; Sujoldzi¢ & De Lucia, 2007). This could manifest in
participants as selecting the option of “no past diet experience” in the screening stage despite
‘clean eating’ they might engage in as a widely accepted ‘health standard’, which is actually
emotionally distressing and linked with functional impairments (Ambwani, Shippe, Gao, &
Austin, 2019). As such, the heterogeneity in the parameter estimates in the healthy control may
highlight the blurred boundary between health and dieting, and indeed call into question the
possibility of a truly healthy control group within this field of research.

Lastly, the results can inspire modern therapy avenues to strengthen model-based learning
capabilities and help relax rigidly formed disordered eating and body preoccupation habits. For
example, Costin and Grabb (Costin & Grabb, 2012) suggest that within each sufferer of an eating
disorder there are two ‘Selves’: The “Healthy Self” - a part of them that wants recovery and

fosters healthy habits- and “the Eating Disorder Self”, which overtime gains its identity through


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.15.20232090
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.15.20232090; this version posted November 19, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

BODY IMAGE & DECISION MAKING IN EATING DISORDERS 38

repeated binges and/or restriction and depreciative, critical self-talk, becomes a strong and
automatic driving force of disordered behaviour. The latter could correspond to the diminished
contribution of model-based learning, present as a lack of recognition of all behavioural
pathways available, namely the healthy ones that are more beneficial to an individual over time.

Authors suggest that in order to move towards recovery, sufferers should reinforce their
Healthy Self. This is done through therapeutic activities that counter negative thoughts (and
corresponding behaviours) with healthy thoughts (and corresponding behaviours). As a result,
the sufferers begin to identify and choose new pathways. They find that the dire consequences as
imagined by the Eating Disorder Self do not come to fruition, while the quality of life and
relationship to body and food improves.

The principal idea behind such a therapeutic technique is that eventually the sufferers’
Healthy Self comes to dominate and assimilate into their one true Self. They are left more open
to choosing paths that are - according to their (new, truly healthful) experience - more likely to
be beneficial for their health, both mentally and physically. Essentially, this corresponds to
reinforcing model-based learning by taking a look at one's environment and following actions
that are more thought-through and sufficiently analysed through a non-distorted lens. The results
from our study offer additional support that people struggling with eating disorders accompanied

by body image disturbance might benefit from such, and similar, therapeutic activities.

Limitations
Kool et al. (Kool, Cushman, & Gershman, 2016) suggest that the structure of the two step
decision making task used here does not accurately estimate the trade-off between model-based

and model-free learning. The authors propose certain modifications to the task to increase that
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accuracy such as changing the drift rate in the Gaussian random walk of reward probabilities,
reducing the number of stage two choices to one per state, or introducing a deterministic
transition structure. However, it has been shown that in some cases of slight variations to the task
structure, the reinforcement learning model will not be able to distinguish between model-based
and model-free actions as efficiently as in the standard task (Silva & Hare, 2018). More analysis
would have to be performed for every variation, while the task in the current form has proven to
yield reliable and consistent results (Foerde et al., 2019; Gillan et al., 2016; Voon et al., 2015).

An additional insight that should be taken into consideration is that a plain interaction
between just model-based and model-free learning might not be enough to explain the choices
and decision-making styles of individuals under the current conception of two step tasks as well
as the models associated with it. Possibly, the surprising results about AfS,,r can be explained by
an additional learning system. Moreover, it is important to take extra precautions to ensure a
solid understanding of the task by participants, as it has been shown that participants are likely to
misconstrue the task. All together, it might be useful to consider additional learning strategies
and models aside from the currently used model-based and model-free learning systems (Feher
da Silva & Hare, 2020).

Two potential issues with the used modelling procedures are: a relatively low PCC of
ALy g (0.68) compared to other parameters (mean: 0.87); negative values of the model-based
fractional reliance parameter, w, that is usually in a (0,1) range (Daw et al., 2011; Foerde et al.,
2019; Kool et al., 2016). We believe that two issues are connected to each other. The link lies in
the fact the estimates of AByp, AByr can be negative from the start due to an unsuitable prior
distribution (Gaussian) they are drawn from. A better choice for the prior is a Gamma

distribution, whose random variables are only positive and hence would constrain AByg, AByr to
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be greater than zero. Further, EM fitting algorithm would have to be slightly tweaked to take into
account the new distribution in estimating its hyper-parameters. In turn, this would place the
model-based fractional reliance w between 0 and 1, and would hopefully increase the parameter
recovery thanks to a correct distribution.

What is more, the variable estimates of AS,, parameter in both groups and of ABy5 in
HC may suggest (apart from the difficulty in recruiting a truly healthy control) an insufficient
number of participants given the online nature of the study. Ideally, more participants would have
to be recruited to achieve a lower variability in the parameter estimates. In addition, a different
model fitting technique could be used.

An alternative explanation to the reduction of model-based learning on the body image
preoccupation condition in the eating disorder group can be attributed to a stress response rather
than an effect that is strictly body image related. Otto, Raio, Chiang, Phelps, & Daw (2013)
showed that as a result of a stress response (submerging a hand in ice cold water) model-based
learning noticed a decreased contribution to decision-making. Given that body image
preoccupation can be characterised as a distressing experience, the result from our study could be
potentially explained by a generic stress response. However, to verify this alternative
explanation, measures of the cortisol level for comparison between conditions would have to be
taken. Also, it would be useful to perform a brain imaging study to identify which neural
response is associated with reduced model-based learning in the BID condition and compare it to

a hypothesised, stress-related response.
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Further work

There are a couple of steps that could be taken in order to further explore the mechanisms
and effects of body image preoccupation on decision-making in eating disorders. A natural step is
to perform a very similar study as here, perhaps on a clinical population (rather than sub-clinical)
and use brain imaging such as fMRI to try and correlate the behavioural-computational changes
in the ED group with neural signatures to provide a neurobiological basis of body image
preoccupation effects on decision-making. Ideally, in the future, a more whole understanding of
eating disorders and accompanying body image issues could help devise new and more effective
treatment options.

Furthermore, we suggest using a slightly more reliable model fitting technique for the
two step task that utilises hierarchical Bayesian estimation methods, for instance hBayes package
(Ahn, Haines, & Zhang, 2017). This approach has recently been shown to provide the most
reliable estimation of model parameters for the two step decision-making task (Brown, Chen,
Gillan, & Price, 2020).

If a more reliable fitting method is used, it might be possible to include an extra
parameter that would extend the model used in this study. The extension was not performed here
due to very low recovery of this new parameter using the EM fitting method. The new parameter
would capture the reward sensitivity to see how much value the eating disorder group places on
the silhouette that most resembles their own. It would be interesting to see how the reward
sensitivity changes with model-based learning. The extension can be easily implemented by

multiplying the reward term in Eq.: 1, 6 by a reward sensitivity parameter .
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Conclusions

Given the high mortality of eating disorders, this study expands the sparse field of
computational psychiatry of eating disorders that so far has focused on the general perception of
reward (Bernardoni et al., 2018; Verharen et al., 2019), and quantification of model-based
learning in a neutral setting (Gillan et al., 2016; Voon et al., 2015) or in relation to food choices
(Foerde et al., 2019). Since one of the prevalent aspects of eating disorders is body image
preoccupation, we explored its effect on model-based learning in comparison with a healthy
control. The results from the online study on a subclinical population show a significantly
reducing effect of body image preoccupation on model-based learning that is not present in the
healthy control. This finding provides a novel insight into the mechanisms of the disorder and the
effect that the core element of the disorder, such as body image preoccupation, has on decision-
making. Directed by the above result, further inquiry can be performed into more nuanced
treatment strategies that could help to break from rigid habits and strengthen model-based
capabilities of patients related to the perception of their body through well-tailored therapeutic

activities.
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