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Abstract

Although there have been so many studies on schizophrenia under the framework of
predictive coding, works focusing on treatment are very preliminary. A model-oriented,
operationalist, and comprehensive understanding of schizophrenia would promote the
“therapy turn” of further research. We summarize predictive coding models of embodiment,
co-occurrence of over- and under-weighting priors, subjective time processing, language
production or comprehension, self-or-other inference, and social interaction. Corresponding
impairments and clinical manifestations of schizophrenia are reviewed under these models at
the same time. Finally, we discuss why and how to inaugurate a therapy turn of further

research under the framework of predictive coding.
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Healing the schizo- of schizophrenia research

Despite that psychiatry progressed surprisingly, schizophrenia, the most challenging
mental disorder, remains rising prevalence and causes substantial burden of disease (1). The
challenges are partly from an underlying “schizo-" among nowadays research, where
neurobiological deficits, objective symptoms, and subjective experience are somewhat
disconnected. Over the past decades, the framework of predictive coding has attracted
inexhaustible interests and been enriched by stably increasing studies from neuroscience and
psychopathology. Predictive coding was originally raised for the sensory processing of visual
cortex (2). In the hierarchical model, perception is composed of predictions based on prior
beliefs (or priors) and incoming sensory signals (Figure 1.a). To minimize prediction errors,
beliefs update according to signals mismatching with original predictions (error signals), and
cortical neurons are thus regarded as residual error detectors. Detailed mathematical and
logical basis of predictive coding was reviewed by Millidge et al (3). Incorporating with
theories like active inference, Bayesian inference, free-energy principle, etc. into its framework,
predictive coding appears to address aforesaid disconnects — — symptoms (positive
symptoms, negative symptoms, and disorganization) arise from inappropriate inferences
(Bayesian beliefs updating) induced by neurobiological abnormalities (of e.g., dopamine,
synaptic plasticity, and neural oscillations) (4-7). Recently, several researchers propose
accounts of psychiatric interventions under the framework of predictive coding (8-10). These
preliminary works could herald an exciting “therapy turn” in further research on schizophrenia.

To facilitate the “therapy turn”, this review offers a model-oriented, operationalist, and

comprehensive understanding of schizophrenia. Every day, we interact with others through
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bodies and language, but something goes wrong in schizophrenia, impairing patient’s abilities.
This review, therefore, is structured by these three domains—body, language, and others. We
synthesized relevant models, suggested many promising issues, and finally discussed a

roadmap for further research.

Body: shortcut of consciousness

Embodiment and disembodiment

Through body, mind interacts with the world directly, and this process is known as
embodiment, by which human become embodied subjects. Unlike visual perception, bodily
movement involves perception-motor (or sensorimotor) process and requires more
contextual predictions, error detection, and belief updating (Figure 1. b). Further, execution
of a complete task can be conceptualized as a succession of these processes over time (Figure
1. ¢). Phenomenologically, tight coupling sensorimotor processing is related to sense of
selfhood, while a disturbed one can induce psychotic symptoms (11). In schizophrenia,
clinicians noticed disembodiment as one core feature (12). From perspective of neuroscience,
disembodiment could be mismatch between motor intentions and multisensory feedback,
failure of multisensory integration, or failure of body representations (13). Consistently,
abnormal movements are identified as the first observable neurological risk factor of
schizophrenia (14, 15). And some suspect that motor dysfunction is primary disturbance of

schizophrenia other than cognitive deficits (16, 17).
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Figure 1. Prediction coding accounts of perception and sensorimotor processing. (a)
Hierarchical model of perception, which is composed of predictions and incoming error
signals; (b) Model of sensorimotor processing coupling perception and motor. (c) Task
execution. B; provides intentions of action and corresponding predictions Pj.4; Bj to Rj44
denotes implementing of intentions, and wy € [0,1] is proportional to degree of execution;
Error signals E; are propagated back to update beliefs, with precisions w, and ws; the task
finished, consistence (C) of results (B,) and original intentions (By) is assessed
retrospectively, acting as a comparator.

However, the longitudinal process from primary motor dysfunction to schizophrenia is
difficult to examine in human brain. A plausible explanation, mapped onto figure 1. c, is that
primary motor dysfunction corresponds to decreased w,, which would cause increased error
signals (E) and finally decreased C. Since decreased w; hinders one to improve results, a
“backpropagation” of other parameters would probably occur, and consequently, belief

updating is more dependent on priors than error signals. Interestingly, Annabi et al proposed



a neural architecture involving two recurrent neural networks (motor and visual) in line with
predictive coding, and investigated the bidirectional interactions between motor and visual
modules (18). This illuminating work provides a paradigm to simulate above longitudinal
process for computational neuroscience.

Consequence of primary motor dysfunctions includes over-weighting priors and under-
weighting error signals. However, real weights of these two items in schizophrenia are more

complicated and even paradoxical when considering specific symptoms.

How do over- and under-weighting priors co-occur?

Due to its generation from interaction of predictions and sensory inputs, perception is
viewed as “controlled hallucination” (19). While aforesaid overweighting priors could cause
genuine hallucinations because one tends to perceive according to priors rather than sensory
inputs (20-24). But another view argues that hallucinations are due to weaker priors and
abnormal amplification of neural signals (e.g., amplified inner speech causes auditory
hallucination) (4). Similarly, empirical research found that both stronger and weaker priors
correlate with delusion proneness (25-29). Patients with schizophrenia may reveal stronger
and weaker priors at the same time, but how is this possible?

Researchers resolve the contradiction by multilevel hierarchical predictive coding models,
which are roughly divided into low- and high-level systems, bearing the function of
perception and inference, respectively. False perceptions by disrupted low-levels require
compensations (or explanations) from inferences of high-levels, so over- and under-

weighting priors coexist in different hierarchies (30). Sterzer et al further suggest a looser



hierarchy where low- and high-level systems are controlled partly independently, which
accounts for higher heterogeneity of psychosis (4). Different from single hierarchical
perspective, Leptourgos et al argue that above two systems are parallel (authors named them
ego- and allo-centric system), receiving inputs from same sensory systems (31). Activities of
dopamine and related neural circuits may provide neurobiological bases, including abnormal
temporo-limbic and prefrontal-striatal connectivity, and co-occurrence of reduced phasic
dopamine response and increased spontaneous phasic dopamine release (6, 32).

To summarize, the paradox is dealt in spatial dimension, that is, over- or under-weighting
priors are located in their respective positions. But challenges remain, for example, increased
and decreased sense of agency could co-occur (i.e., they overlap spatially). A temporal

dimension may help to separate these spatial overlaps.

Toward a logical time

Subijective time processing could be seen as a collider of [past — present < future], a
combination of prospective expectation and retrospective judgment (33-35). Conditional on
actions in a certain instant, Riemer distinguished two directions: forward in time to generate
predictions (effects) and backward in time to form post-hoc inferences of intentions (causes)
(36). When the forward model goes wrong, retrospective elaborations are responsible for
causality inferences (e.g., “I would not have intended to do that!") (37). Absence of intention
inference and enhanced binding of action and effects account for co-occurrence of two
paradoxical experiences: (1) there’s no intention responsible for my movements, so | feel like

being manipulated; (2) my movements indeed cause things happening, so these effects



should be attributed to my movements (36, 38, 39).

Mapping to figure 1.c, for one with motor dysfunctions, compensation of decreased C
derives a “backpropagation” of i; and iy, which correspond to impaired [past — present]
inference and enhanced [present <— future] attribution, respectively. Interestingly, these
findings are quite in keeping with the Lacanian psychoanalytic term /ogical time, which refutes
lineal time and emphasizes that retroaction and anticipation work in tandem to influence the

being of human (40).

Language: long road of interpretation

“There is no direct apprehension of the self --through the short cut of consciousness
but only by the long road of interpretation of signs.” (41)

Manifesting flawed thought, language disorders are core symptoms of schizophrenia. As
natural language processing techniques burgeoning, language disorders have been a
promising marker for schizophrenia (42, 43). Neuroscientific linguistics, meanwhile, yielded
encouraging findings utilizing noninvasive tools. Nevertheless, predictive coding accounts of
language remain an arduous task due to multiple hierarchies of language (phonetics,
phonology, morphology, syntax, semantics, and pragmatics) and complex characteristics of
thoughts (such as generality and rich compositionality), which draws a critical concern about

whether predictive coding is a feasible model for language and thought (44-46).

Predictive coding accounts of language

Despite six hierarchies of language as mentioned, neurobiological focus can be placed on

three parts: phonetics, semantics, and pragmatics (Figure 2). Phonetically, language
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production is effects of articulatory muscles and thus shares brain regions with motor controls
(47-49). Speaking is thus also a sensorimotor process depicted in previous section. Brain
regions including cerebellum, Broca's area, and Wernicke's area provide articulatory motor
command and generate predictions of auditory perceptions, and then error signals are fed
back (49-51). Interestingly, some researchers think of these predictions partly serving as /nner
speech (52, 53). And because of affinities between motor and speech, embodied language in

both schizophrenia and healthy people attracts increasing research interests (54-56).
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Figure 2. Predictive coding accounts of language, involving three hierarchies: phonetics,
semantics, and pragmatics.
Semantically, considering sentence as a sequence of words appearing sequentially,

predictions and error signals can be quantified by word entropy and word surprisal,



respectively. Based on long-term semantic knowledge (or mental lexicon), word entropy,

quantifying probability distribution of upcoming words, measures uncertainty of the next

word. Word surprisal, mathematically defined as the negative logarithm of conditional

probability, denotes how newsworthy an observed word is (i.e., amount of information) (46,

57). Imaging studies distinguished different brain regions sensitive to word surprisal and

entropy among healthy subjects during natural language comprehension and explained them

in framework of predictive coding (58-60). Neural oscillations tracking findings suggest that

B- and y-band power reflects semantical predictions and error signals, respectively, and

altered B-y coupling might result in aberrant semantics in schizophrenia (7, 61). Sharpe et al

found that reduced N400 amplitudes were related to lower word entropy (62). Altogether,

during sentence generation or comprehension, the probabilistic distribution of upcoming

words is predicted according to semantic relatedness between previous words and all words

in mental lexicon (computational model of semantic priming), and error signals are

propagated back (46).

Pragmatics studies meaning generation among speaker and hearer in a dynamic context,

and focus on linguistic phenomena including deixis, presupposition, implicature, and speech

acts (63). Context is a global grasp of what, when, where, and who are involved in current

linguistic condition, and hence requires lots of cognition control (64). Semantic entropy and

semantic surprisal quantify predictions and error signals at pragmatic level (65, 66). Semantic

entropy constrains mental lexicon in current context, known as semantic inhibition——

otherwise, computations of word entropy would be too huge to give predictions (46, 67, 68).

Error signals (semantic surprisal) collect unexpected information to update context through



cognition control (69, 70). As for updating of context based on prior and posterior belief,
relative entropy could be a competent tool (71). Overall, language production is tightly
coupled with motor, perception, memory, and cognition, so disorders of language would

easily turn one’s world chaotic.

Sound and fury: language disorders in schizophrenia

Many studies suggested that aberrant cognitive language processing contributes to
auditory verbal hallucinations (AVH) even more than disturbed auditory perceptions (72-74).
Under predictive coding framework, Wilkinson distinguished three subtypes: inner speech
AVH, memory-based AVH, and hypervigilance AVH (75). Given articulation as a sensorimotor
process, AVH could be attributed to stronger priors at phonetics level (20, 22, 76-78).
Unstable memory is another main concept in cognitive mechanisms of AVH, which endorses
that hallucinators mis-integrate intrusive memories into current context, and AVH is thus
conceptualized as failure of accessing context cues (79-81). Impaired cognitive inhibition (or
inhibitory control) may contribute to the noisy memory-based contexts because irrelevant
memories are activated involuntarily (82). Despite altered top-down processes providing AVH
materials, they cannot explain the external biases of AVH, which implicates deficits of self-
monitoring or source-monitoring (83). Disrupted bottom-up processing may arrest
discrimination between self- and other-generated voices (84, 85). Rather than intentional
“misattribution”, Heinks-Maldonado et al argued that “misperception”, uncertainty about the
source of voices, may depict AVH more accurately (86). In summary, AVH does possess

phenomenological diversity and correlates to disorders in both up-down and bottom-up
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processing at multiple levels.

Formal thought disorders (FTD), consisting of positive disorganization and negative

Iimpoverishment, anchors in impairments at semantic and pragmatic levels such as semantic

hyper-/hypo-priming, and absence of contextual guidance (67). Little information, higher

preservation, smaller clusters, and higher switching rates characterize hyper-priming in

schizophrenia (87, 88). Hyper-priming could be explained through impaired cognition and

subsequent failure of context access (89). From perspectives of predictive coding, disturbed

pragmatic predictions (i.e. increased semantic entropy) represent broaden semantic

distribution, which is called semantic disinhibition, an accepted etiology of hyper-priming (89).

To compensate for difficulties in semantic retrieval or arrangement due to impaired

predictions, weights of semantic surprisal are upregulated, which consequently leads to

higher semantic similarity, just as Alonso-Sanchez et al suggested (90).

Besides cognitive deficits, there are also abnormalities in automatic semantic processing.

Impaired N400 modulation and reduced B-band oscillations reflect underweighting semantic

predictions (i.e., increased word entropy) (61, 89). Among numerous studies denoting

ongoing debates, we do appreciate works of Sharpe et al, where semantic priming was

examined utilizing two prime-target blocks with varied predictive validity (10% and 50%) (62).

For the lower predictive validity block, semantic priming was minimal in both patients with

schizophrenia and healthy subjects. But when transited to higher predictive validity block

without telling participants, patients showed hypo-priming and impaired N400 modulation

contrasted to control group. The authors proposed that patients with schizophrenia

represented a “rigid” Bayesian brain with under-weighting predictions. In another experiment,
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they examined lexical alignment in schizophrenia and put forward that preserved (or
sometimes enhanced) bottom-up process balanced out top-down deficits in semantic
processing (91). Altogether, FTD could result from disorders at semantic and pragmatic levels.
Phenomenologically, patients are plunged into a linguistic world full of uncertainties, and no
wonder that some found correlations between language disorders and bad emotions like

anhedonia and hostility (92, 93).

Delusions as subtle FTD?

It is doubtful but attractive to consider linguistic contributions to delusion. Hinzen et al
distinguished two subsets of delusions: referential delusions where personal significances are
attributed to neutral events, and propositional delusions where patients make false assertions
without attribution (94). Then they proposed that although literally understandable (e.g., /am
Jesus), propositional delusions represent failure of grammatical meaning where patients
wrongly embed arguments under relevant predicates (e.g., being Jesus). Furthermore, their
fMRI study reported impaired deixis processing in schizophrenia with and without AVH, which
possibly contributes to referential delusions (94, 95). The idea regarding delusions as subtle
FTD accounts for why delusions are bizarre and cannot be corrected by solid evidence. While
it remains understudied if delusions correlate with other linguistic phenomena like
presupposition, implicature, and speech act. And this somewhat postmodern idea merits

further attention and research.

Other: live in intersubjectivity

One cannot be aware of self without recognizing others, so schizophrenia, always regarded
12



as disorders of self, is also disorders of other. Under the framework of predictive coding, in

this section are discussed two parts: how brain differentiates self and other, and how human

interact with other based on theory of mind (ToM).

Self or other?

Many schizophrenic symptoms like AVH, thought insertion, control delusion, Cotard

delusion, etc. signify failures of self-or-other inference. Rubber hand illusion (RHI) suggests

that even healthy people could misrecognize external objects as “mine”, and predictive coding

tells what happened (96). More importantly, RHI indicates there is no solid self but

competition of self-or-other in brain (e.g., actual and rubber hand), and predictive coding

could serve as the comparator distinguishing them. Classical comparator model is embedded

in sensorimotor processing. In more detail, intention & prediction, prediction & real-time

result, and intention & final result are compared during movement, contributing to sense of

initiating, predictions updating, and sense of agency, respectively (53). After comparation,

possibility distributions of motor performer are generated (96). Among healthy people, sense

of agency could be reduced through top-down interference, i.e., underweighting predictions

(97, 98).

In the case that our brain involves multiple hierarchies of predictive coding, self-or-other

inference would implement hierarchically too. This multi-level structure could account for

mixed findings in RHI of patients with schizophrenia (Figure 3). Most RHI studies reported

significant group differences between schizophrenia and healthy subjects in subjective rating

scales, but not in objective proprioceptive drift, and RHI in schizophrenia cannot be explained
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by perceptual alterations (99). Instead, severity of delusions and aberrant spatial body
perception (impaired high-level priors) may increase sensitivity to RHI (99, 100). In
schizophrenia patients, weights of higher-level priors tend to decrease, which is in line with
their high sensitivity to RHI. Sense of agency is more complicated in sensorimotor and
language production, and the “logical time” might play important role as discussed above.
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Figure 3. Predictive coding accounts of rubber hand illusion.
Anyhow, as Parnas et al suggested, although many complain of long-lasting disorders of
self, complete forms of human existence are preserved (101). It seems that brain squashes a
“self” or “other” into unoccupied “body”, or in other words, we construct ourselves through

everyday life, which would be an interesting question.
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Theory of mind and social interaction

ToM refers to the ability by which one realizes that others are also individuals who act,
speak, think, love, hate, etc., and understands their situations, that is, ability to live in
intersubjectivity, phenomenologically. The neurobiological basis of ToM is mirror neurons,
and predictive coding has been extended to modeling ToM (102, 103). On timescales of
seconds, minutes, and long-term, three types of predictions are generated including others’
observable movements, beliefs & desires, and preferences & personalities, for which different
brain regions are responsible (104). These ToM predictions might be implemented
hierarchically in order of stable personalities, concrete intentions, and finally specific
movements (105, 106). Bottom-up feedbacks arise from exteroceptive, proprioceptive, and
interoceptive senses (5, 107). Empirical research examined the predictive coding model by
analyzing fMRI responses of ToM brain regions in movie-viewing or story-reading tasks (108-
110). However, most studies focused on healthy subjects, and differences between
schizophrenia and healthy people require further research.

Mirza et al formulated a computational model to simulate emotion recognition according
to social cues and suggested two approaches to performance of schizophrenia including
imprecise top-down guidance and abnormal bottom-up cues access (111). Consistently,
Stuke et al reported the correlations between psychosis proneness and enhanced priors for
detecting socially meaningfully visual stimuli (112). Diaconescu et al introduced a
computational model of intention inference, suggesting that imbalanced precisions of priors
and error signals contribute to generation and consolidation of persecutory delusions (113).

Jeganathan et al proposed a multiple hierarchical model combining social inferences with
15



personal behaviors and studied negative symptoms under this model (5). They held that
imprecise higher-level social predictions result in uncertainty about social milieu and thus a
series of phenomena, including affective blunting, demotivating social actions, and blurry

self-other boundaries.

Concluding remarks and future perspectives

This review summarizes theoretical and empirical studies under the framework of predictive
coding, provides an operationalist understanding of schizophrenia, and suggests some
promising issues. Researchers are excited to witness that predictive coding is closing chasms
between phenomenological psychopathology and neuroscientific theories, biological and
computational psychiatry, and neuroscience and artificial intelligence. However, critics argue
that this theory is nearly not falsifiable, and being addicted to this framework discourages the
development of other equally effective alternatives (45, 114). From a perspective of Lakatos's
philosophy of science, we believe that predictive coding is becoming a research programme,
of which the incontestable hardcore is an actively predicting brain. To keep (also examine) it
a progressive research programme, we must do more than interpreting manifestations of
schizophrenia. Therefore, the effects of a therapy turn of further research under predictive
coding are two-folds: (1) potential clinical benefit of people with schizophrenia, and (2)
reinvigoration of this framework through testable inferences.

Predictive coding prepares a robust and integrative framework where almost any
intervention can get theoretical support. A promising roadmap could be comprehensive

computational models of human-being (treating body, language, and other as a triad),
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accounts of how interventions like antipsychotics, psychotherapy, and behavioral training
(motor, language, and theory of mind) improve one’s predictive coding, and then mutual
computational models involving different treatments. Finally, an ideal therapy may combine
a predictive coding model of patients, understandings of their subjective experiences, and
corresponding treatments on abnormal predictive coding process. The most inspiring
suggestion might be to create a “digital twin” of patient computationally, which allows
speculating the effects of intervention (115). All in all, this framework is far from well-
developed, still calling for further interdisciplinary collaboration.
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