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To characterize developmental changes
in computational learning phenotypes
and their relationship to transdiagnostic

psychiatric symptoms
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n= 815 participants (target n=1000),

discovery, n=441
replication n=374.
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structural changes in the
brain underpin these shifts

in learning?

Pavlovian bias
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negative prediction
errors and reduced
Pavlovian bias were
associated with more
severe OCD rumination
symptoms.
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A trend indicating Pavlovian bias was lowest for
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Older participants relied more on model-based
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i Greater Pavlovian bias was associated with heightenedi
1 anxiety during adolescence, particularly for individuals

with negative learning biases.
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