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Abstract

A Study on Prediction of Personal Attributes from
Resting-State fMRI Data Using Machine Learning

Shinya Takahashi

With the aging population in Japan, traffic accidents by elderly people have been
seriously increasing. Some of studies tackle this problem as a neuroscientific approach.
Relationship between brain MRI, aging, and traffic driving accidents has been studied.
Resting-state functional MRI (rs-fMRI) is expected to find human cognitive function.
In this study, we propose machine learning model which predict personal attributes
from rs-fMRI data. We propose a feature extraction from the 4D rs-fMRI data by
functional combination, to generate feature vectors using ROI to ROI analysis, and SBC
maps using seed-to-voxel analysis as 3D data. The prediction accuracy is evaluated by
applying the logistic regression model and the 3D-CNN model to each of them. As a
result, the accuracy of the logistic regression model was 74.2% for gender and 61.3%
for age, respectively and the accuracy of the 3D-CNN model was 77.4% for gender and
64.5% for age, respectively. Compared with the results of the ROI investigated using
the partial regression coefficients in the logistic regression and the results of the ROI
from the two-group statistical analysis as the conventional method, the ROI for gender is
similar to the conventional method, but there is no common ROI for age. This indicates
the significance of the proposed method in this study and suggests that it may be able

to obtain new features not found in the conventional method.

key words functional MRI, Functional connectivity, Time Series Analysis,
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ERE DT 7LD ARENS, BER LI X2 AEHEIRERD, BELSMEY
RoTW3 [1]. SHIHAIBWVWTIE, SibidFELEATHSZED2E, ZOLXIREHE
BUIEZ TV e FlZN S, 22T, MENC X 228 2GEHER L ORISR %R Z
L, MEANOEELEBNTRL, EIREFTORNP, TBINRXEANOEEL TS L
DRI NTWS. ZOMBECHT 2 BN 7 7a—F 2 LT, MRI 72 2 OIS
2 & o TIRIG S NI IGE R 2> &, Il 3B F R & OBIEZ /R ZH5EHED STV 5.
Park & [2] DFffZEIC X 2 &, Nl X 2 MO ZEHE, HEWRE L, K#EIRD X227 (Driving
Safety Performance) DX T ICHELRMEBAIREINL. 2D K512, MoMEE{G & 5@ H
HUIIBEED AN TWS. L L, IMOKREEG & SGlHH, RAIRES & OBEIE AR
R X TV,

D RIS 7 2 BOLD(Blood Oxygenation Level-Dependent) {55 & L CEHAIL, Hif%
r LTHogah s IMRI[3]) o TH, LEFR IMRI(rs-fMRI) 1, #ERFICX R 7Y%
XF, WAV Iy 7 AL TRIBE X2V E S ITHER L TR (5~ 10 5BLE) #R§%2175
EEREHETH 5 (4. FROMIIE, %22 IMRI 0GR L w70, 222 1B LT
RIS 22 RET 272D HV ST WD, BIETIE, ZHRHICERCRIET 2, 7
7NV FE—FXy b7 —2 (DMN) E WS BHEAREREN, 71V —ROREEIX
Z® DMN OHERENFEADEZF IR T T 22y, FRCEZOMEICHVONS X5 1Xk-o
TWw5 [5].

7z, fMRI % F\W 2 BXERIENT I 3BT, fESHIZ B T 2 Bk o SR 4T o #%

BEM72 D723 D D Z & ZHRERVRE & (Functional connectivity) & W\, SRR 72 2R



2y b7 —2%, ZOMEENRAETHL. THEHWSE Z 2T, XATZHICEZ % FEREMAS
BRrrEEET AT, RAZHICHRICED 2 IMOMEBERET 52 Z LT % [6].
Park & OHF5EIC & 2 HERE OB RN (VBM) 12 & 2 IMOEENELICIZRNZ W,
RIS & B HREM 72 Z L% 1s-fMRI 7 — 2 DEWE LTRIHETZ 2 Z2H L LT, KRB
Tld, rs-fMRI L3EHEEED) & ORBIH DA 103 2 AIHEIFZEE LT, rs-fMRI 2> & @HTIIC
WRERS S 2B L, B8 2 AW ENBIEOHEZITS.

rs-IMRI 2> & #EEEMAG B % W RBUAERUIC X > TR O RlE, RS 73y
ALZEHWHA LR, bodBEDOEL o713 ) XL TIEHRTE 77.4%, Filil
64.5%DIEETHERE T2 Z e M TERZ D5, rs-fMRI % HW 2 HWH2E 1 X 2 AN B
OHEEDFIRETH 5 Z L R L7z,



E2HE

BE ST

Resting-state fIMRI IZDWTOSEATIFFLE LT, Edgar 5 D% [7] IZDWTiER 5.
LR MRI 2 6, fEITIC X o THREIASE &7 C ol B L, ADHD <o AU
R OREMEBICE T 21RO EZRZFHET 22T, ThALORELEEE L DEVE R
HTZenTE3. LaL, BEOLHK IMRI O FIRICEWTIE, [EADEEREDOR
W(ME, D%, B, REHRY) X TEANDERNKE L, HHREIMEWATRENE
D5 eBbroTWVW5 [8]9). ZD7d, FEERIINTZ2 N4 Av—h—¥ LTOREEME
FEWE WS KUICRIEDZ D 2. LA L, HABDOEWICEWTIE, SEREVHIED NS
Zehn, HANDOMAETTES ZEHRINTVS [10]. & 2 TARIMILTIE, WRFE%
HAwa T, MABERZH#ET 231, EANLZICX 2B 2TV, T —&2AD
IR R L ERIRR T 5.
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AETIE, AEBRICBI2REFRICOVWTIARNS.

RIFZETIE, BMFEEEHAV 1sfMRL 7= 20 5 O NBHOHEEZIRET 2. 1s-
fMRI 7 — X 2B FEEICH W2 12H 720, MERE LT, 7—XD¥ £ XOMENREIT S
5. rs-fMRI 7 — X IFHEREN MRI Z W THIRE IR TV 220, 3 KIoiEiff x KRl
DARTLT =R %D, ZO®, BIED 3 RICKEGRE BHKARE % TLHIEETERVE
BERTIE, 4ALT7 X LTEAAA= 2 -T2y VY= K3 IEITARE
THb. 22T, rs-fMRI 77— X2 FHHOWTEHEE 2175 7201213, 4 RITT — X0 6 Dk
BORIRZT S BENH 5. 2 T TAWIETIE, rs-fMRI 225, HEERRS A % V7= R
#2175, BEREMAEA 21X, rsIMRI OEFHICHW SN Z HIETH D, HERHE D 4 KouhkiEig
DHHHEE ZDMDD 2R L DRI LB EEZBEL T 2D THS. ZhiF, £
KRR 22 WV SN DY, T OMBERRE S 2R Y P v e LT EICHWS 2
T, rs-fIMRI OXTeE ML, BUEDFHBERTOMMEE ZrEEc L, EABEOHTE
Z2179.

FEBEMVAS B X R 7 P LOELD 513,

e ROI-to-ROI fi#f
WERE D rs-IMRI 206, #E D ROI [F L OMHBIFHIZER L, NFMTHITH % 2 DIT
o T=ARA7Z T 2REH L TREXZ P LE T3

e Seed-to-Voxel f##T

BB D rs-fMRI 225, EHE (seed) Z &< seed ¥ 2 TDRZ L DHHEE < v
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D2EHITS. AREETIX, RO-to-ROI I K> TAEK L 2REXZ bz HwTe
DRT 4w ZEFETNIC L BHETEEITV, Seed-to-Voxel fi#TIC & % 3D Hi{§%Z HWT

3D-CNN 2 XK 2 #EE 21T S
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AETE, IBEBFEZHWHEER, BohzRT.

4.1 T—2tvhk

ARFEFIE, @ABZ Y =y 7 XD#EMEEZIT 72 131 AD rsfMRI 7— X Z W\ 5.
7=ty O, FEOSMIIONT, K41, K42 czhnziund. £z, Fic
DWW, DX R 2T eIz, HIRRFTFO B ORI RERE SR 6 h 2
EHCTH B THRUALE 0, 75 ARMZ 1 D2MHICT AR VT Ri{To7. ZOREEK

4.3 1R
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4.1 MRlDD R
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4.2 FEiDDH

4.2 gL

AEETIZ, MATLAB ECEIfES 2 IMEIR OGN Y 7 F TH S SPM 2 X—2 & L
7=, IMRI 2> SAEBERIRE S R T3 272D Y 7 FTH % CONN toolbox % FuTRIjULFH
fEMT 217 5. LUTISAT o 72T T O U 2 7R 3.

1. Functional Realignment & unwarp
fMRI 7 — I3 A F v Y ITbTe o TRIRS N 2 720, HRF ORGT OEMELR 1T X
LEBEZIITVD. 20kD, ZONHETHEZFOMEZRTS.
2. Functional Center to (0,0,0) coordinates
RIZFOZEBZLIWTED, PO TR TRESNTWS KT — KX Z2HDICHIETS 5.
3. Functional Slice-timing correction
A7 A AT IR R Z 22T TR SN 77— 206, ZoKHMERICNCMIEE

175.



4.3 WREHRITIC X 2 BRRENIAS & O BUS
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4. Functional Outlier detection
WERE DR E LB 2T X 2B BT 5.

5. Functional Direct Segmentation & Normalization
REE, JWIRCEANED D 2 i DRz MNI R LR L, 38, KEHE,
IMBERICE 7 X T —> a 21T 5.

6. Functional Smoothing
REIZ, TRETOUHEZ L TR/ A X%, HAZOHEZIRRT 272012, Y
A — 2N QW EAABLHE 2TV, Mgz el s 5.

4.3 HREHERIC L 2 HEERTRE OIS

ARFEEITENT, 15-IMRI 2> S BEWEE 217 5 72912, KRG Z 2 DDA TEK
5.



4.4 RS

4.3.1 RRC 7%

BERE D rs-fMRI 7 — X5, 164 @ ROL I LT, ZH£4 ROI-to-ROI TDf#EHT %
TV, ZRZNOERERAE G D258k L 72 RRC(ROI-to-ROI Connectivity) 1751 % XX

DEIWENRTS. ZOK, ZOTHDOH A XX, 164 x 164 £ 72 5.

.o fRi(t)Rj(t)dt
"D = (TR [ R0 D
Z(i,7) = tanh ™! (r(4, 7)) (4.2)

ZIZTO R;(t)1F, i ®HD ROIORRIMETH D, r ZZhzHWET Y YHEDIT
WTHb., 2L T ZIE, r DREREICT 4v > v —ZH (tanh™ ! (2)) ZEH L7z, % ROI
DOHlAEDLE DM D RRC 1THITH 5.

4.3.2 SBCVIwv7~
WERE D rs-fMRI 7 — X225, Seed-to-Voxel TOEM 21T\, ZHZHOHEEERIHE & D

E% 508k L7z 3D Hif§ (Seed-Based Connectivity maps:SBC < v 7) 2483 5.

B [ S(x,t)R(t)dt
(@) = (782w, hatR2(1)d) 2
Z(z) = tanh™* (r(x)) (4.4)

(4.3)

ZZTD R(t)1E, Seed ¥ LTW3 ROI DRFRVIMETH D, r(z) IZFEFRE 2 1B % seed
YOETY UHBETHE. FLTZIE, r DREHEICTT 4y > v —24H (tanh ™' (2)) 2 A

L7z, Seed ¥ 2R ENLDED SBC vy FThHb. SBC~y 7Of%, K 441717,

4.4 $Edh

EHENTIC X o TR SN2 RRCATHID 6, v X7 4y ZEIITHW SRR I X7 ML
ZEMRTS. 45D K51, MEMTHIL 72 o TWwWad RRCATHID T =A174% 1 FIiCV ¥



4.4 RS

4.4 SBC ~v 70l (#5:%# 1, Frontal Pole(R) % seed & LT\ 3)
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4.5 HEWMEY

A RT3 TREANS MWVCEET 5. 2O, ZORZ MUK 164 x 164/2 — 164/2 =

13366 Kot 725. ZDOXZ bk, RRCRZ b5 5.

ROI'1 ROI 2 ROI'3 ROI 4

00 a b d

‘ROI4 ROI3 | ROI2 | ROI1

4.5 FHENZ VDA

4.5 BWEE

ZETHERUIR T — 20 oA E £ 7 Ve FHOTEY, FBEFEZ1T 5 s
ETMZE, PR T4y ZHkRE 3RTLEARAA=2—F Vv P T —7 (3D-CNN) = H
W3, ERFomhe LT, £3uIR7 4y ZHlREHWT RRC X7 M Ld & A6 R RHll 2
Tokttiz, vY A7 4y ZERORENIFHREL S, Db o% ROI ZRET 5. 2D
ROI % Seed ¥ L7z SBC < v 7% 5 3D-CNN % W CHEERHi 217 5.
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4.6 FEIEFHT (0925 4 2 6l

4.5.1 OPRAFovoEE

0P 27 4 7 El#EEF AR, Python3.6 D54 75V scikit-learn 12 & > TEET 5.
AREBRTIE, EANLTEY LT L1 EAKE, L2 EAWL, EREAZ Lo 3 EED € F LD
27w, EAHED H 2 ETMLICOWTIE, EALEHOEADWHTH S CIlZOoOWTZEIRE
NART — 2 AT OB k DEIEEEBEHEIC & o TRT X=X HERETV, DR

FToRGRXA—REZFDETILDNNT A= U TIRHAT 5.

4.5.2 3D-CNN

3D-CNN &, Python3.6 ®Z 4 751V, tensorflow.keras ZFH\WTHIET 3.

4.6 FEEIME (0D R T v o ER)

B R7 4y ZEEZHANTYZ 7 20 FZETV, BEMEZITS. AREBR TR
D7Dz, BILHE L2 31 HoF -2 27X 7 =& L, %D D 100 @D 7 — & Z
T35, ki, WI#T— A TORELHE k DEISGERGEEIC X o TRIEZR ST X —
RDYEREITS. 20K, XEMGEZTRD RN o787 X =22 W THlT — X T
Britwv, 7R T =207 7 A% FHIL, BEZHEET 2. (X 4.6).

4.7 RERFREIC K 3EAICEEH D ROI DIFE

BYRT 4y 7 EIFOFEE OGO NS REIRHRER L D, HEICBEb o7 ROIZRET
5. L1 FAHEZ AW 0O 2T 19 ZEIFIC X o TRA— R - FRERGEE%Z, RRC
THDOIICHE~y ¥ 23 5. 2 LTTT Ik fEofzB&E$2 22T, ROIZY
D% D ROI 2B b o TAREIGHFRE OB REHTE 5. Z2HUuckh, vI X7 4y ZEIIC
BN o bHVWLNZ ROIOHZEHEHTX 5.

F 72, IREIRRE O MEHED B W EDE S N7 ABEERRE &4 2 @ ROI & ROI A S H
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4.6 FT—XDTENIZDONWT
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4.8 ¥BESHE (3D-CNN)

FIE 4.7 12 Ko THESHN ROI Z Seed & LT, SBC v 725 3D-CNN zHW\W 27 Z
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4.9 fEHENT & D LR

4.9 REHEERE DLEE

FlE 4.7 12k > THE LN ROI OFER ., BIFETFEE LT CONN % HuW= £ &
%7V — TR OFERZ B L, BEFEOHHEICOWTOME 21T,
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AETIE, AEBRICBITSHRETRT.

5.1

A X7 oy V0lRICK BHEE

BY 27 4y ZEED 3 DDETFT ML MR, FlmDpERBEEZX 5.1, £5212Fh

FAURT. MR, FEREY B SONEICBWTY, L1 FANLE AW E S ARG HENE

WHER & 725 7=,

#5.1 aIRT 4y ZEGEEHWEHEROHEEREE

L1 EANE L2 EHE  ERMER L
P HEE R EE 74.2% 71.0% 61.3%
KT X—% (C) 102 10 -

#£52 BIRT 4y Z[ElGEERWEROHEERSE

L1 EHNE L2 EHE  EHfEZ L
ERHEERS 61.3% 54.8% 51.6%
NI RX=2% (C) 10° 0.1 -
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5.2 IEANEIC & 2 fRIENREREL D HITER

5.2 1ERHEIC & B REFHRADEIR

RY 2T 4y ZEEO L1 EANLTORER G SN2 b 02K 5.1, X5.2

ZrhZziund. MHlTEB L2 98%, FiTlds X2 3% DmEFFRZHIHIL Tns.
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5.3 (RMENFFHRENC & 2HICBID 5 ROI ORFE
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5.2 T L1 BRI X 2 R GRE

5.3 REGREIC K ZEEUICEEH D ROI OFFE

e, RYBVWHENGEONL0 Y X T 4y ZEIGEO L1 EAEZ W€ 7L OfREGE
FEOMIMEDFMZ 227 & L, #illicHW 507z ROI O AL 10 7%, M, Fizih
ZFh£ 5.3, K54I1TR7.

5.4 REFFRZICEDEHEANICAVLWSNT- ROI DEAEDH
HDYE

L1 IEAEIC & 2 REIF R OMEEEZ SRR L, HEEICHW 57z ROLIZOWTORER %
# 5.5, £ 5.6 1M, FhicOVWTZENEIURT.
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5.4 (RERFRENC XD & D EBNCHW 57 ROI OfA&HE DRE

# 5.3 MHloHEEICH WSz ROI

ROI D% Hii Aay
1 | atlas.pMTG r (Middle Temporal Gyrus, posterior division Right) 9.26
2 | atlas.Caudate r 6.66
3 | atlas.FOrb r (Frontal Orbital Cortex Right) 6.39

4 | atlas.toMTG 1| (Middle Temporal Gyrus, temporooccipital part Left)  5.67

5 | atlas.Thalamus r 4.48
6 | atlas.pSTG 1 (Superior Temporal Gyrus, posterior division Left) 4.39
7 | networks.Salience. RPFC (R) (32,46,27) 4.25
8 | networks.Cerebellar.Posterior (0,-79,-32) 4.14

9 | atlas.tolTG r (Inferior Temporal Gyrus, temporooccipital part Right) 3.65

10 | atlas.PO I (Parietal Operculum Cortex Left) 3.65

#£ 5.4 FEhoEICH WSz ROI

IERZ | ROI D% a7y
1 | atlas.Verl0 (Vermis 10) 12.4
2 atlas.Brain-Stem 11.1

3 atlas.sLOC r (Lateral Occipital Cortex, superior division Right) 9.85

4 | networks.DefaultMode.LLP (R) (47,-67,29) 9.67
5 atlas. Amygdala | 9.3

6 | atlas.AC (Cingulate Gyrus, anterior division) 9.26
7 atlas.Cereb3 r (Cerebelum 3 Right) 9.17
8 | atlas.FP 1 (Frontal Pole Left) 9.17

9 atlas.aPaHC r (Parahippocampal Gyrus, anterior division Right) 9.13

10 | atlas.pPaHC r (Parahippocampal Gyrus, posterior division Right) 8.9
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5.4 (RERFRENC XD & D EBNCHW 57 ROI OfA&HE DRE

£ 5.5 Mhlo#ECHW Sz ROI DfiAEHE

JIERz | 1 25D ROI 2 2% ® ROI Zay
1 atlas.FOrb r atlas.pSTG 1 -2.8
2 atlas.PO 1 atlas.pMTG r -2.37
3 atlas.OP r atlas.pMTG r 2.37
4 networks.Salience. ACC atlas.Thalamus 1 2.12
5 networks.Cerebellar.Posterior atlas.Ver10 -1.83
6 atlas.Cereb9 r atlas.pTFusC 1 -1.8
7 | networks.SensoriMotor.Lateral (R) atlas.tolTG r -1.7
8 atlas.Caudate r atlas.alTG r 1.64
9 atlas.Caudate r atlas.SFG r 1.61
10 | networks.FrontoParietal LPFC (L) networks.Salience. RPFC (R) 1.56

# 5.6 FEEOHEICHWSN ROI OfiAEDHYE

JIER: | 1 2% D ROIT 2 2H D ROI 2a7
1 atlas.Ver10 atlas.Caudate r  -2.91
2 atlas.pPaHC r atlas.FP 1 2.58
3 atlas.Brain-Stem atlas.OP r 2.3
4 atlas.FO r atlas.OFusG r -2.29
5 atlas.Cereb6 r atlas.Pallidum 1  2.14
6 atlas.Cereb3 r atlas.toMTG 1 1.92
7 atlas.aPaHC r atlas.sLOC r 1.85
8 atlas.Cereb6 1 atlas.MedFC -1.84
9 atlas.Cereb7 r atlas.iLOC 1 -1.84
10 | networks.SensoriMotor.Lateral (L) atlas.Brain-Stem -1.7




5.5 3D-CNN 2 &k 2 H#EE

5.5 3D-CNN |Ic&BHTE
Y27 4w ZEEDOREFREIC L > THE SN2 ROL % seed ¥ L7z SBC vv 7% H
WT 3D-CNN IZ X o THEEHIBLAMRE, 5.7, X58ITZENEFIURT.

5.7 MR OHEEICBD 2 (RN REOMEHED#AI E W ROI & CNN OfFE
pMTG(R) Caudate(R) FOrb(R)

K (CNN)  48.4% 77.4% 71.0%

# 5.8 FinOHEEICED 2 fREEFADHIHED A E W ROT ¢ CNN O
Vermis 10 Brain-Stem sLOC(R)

FEEE (CNN) 54.8% 54.8% 64.5%

ZZTseed &L7262D ROIICOWTLLTITRT.

e pMTG(Middle temporal gyrus): HH{HIEE[A]
YA B D % AL
e Caudate: FIR#
FERPLBICBWTEHELRZE ZHS, BELREDOBICIIEMICRET 5.
e FOrb(Frontal orbital cortex): FijSHAR &%
THE) - O 2 -V XA T 1y ZRERRECED-oTWS.
e Vermis 10: /MgHERH X /hE
RETHIRRERES), RiERS & L TOZREREOfIEcED 5.
e Brain-stem: fix##
IR0 72 & D AR fin e 1 B b 2 Rl EGES) % 7] 2 SR AL
e sLOC(lateral occipital cortex, superior division): AMAFZEEHEED &R

BRE O —8F, FRERIC X 2 Z=BBReE, EB MDD 5.
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5.6 MAHIENTIC X 2 KR

5.6 FRETEEITIC K BHER

CONN %z H\Wi=iattnic X - ¢, Hhl, FEizhzh 2 %1772, 2Dk

RezhzhX 5.3, K547,

5.3 Bz 2 BEELE DR R
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5.6 MAHIENTIC X 2 KR

5.4 75 A, 75 L0 2 BEE LB ORGR

— 22 —



E6E

Z5

ZOETIE, AFEBRICE > THLNLMERICOVWTEREL, BEFEROFAMEICOWTA

ND.

6.1 OPXTFavVEIRICHITRIHERBEICDOWLT

0y X7 4y 72 HCTENEEO T ZIT o 768K, Ml FEiomsEfIcBnT
RO EWIHEERBENSE ONT-0F, MWilzr 74.2%, Fhi%z 61.3%DFEETHETE /2, Ll
FHLZAT O ET A TH o7z, THE, REFIERICBWTAN SN LR/ S s 13366
KL REVSDTH o7 e h b, 8 HEICEIARELRFALKD L VATRENEDE 2 5
na. ziucxf LT L1 IERHbE W3 2 2T, HRITEB L2 98%, FTids &2 8%
DRTLEHIETETED, UK > THEEICERARHRAZEIZ I 2R T Z & TEWVHEED
BohllblreEzohs.

6.2 3D-CNN ZHWIEHEREICOWT

B RT 4y ZEFZ K o TR S W REIRRBIC X > THRON, R 2 RE R
RO ED 723 2D ROI % seed & L7z SBC v v FZHWTZ 2 3D-CNN
X BE, WERIToRE 23, HWANCBWTIE 77.4%, FERICBWVTIE 64.5%DHEER
EE{E2ZeNTEL. ZRERVTIICBVWT Y AT 4y ZHEEE ORI D SV
BRroTED, B2 7 4y 7EIFEH W ROI OFEIRIC X 2 X 5723 #EMEDM L
DEIAENBHER E 7o 7z,
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6.3 TIRT 4y ZEIFIC X B HER CHEHEITIC X 2 FERITONWT

¥72, 3D-CNN ZHWAEROHT, RIMBEDED -7z SBC v v 7D seed 1%, 5l -
FREEHIIBVTH ZOBANEE L OEDH 2 L SN TV LM THZ e h 6, HA
BB DD 2 e INBEMICBWTIE, HiiRKOMEREEZ TR, MBI
BEEREIRS B 2~ v Yo 7 U2ERIC NI D 2 BRI X TV 2 ATREMES /R LT
WBEEZTWS. iz, ZOMD seed TIEHEEREENF v > AL ~)L%E TE->TW=Z
b, RERETTOFTIETIE, REROD->TWRWE S %, RFTINZEHIC X & 7 iEEE
WiEEZ Y A7 4y ZEREEHVS Z e TEHTE TV AAREENE Z 5N 5.

6.3 OCXATaov70RICKDEREHRARITICKBBERICD
WnT

027 4y 7 AR X BRERGEIC X > TRD 5Nz, HEEICHW Sz ROI O
AGby e, MEHiTc Xk 2 2 BB X o TRkd oz, MEE L L THEIC
faanionsd ROIOMAGOEZHKST 2. HIllcBWTIE, b ot bimERFER DM
SHEADIE D o 72 FOrb(R) xpSTG(L) OfAEOETE, 225, 5 5 ORRICS RO
AEDENRALNE Zeh s, HHOHEIBNT, eY 274y ZHEgERAVWE ZDH
BMWEARENTz. —T1, FlOHEEZITo AR TR, (RERHREDMHEHED EAL 10 #HoD
ROI OfiAaE bR, Mt X 28R T, FAROHAGDERA LRV, ZhiT,
FEOHERENE TRV 25, FIICBWTIIEHRRFEEZERTETHwine]
RMENEZONS. LrL, BT —ZOEMFEFOFEIC LD HEEREN M LRI,
ROI OFERMN Z D F FTH 255, BIFOTIRIC X 2MEENAEE TR WHT LWk D3
RTETWBAREMENE Z 5N 5.
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+z=A
i’ afl

AWFFE T, L IMRI(rs-fMRI) Z W TEANEEZHEE T 2 FIERCDOWTORER
To7.

rs-fMRI 7 — 2 2 5 BAEEIC K DENEHEZHEE T 5 72012, HRENVAS S & W 7R
T =X DA ZITo72. ROL-to-ROI fEHTIZ X 2FA~R 7 b2 HWzv Y A7 4 v 7 [l
WX BMENEEOHETIX, L1 IEALZ1T S ET AR RS R, #HERKED, M5
Tld 74.2%, FETIX61.3% VWO FERMIFONT. ZOZeh s, rs-fMRI 7—&ZHw
ZRY AT 4y ZEC K S MENBEDOHEE DEREI RSN,

X, BYRT 4y 7S & o THE S ARG R ED: HH#E I W 5 e ROT 2%
EL, Z1%k seed & L7z SBC(Seed-based Connectivity) ¥ v 7% 7z 3D-CNN 12 & %
TANEHEOHEEIZEWTIE, MHITIX 77.4%, FEvTlE 64.5%DHEERBEIF LN, ZD
o, MOMRBENREEICBWTY, KEERENRR SN, 3D-CNN OfF Nttt
FEWRXBWTHMTH S Z LRI,

0y R7 4y 7 AGEOREIFHREIC X 2HEEICH WSz ROL &, 2 BRI ELESEE T IC
BUIaMRzZHKRT 2 2T, WilloHEICB 2, v A7 4y ZHEGOFRAMEEZRL
e HIZ, FROHEEICIHEIT S, Wt & T L R W ARIOBERERIRE G D3RI X
niz:.

FERANDEL L LT, AZEICEWT, FEHET 5720127 7R LTHERIZK 27
B zfTo12B%, 77— X OBOMED SREDETHEIT 2 2k, ZhLBHEERHE
DA ORI FIC IR o F-RREMEDREZ Z 5D, 2D eh s, EMONHR—HTH 25— &
ty FEHWS T, KDIERRHEEREORILZITS ZLBTELEZILND.
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A B

AR L E LT, SALTREREEIRAR SHE 23030 X b 0@z H L R
9. SHAEAOMEETRIIUL, o L MFICHET L I LIFHRR» o7 8 BV T,
BLL ZIHEEWEZEARYBIHI NS T VE L.

s R EBUCIE, BEHEHERHAOHEKTD 72D K EoRhWEEDOMKICD B EHL
HEZ, #CHDDe S TXVE L. WEHREDOBPIFTEIZED KOWIHARTEE L .

T/, AMOEIE R BZITEE T LS TRAAEERARE SHMEER, € i E
BB HIF, WIS T 27 P4 Z2ZMNRAR2HTHE, ZOB2FTI D BWiK
Tl otz BWET, ELIEHWEZLET.

R EER T - X R iRMEHE F L, ®ARZ 2V =y 7 - SHILRK SR BT
B LIEH N L E T

4EFELVIEVE, L HICHEEFEIEZRI L TELAREDORIAD T 412 b ZH L
LFET. MO THEKR LT 24 Do BVETH, bIRETLIOTRINTT.
—ICHRNEEZHER>TWEEL & 5.

F7z, MAEORETICH, MEDOIR—- I RPHADAEFEDBFLRVWEWLLEELTD
DBLSTXVELL. ZOBPIFTERUWVAEARELRD Z e TEE L. #E LA
fili & U TR o THIZRICITA TS 7230,

BRI D F3H, 5FT 24 FMOEDOETEE L X TV WmEIC b % B %
IR TV EET.
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