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Abstract: The accumulating evidence shows that the traditional modular paradigm used in the cognitive
neuroscience has serious limitations in understanding the brain. However, brain network may overcome the
limitation. Brain networks can be understood from following respects: 1) the necessity of brain network
studies; 2) introduction to brain networks, including how to construct structural and functional brain networks,
properties and relations; 3) clinical brain network studies; 4) the new direction for future brain network stud-
ies, including modeling and dynamical changes of brain networks; 5) the limitations of brain network studies
and challenges.
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I AEL SIS RS COEEZER. ZURENL
9, T BRI BRI AL, FRATAAL L
F 2E SR i A5 S AR PR BT, B R S P A X A
BT[] anfAT AH ELA FH ff1(Sporns, 2010), IX L E &
“ g SBAE” LERIALHIBE T T IR o 2R
FWETE RTS8 RGP ORI L T B, Bk
A B A F R U E AL, B X 28 )2 m) LS. H
FREFEEE . WATH ESHEYIMEE., G A CE
PSRN IZ AT HL B 7T

2. FMEIRRHI L EN

I 20 sk, MRERLERE T RN S S F L
2 B M X7 57 1) A FE o K e D s s AT 7. H
i CL 22 A R B 22 19 SC 5 s AN ) 45 £y FEE 0K
oG P 45 RN TH 8 B e AT T TR 96 REEATIE 9. BRF AN
— AN LB LAY [ 451 o AT DL B I P AR AR R
M. WS TE R A KM AR S s T
(Gabrieli et al., 1995), {H & ifF 5 (45475 1% A 52 2

25 M2 ST 45 19 5¢ Bl (Rosenbaum, Winocur, Grady,

Ziegler, & Moscovitch, 2007). &7 7 LA B S 1R
MERRREIX —OF J&, T DI 199 265 () # FE R AR 25 20 fe e
—AMERAE, IR A IR R GHESS BT b 4
AR R Mg DX A2, 9 8% 4 -, 30 A S B 7 ) 403 45 A
220] W 2% T REIE B SRR . S, TR £ A 7R
T RE B8 BIF 5T AT B 1) K i 4H % B T 2 T S n e A B A
R, BEm R & 4 1 ah A (Sporns, 2010).
Sporns (2010)7£ (Networks of the Brain) — 3
REB T W2 53 AT AT B AR U (R R AL e 1) /= 1) X
I 235 e D) 245 (1) E B8 53 W AT DAL SR 7= Kl 445 4 1) 2
DU EE; 2) W LUFE i 4 2 8 5% T i 7 S A 2H R ot
G ZN s 3) IR I8 IE A LA SA [ i 8 T 2[R A5 J5
A2, 0] LU SR 7 R 14 43 A 2 28 Jn 1
4) P20 £ 2 RT3 2% 1Y) PN R 9 28 25 4 T DU SR A 9T K
i B R Zh A TE N 5) AR A SE S S
N PR AR R I B85 3R] DA SR A AT i X 4% 1 B 7S
5 (Perturbation) %5 ; 6) 7E AN 48 15 5t T HFFT A &5
Ry 51493 AT DA AAERE a1 1) ) e 45147 5 SR DA S AT RE
PR FIAREE SN 7) AN ] DR i DX 26 1) 22 e ) DL FH >k
WEFEARIE AT N SN2 535 8) BEE MK R ITK
JEE FR i ) 2 W] LA SR AR MMA DA RN RE D IO K g 9) K
i = By AR - BRI A8 B i 0 2% 1R T BRCS OR FE A IR
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2T (RIS o
M A% G 150 AR AF T D J) IR AT 0 2% 7535 P e
TTFFC 0 1) AT LA Hh i 0 28 A7 T ) ] 52

3. FEMILEIT 4R

R ) 448 4y A 75 3 R R TR — A
—&i&(Grahph). 1936 4, # &A= AFKEPIAE R e
SCHT TR JE R -EM i) (R TS AN ETJE M R ek
— AU, e 7 R, (R R BRI R A — I
5 BB AR L ), br s B HIEEAE (Chartrand &
Zhang, 2005). i LA A FE G 52 . 1 B H A (node)
TR 5 ) (edge) TR KT T, J8 FH e ket
FILLEFY) 2 MR R, SAERFY, MLRRR R
PN F AR R, o, K4 AT LG
FRARR AN To B i X S il S AR A o Ea fix
[X &5 2 R IBE 2 (1930 T ) R 4 i Pl (Brrain+- Graph) o AR %
Ao B R T R AN, AT AR AN [ J2 U i )
%, HTIAERNRER, METAKFRERS T
17151 % R ¥ (Lichtman & Denk, 2011), FrLAH Aik
i, FER KR (large-scale) i s kA 25 51 5T, BRI 1]
R R AR R LU B 54 LG AN 5] (R i X (AN TR 7
K73 IX ARt 22 7= A AN A (R ) o 4R 5 AR A 32 (fii
X Z H IR R, X B3R T ML
TREM 2% o I THT 32 T2 MK RURE (1 A 58X 2 79 v ) 2% £
a1 A4

3.1. GEtamLk

Jei 4 KB SC, G 5 A I 8% 41 DR PRI DR 45 ) ()
T2 TB) B 45 R 1 e (1) I LRI I 2%« RS 31
S8 SUHRHE A 8] (1) S 56 45 R 5 2 () RUBE T A [+

eI Z T, BRI TG, A T 1A 5% fih
AT LB (RN, Bl R e |
AR I 2% . B IR EE R I 2% L T 300 M4 i
s, K 7600 5 fiki%E 2 (Bassett et al., 2010). 1
W, AN Z i 1 — NS SRR JEE o B A
2 e E AT K& R (Helmstaedter et al., 2013), {HEIX
P& R 0.1 mm M/NETN, HIES T KZ 950
MR TORIRY) 50 JIsh&idEsz. AWh&f EE
EAMZTC. AR, H 202 T 1R 45 K 0 25 2 7E
NI FE AT AN, 7 ZR RN ZE 75 fUE
o
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H AT 32 22 AR 4 A [F 6 X B AN B T R AR
KX AT LK (Bressler & Menon, 2010): 1) 41
M s R AR s 2) SRR IRl R 3) Ay AR
HARX AL 4) S AR DX 3L 1 . &
f) 5 1= A4 (Bressler & Menon, 2010): 1) K 21
Brodmann 73 [X (Young, 1993); 2) Montreal Neurological
Institue (MNI)=¥ (5] 43 [X (Tzourio-Mazoyer et al., 2002);
3) HRHEM R E AT BT A Xy 4) HRAE LIS )T
AR AR . AR FRB R bR
T A [R] PR ok 225 46 1) 245 3% 42 (Zalesky et al., 2010).

R RUJE I 235 e T 8% PR 3 42 (1) /e FR K PR B ) i 2
OB LF4E . £ 2 =P EOR T BOk Jgk 47 Wl &
(Bressler & Menon, 2010): 1) i H B %, HT
TEENRES], SBOXEAN G BGGHE. —
R T sh ez edg, AT AL . 2) 7B
K& R (DTI) o TZEA 5 A B o4 3 P A iRy
HAT0F 70 R &5 M e EER AR F B (H2 A
WA ARG MR S T BEE AT K74 B
%% 1) 71 (anisotropy) JFUEE, 4N A 2K (voxel) FF
KATRey BT M. Mg —MERAE T EAAE
JG, HAMRHERATRE X, RAE. X, FnbiE
SRR R ZE OB, RS RA 5k
%7 (Behrens & Sporns, 2012). 3) AR fiKi [X 2 7] 45 44
FRRAE(EG 40 Bz J2 J5- FE AAAR ) 1) 3 A2 178 (covariation) SR 2
745K % HE(He, Chen, & Evans, 2007). H1T &K 45
FAIRRAIE 22 1) 14 B A e SR A 2 o X 2 T 0 285 v e e M
WM AR AT BEAS 2 LR F PR 2 IR 2%

3.2. FXINRERILE

i T e 32 22 2 ) FH 4 298 3l 1) e v AH 56 1 ok A
AN [A) o X3 42 (1) — P 75 (Friston,  Frith, Liddle,
& Frackowiak, 1993). HHE M AIHI, IHAEZERAER
FEMG X 2 A AFAE E e 2 m %, IX B R TR E B
BT — /MRS o 7V — AR A 45 K X 2 1F 7 Xl
R DX, THERCRN X AR A5 1 PR (b i fMIRI I 4 A8
WAE S)E NI REM S T 55, e T EIRX 2
5 5 A RV N () A E S B e bR . R4
R, ANFER X ()R 52 5 8O R T Rg
W £% 43 #1445 S (Wang, Zuo, & He, 2010). Y34k, /i P H
id3%, Wis EEG, iR MEG &8 A#R AT LU T3
REER T (PMR VG, AR K, &EEEAR, 2010).
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RS T e W 45 72 f il P BUALAT B 16 T i ) 4%
IriT. FREARIRAERA NIRRT, ARE
RENGEAEA . SLIOI SORPAAR, AEZIE LA
AN, FER O TR ESN L. R
REMI 2S5 R I, TEARERS, KRINFEANE, 24
DR X ek [ e 3 7 v FE AR O 1K R i 3 (Biswal,
Zerrin Yetkin, Haughton, & Hyde, 1995; Buckner &
Vincent, 2007; Lowe, Dzemidzic, Lurito, Mathews, &
Phillips, 2000). 73 #7524 M2 11 7120 LLKRELr
P25 B AL #t (model-dependent) 5 72 A1 1 i 455 7Y
(model-free) 75 (van den Heuvel & Pol, 2010). #&74k
T 0 IS ARYE RS B SE g e 1 A1 AL R
S TH SRR RURD A G (X 3% 42 98 & (Cordes et al.,
2000). [ HIAR AL TV AT SX AR BRI, AT PSRN
X 18] — MR AR 50 W A 2 £ o e i
(PCA) (Friston, 1998), B 7 g4 43#T77i%(ICA) (De
Luca, Beckmann, De Stefano, Matthews, & Smith,
2006), F5r#r(Van Den Heuvel, Mandl, & Pol, 2008)
o ARG HITESARER A, HRAF I IE R 25 R
Z BRI TR — 0, RN TR AN Tl e
RN TH, CAKRI, FEAMYEEH L%
HANFEFITIRER T M. BRTR1E, &4
RILT RZ) 8 FiAIE ZhAE IS AL 1+ % 2% (Beckmann,
DelLuca, Devlin, & Smith, 2005; Van Den Heuvel et al.,
2008), LA IZ BN, V1A M2, BRIA
W 2% 55 o (HIE, S AS T 7T o A7 AE AN AT [ ) 1) e,
Fean BB R, S5 AMAZE R, BURE RN, ST
55 R AT RE 2 W 43 Bt 45 2R (Kelly, Biswal, Craddock,
Castellanos, & Milham, 2012).

3.3. PILEAIME R

W28 53 BT RTRIE 8 Hh i 0 B P2 B DL R T LA«
/IS (small-world), 47 i (hubs), ##% (modularity)
%,

AT 2% [EI B B A G F AN R AR — MR AR
EERHEATL N 4 B R R B ¥ Z £5(clustering coefficient), £
THE 2R 0mT DA a7 P B A R IO 285 v 4 05 PR BT A 40 2 TR
A EERI L], e nT DU BSR4 AL 4 5K
By AN B AN AL 25 AH AL 26 4% K B (path
length), 471 B AT DL SRl AT 265 rh — A Bk
i RTEZ TSR, AT DU BN R 2%
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A JE AL ) B R 4R (Bullmore & Bassett, 2011). 1R
ZHEFURIL, KM Tl e 5 45 0 0 25 # 2 AT /v AL
28551 (Achard, Salvador, Whitcher, Suckling, & Bull-
more, 2006; He et al., 2007). 40, W58 & B2 (AT
()P 22 70 B (X 2 [) 7 L 65 1 e 3 MR 2 2 v T
(1) 45078 ) A 22 70 BN X 2 [ A7 76 465 /) T 2 )
(Averbeck & Seo, 2008; Hellwig, 2000). H1F-#ze 1) 4l
R T 2 H 2 YIS R #E, X BHTIRINES
BRI 2 B R BT P4, AN R BT )
JRIER L, T HA AR AN AR A5 7 8] b Bz e on L
B MAREA UG Bk i . X PR G S R
HFE /N FE D0 288 R v R DAA 3] s B

AR AR AR EE N A, IR % AL
X HEAN I 285 (R 2546 5 Th R AR AR P E K2 o £E ) 2%
H— R IAA KRR 5% s AR . Z5H6 i )
LRI, BRI UL, AU EIRL. G S A DX A2 B A
[X(Gong et al., 2009). JjHE 1w X5 7RI, 2 8t
BEG 2 A AT S (Achard et al., 2008). 5T s ik
0095 N BRI FEAESE 1 O BT 5 (1) B 224 (He, Chen,
& Evans, 2008). 7 xR 1) W9 £ 4540 73 At w] AR R
HH ST A5 11 EE 22T RE (Honey & Sporns, 2008).

FEIE 8 SUN WA EE T A/ I 1 750
MR — MRS “ VLR EE, KU,

B 1 BT HPE T, AT H AR o ) 26
FOPEJST, B dn = IR 45 #4) (Hierarchy) , £ 73 i (degree
distribution), F.Ca B (centrality)%:(Newman, 2010). 75
BERNZ, XL W2 5T [A] AN 58 2SN .
i, NSRS SRR ARG, ST R S
SRR

3.4. SIS IRTREMERIX R

oG 235 40 0 245 5 i T fi 9 2% 22 T ) 95 2R A2 i ) 4%
W 5% T I /1) 25k Bk &k (Honey, Thivierge, & Sporns,
2010) o N FEEEFZ L 2 (1) HE AR B At 2 X F 485 ) e 2
S HRfR KN B A M 54T NI Bl

TN, R e P 5 B T LA 4 YN 1 i
TEBN A T REIERE TR AL, F2 1 BAH OG0T IR D R e 4
ANBE F T 400 AT RE A7 1E 1 45 #4) 7% 32 (Koch, Norris, &
Hund-Georgiadis, 2002), iXfhIEXTFR K 2 B R} 2544
FE AT B 4 BT (Behrens & Sporns, 2012). fEfE
AN, UHBETX Z WS ERERN, B 5%
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8] 45 1) 45 240 3% % (effective  connectivity) 15 %1 75 5] 2
i3 (Stephan, Tittgemeyer, Kndsche, Moran, & Friston,
2009). WABTTINA, FEAKIBIAMZ(DMN)H—
W S K [X 2 (8] () Dl BE 1 SN T 3K i [X 2 [B] £
T f 45 ¥4 3% (Greicius, Supekar, Menon, & Dougherty,
2009).

TEWOWZ T, S5 MR S DR 2 8] 1) 50 R R I
T N8 R, A S AR AR
FHH, A IR DX 35 P o 2 0 4 B A ) A A T AR AL IR
Z WK 402 2 8] (Malach, Amir, Harel, & Grinvald,
1993). I H, BIMERAE A AESHITEN T, BA AL
VRHIRFPE (R IR R3S, SRR 3545 A 2 o AR L
T A &5 2 I — BUPE (Kenet, Bibitchkov, Tsodyks,
Grinvald, & Arieli, 2003).

S, MRS K X 25 55 Ty e 9 2% 22 [B) A7-7E HE BRI
ZR, AELARART HSING 10X 245 P 5 4 TR0 G Th REIE AT A5 BEIR A
HIBTT o

4. lIGPRE IR LE T

IR £ J7 1k A Bk 2 T 1l IR o 48 RORS #3505 1
FECH AT, XIHE, &Z=KHE, 2009). ML FE
KF, X ECP i B i D) B0 T 5 AN [ K X 382
V) TF 5 R 40 R B 57 47 5% (Bullmore: & Sporns,
2009).

2 RORE A — PR AT PR R R ) e A IR AT MR R
W, RIINFIFICIZ D Re A WAk, FEREREA & Fh
PR REPPRERFAT HBEAT . R EAS IMRI BRI,
LRI B S R R BN IR A AR L, 2%
) % A £2 B R 30 B 35 P4 I (Supekar, Menon, Rubin,
Musen, & Greicius, 2008). WAL, EXER
FEBEAT NI, SR RRE £ BR A D 286 F U K
/NFE B %5 55 (Rombouts, Barkhof, Goekoop, Stam, &
Scheltens, 2005),

M P73 B0 R — PO B AR P, T8 TERE
FARAE, BYE 5K TR ORI, K
PO ZORE BB BN T RE N 2% e, SRR [R5
WLRG -2 18] T G822 1Y B (Whitfield-Gabrieli et al.,
2009). 1EH NBFARZR I H /Nt 50 28 R 1 (R &
O FEAT KR E 3% 5 ERAE T 0% (Liu et al., 2008;
Lynall et al., 2010).

IR 28 A A [ B e 12 FH T AR s PR PRI
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44, 5 8 54 (Schindler, Bialonski, Horstmann, Elger, &
Lehnertz, 2008). #IHF%E(Murias, Webb, Greenson, &
Dawson, 2007). & &[5 (Wang et al., 2009)%5 .

B, RERFHFORI, IR RS A
i R 2% 2 AR /N PR . R, ST
FNEER B AR T o KA B PR i DX 285 Bt AN
A DARH SR A B 1% ) AR, T HL AT DU kAl & 24
PEE OERIT INROR . AN E B, AT
BhBRATTER A LE 5 11 R HLEE (Bullmore & Sporns,
2009).

5. PLEIRRFTEE
5.1. {REIEE

BT KW RS AR Z e, WA € BRI E
YRR R AR LR 55 77, AR M LB AT R B AT
Fio A SEB T8, AR MEXS AN [R] IR 8] RUBE (1) Dy e
W 2% 2 1] () 5% & 3E 471 7T (Bressler & Menon, 2010).
SRR )1 R BB AL (Van Ooyen, 2003): 1) #
B B W38 (AR AS I - 2) AR BRE 7 A B BB
W, TS DA 5 3 . 3) AL B T
R IGARAC (R000 T an ey G 8 7= AR iy K P 1N L. 4) 48
RURefE 5| FSLIRAT FT . PR R 25 SR GRS 25 FRAT 1T 1)
Ja, BEM AR SRR T .

filtn, PPETES T B ORI R S5 S5
UIReZ AKX AR . Honey %5(2007)iz F # &Ik At
R R R 2 S5 R AE R, BEARR IR B R T
PO 1 5] 25 35 B X DL K 22 A I 8] RUFE 1) D)y e i 2
(Honey, Kotter, Breakspear, & Sporns, 2007). Al 14k %k
TR Y N T N, FF ELAEAR Y S 31 1) e e A
NG LR RXT L, KI T 5 B2 ARk (Honey
et al., 2009). FIHPIANE ARG 4ERFEAC IR B
BRI RS, DA ARSI N 14 fii X 1) B8 it ) T A4
R, Veértes NI AE BRI ER AN R
T2 LU= R ThREESZ BT B A AR IMEAE, /i
FL, K, RISCEETY S (Vértesetal., 2012). M2, ##
SR ) T SRR AR A 2R SR 14 1 0 LA A A ok AR
FBkofe il

5.2. BESEH
RSO RSER],  H ATHE TR 48 1 3 2 SR A

Open Access

(P SIS T W S B 7 N Top W [
PERRR R B A I P, ASBEXTAE T AE A e
RS A B AR G (R R, B Bk = 0 453X 6 A LA
FHES IR, WIS RGATNFE” (K, X
e, &IEFSE, 2009). AT LUXFERRAR, K k945
Mgk BAR B, (H 5 H B RIS B2 e EM
LRI, AR AS BARRR IR 25 251 (RE AT 4 B
{GEAE X 2% B AT B EAT IR B0) » 398110 5% B F KA 0
TR ZEATHLR . HECNIE, A /DS54
G X 28 R BN A AR A AT WP AR

06 T 36 X 245 A Lt 25 40 D) 248 B2 B TRD RIS K, T
LB A 5T — M0V e D Re I 2% o ik Ty e o) 2%
W, AR DX TR G S AR SR R R R AL,
TEIN TS5 At A i X [A)AH FLAE F 322 4k . A HE
PR, SV RRE Bl SNSRI RZ A (Bchel, Coull,
& Friston, 1999), HZEfL4% [ & 5 (Raichle, 2010).
Bassett % A (2011)4R b T —AMEHIZsE ST G, K
I T R 9 4% (1) 3 25 B A4 (Bassett et al., 2011) . MANMAEK
JEHIFEE, Fair 28 A\ (2009) & B, IhAEM 44381 b
JRi 5 R 45 4 FE DN L R 43 A 2R 25 4 (Fair et al,
2009) . i, K EILIN G5 AL I 2 £ B AR (8.5~11.3
VAT — A AR, RIS F X 21 Ja R
FBET I AR D, T AR RGN 38 I O
F o ECE B, At (Khundrakpam et al.,
2013). LI THTE =M LG EE 2% T ik IEAE
AWHRZR H, TERSRAR AT BE 2 BN i I 45 1) 3 A8 A2 4K
HIF 9 e A5 7 7 F T PR B T B (T K#) et al.,
2009).

6. RMILERTSTRY PR 4 K2 R xof

R i ) 28 AT 7 A R B 2 (R B S N AR
H I 7 AR AR, (EL G ) 2 A 5 v X
ARG HIEERIRIRYE . BR 7 AT 48 205 AR R
(Fh 28 J0 K ~F 11 &5 H) B 2 D &0 A7 AE 1 2 I )
(Lichtman & Denk, 2011) A% T HLFR il (9 2% f B i
WE R R G e A o0 S HoAH BAE K 2 ik 2 #
M. ) (K etal., 2009), AR EKE
PR IE BT ARSI A S e A 2 BLE 4
T 99 2% 1 5h 2545 14 (Brezina, 2010; Denk, Briggman,
& Helmstaedter, 2012). FTLA, X R GH LI R 7T 75 2
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Z R SLRIBOR

4k, Baronchelli 25 (2013) 51T 78 X} X 48 7 M £E
WRIRL A B 2R S = 3R 31 T = A 4
SRR R PIERER . ZGHT. DA KBl A
= Jj T i $k & (Baronchelli, Ferrer-i-Cancho, Pastor-
Satorras, Chater, & Christiansen, 2013). ix Ltk [F##
EH T T B —, 2% g i) R AR e
T PR AN X S B2 5 B ARG, AR fE i
SRAFAERE AR B b, TERGER I 2555 1) A2 Th e
ki, HidERZ . e, B il m e R
1, AEARBAE, AFEARFE—IhagEs: DL F— K
o (I AS () D R4z 2 (A1 Rt B R AN — R T2 1)
S8 ZE SN TN AN T R AR EE . B, 18
Fi P 288 3 BT 7 THT s AR 22 B 45 75 B A — AN B AL 2 5
FITHIF 78 () WA 28 BEAT A FE XS B o 7E A4 R BB AL 19X 5% 90 465 1)
R, AT DA FE e W 2R AT 20O, LA
TE L FE A A AR (RN 2 BN AF AR, X SEET RE XS 4
BRI . B =, AN R S AR T
P T AN T3] P ¥ A R T ] A= A LA A [ ) 24 oK 1)
PR 28 S5 40, Ik e RS [R) AR A R AT VR A o

Bribz 4h, A BE SRS, A
T 2% 547 D 2 18] (R85 7 I 1% H o TE) J2 R 42 o B
CGRALTF I ML VE) R AE N i )E (Carandini, 2012), iX
PO P A RATASAFAS N BB T AT 4 BRI 7 £
JEE 7 BRI T FRA 4B 7~ R (45 S5 o0 AL, o i ) 45
W98 SR 22 R BE 1) 467 R (143 S in L. i EL
MBRTKE, LGN ER S 5SmSRk Z =
FRREPERG, TOARTRIPER . AETIRII I A R R AT A 2 A
R FACSE RIS =), &M (B A &
4t)-5 IR BT ELAE F 45 o 1% P 3h 2% R B 3 ek
TR . W CHIFEERE, 1 I 5 A5 51
55 by ST AR SR A R AR 45 6 0T e R A S
I AL 1 485058 4 AR
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