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Abstract
An important goal of cognitive neuroscience is to explore the causes behind the differences in
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perception, thoughts, and problem-solving among people which can help us gain insights into the
connections between brain activity and behaviors. Task functional magnetic resonance imaging
(tfMRI) is one of the main methods to find those differences. However, task functional magnetic
resonance studies rely on external experimental tasks or stimuli, which may not explain the
source of the differences in brain activation between individuals well. Resting-state functional
magnetic resonance imaging (rsfMRI) can predict differences in neural activity better, and it does
not rely on external experimental tasks or stimuli. In this paper, we discussed the effectiveness
and feasibility of resting-state functional magnetic resonance imaging in predicting brain activa-
tion in task execution, from two aspects: functional differentiation and functional integration. The
resting-state functional magnetic resonance imaging is simple and easy to operate, does not rely
on external stimuli, does not rely on individual response, can predict the brain activation of indi-
viduals in the state of task execution well, and can explain the source of the brain activation to a
certain extent. Those advantages suggest that the resting-state functional magnetic resonance im-
aging prediction method can be widely used in the study of individual differences in brain activa-
tion.
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1. 3]

El 1990 4 Seiji Ogawa % N\ &I T I 45 /K P 4K ##i(Blood Oxygenation Level Dependent, BOLD)] il 4%
J7EVIK, K8 T BOLD 15 58 7t A ) D) Be 1 R B AR —— D Re i 4R B f& (functional magnetic resonance
imaging, MR &M 12 N TAEY) . B 2R BE2E S5 2 /N LU . MR BAR 9 BATETT KA 3
BB T I SCHE

TF5E AT 85 FH S0 AT 25 B2 AN RSO 72 MR I AR & B BAT D, X2 B ATIRATIT AR 21 5 Tk
Ak Th e ()45 B I FBL(Fox & Raichle, 2007), XA 78 )5 5 RIAE 55 25 D RE i SL 3R 1% (task fMRI).
BT E T, FEFWMET, —Fo F A B T (event-relate design), 73— Mg X 4Bt
(block design). LR FH A E T, &KX HETT, #AH I L (baseline) IR A FIEE (task-evoke) KA, 1M
SR — i X LE S [R] 7 2 () BOLD {55 B A0 AN S50 15 T H BT 80 T R0 AN L 2R A (1 B 1)
IR A, TAREE T IR R4 A X A A N I Th (] 1) AR5 SR B2 NBRAIIT 7 NSRBI (Engel et al.,
1994). \HI(Bunge et al., 2002)F11% 4% (Ochsner et al., 2002)ZEAMIR A4 7 AT BE K 5Tk (HRHIAE, 1T
25 AW TR A TG VF 2 Ik K o
1.1. {ES575ThaeR iR A IGA /FHPR 14

AR RS YA AR R T AP T2 25 . AR 1 — A E 2 H AR R X s %
SR EHRE, TR A BT RATRNFM KIS S AT N AR . XL 500 T 30411
T RRAS IR X 1 ThREA 6 TR S A R S o AR 2 1) B T [ 0 S8 5 BT 51 76 P i 7 3 800 [X ekt A
JRAHA o G {A] AR X L i 350 s BRI AR 22 S R T W 8 AT TR D0 ) 8

][l
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Figure 1. Traditional task functional magnetic resonance imaging method (Fox & Raichle, 2007)

E 1. RERIThREREIRA IR #7575 (Fox & Raichle, 2007)

T, BRI S5 5| ORI B I A 22 e s A R T K TS 2 22 7, 48 K 2 50K Il At
T AN TR R 10 22 5 HE 71 (5 74 ) A AP 42 ] PO 82 1) 2 22 57 (Jenkinson & Smith, 2001). 3847 AW FEIA
DNIX L 7 S RN AN [RIAMATESAT M R AT 5 1 R v, AT 8 BB Ao XK. BRIk, 7278 2 i st
BIF 0 AR I AN PR 22 SR 0l W S A MR, I PSR I RO ) A “ R A7 (Kanai & Rees,
2011)AHA HIBE TN, IXLEPTIR I “MRAE 7 SRIEA IR R — &R 72 A& B K I E ) (Tavor et al., 2016),
BV A 22 3 R AN 2 B AN SR AE 55 SRS IR, T A A AR R 2 P [ A7 AR 0 o T 30 o o 8 A P A A 22
FFE e SR SR RN T R ), I RAMER G EIG I, URAES SR E TR I
%o

AL, ARSI R RVEELE T AR 552 BB FTT7 R AR 408 T A0 50 0SB A5t 16 e 7 4 B fii
X ThaE. BARZH 5, WIS 538 0] R JOIE AT AR 55 B0 X AR s s vy, tean2 53 A i
JW(Smitha et al., 2019). S 5F 4T BRIRES(Kannurpatti, Rypma, & Biswal, 2012)8i# 5 5 & TLiEPAT R
AR Z= KR I AT 45 (Buckner, Krienen, & Yeo, 2013). fEXEIEN T, MFRENTFEE G RH . AKHRT 4
S TR AT 55 Al RS B b S 87 Kk Dy e DX ) B 97 7

SR, AR S A SN TR A SR A B AT B K DTk, (R 580 7T vk AT
S5 BAT I T S U 11 222 S PR R YR A A LE [ A PRI 2 A AR 1 DR AR T A 1) S
VT A Jii DX PR I A P = RTS8 7 S N NI S8 I 2% BV TRl o KRB 22 () F 0 J 300 K e I ) /A
ZEFRAE— ERRRE B AT RE KN A 1, ] DUl I 7R F S AS ISR RTI &K ) BOLD 15 5 R 47 Tl
(Tavor et al., 2016). Kk, HHTHHF FEA BRI TAL 55 S0 AR IEOE, T ROXE &5 S ST
W FE 7 AR TE A R B0 A2 SR8 T SR Ie e, MR ) B K& 30

1.2. BEASThRERSERRIG IS AR SR

Biswal %8 A\ 1995 55— IESEAMATE R SRS T, AMEIAIEE B+ 248 X 28 (145 s 2 T AN & =
KA, M & BOLD 15 S 8] ¢ 5] b 7775 7 B A 5% (Biswal, Zerrin Yetkin, Haughton, & Hyde, 1995). H Iit.,
i RS Th BERL LR R (resting state IMRD)IIRITFEHIT 1 FPRE. 5AES5 BOBE T 75 EEAMA BT FE L8155 4H
XTI, N T EAMEANTE BRI, S5 FA W SR MR/, APATERMES, R EN
H S B o b7 a2 M) RIS K B /I AT (Fox & Raichle, 2007), XFERIWE IR AER S AT .
F A AT ER T Z M TR 28U, e RS (Lai & Wu, 2015), AE#EEHMEH(Kong, Hu,
Wang, Song, & Liu, 2015), #HLSE(Anand, Li, Wang, Lowe, & Dzemidzic, 2009; Greicius et al., 2007)ZE4015,
.

EFF RSB, O B AR S5 8 Sl B 40, R R ERRENAE 4555 5 2
RS, B DA S I T 7 R T LA T 2 R 2 RE R A FE (Buckner et al., 2013). BCATRA L5
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RS IR, AEER RS R EBIARFAMAR BOLD 15 5 H RIS I — SRR AL T AMARAS B s 2L
A I RFAE(Tavor et al., 2016). SATS AL, FEWFFURGSREEE 10 MAZE o0, & S S RIE 77k
RGPz 7 SRR RS 2 7, PTLMS R “4iid” Mt Fidats.

tbAlh, B R RIEE AT ER AT DO HEE A X 0 ThRe, BA RIFMABUZEMAEE. i, —Iu
FORI, FEASTRAR AT DU/ B 0915 5 X, RBUEIR ST 100%, 1SS RINEER, RE
FEM A 65.6% (Lemée et al., 2019)o 75— T T35 & M M4 OB S04 B, 75 5€ 115 5 I 04k )i X I
F QSRS SRR T & ER—3(Smitha ct al., 2019). XLEHF L], #EAD MRS
PEANF Dy e I X

gr b, B RS ARG RS PR AR R, A 2SI B R AN RIBGY R, RIS AN R GRS
BRI AL S TS 1A ZE R A . W H, AT O B 0t TR I SR 2 AT S A
IR ESEIATS, RIEAFFMES AT, 5 A 0N EE 48T DAE — @ 2R i AT 25k
TN ORI B AR ZE S o IR LR T A R AR A T A A I O I 2 R AR TR . R, AR
W 3 B R DA T4 K I0G 775 3 22 57 ORI 72 7 vk SR, I ERE AR SR B 78 07 Tl i AR

2. ARBSTMAMEXRERR TS EFMBIHE

A IR AS WO FT TV 3 W] LAy D 8 D B 3 AR B E 7 5 9 A B e A (I TE AN o B Tl
REZML, FRIKE R A IR Fe 07 RSN Dh BE TR BN X, 2P BOR DhREE . T DI RE%E
I TS ARGR A, IR DDREA B 22 M X UM SE R o WO RERE A K 1 BRI T i A T D RE IS,
A28 I3 AT R BN OR,  SCERKE B AN IR (e S A T A A P 8l 22 S ORI 32 A S B

2.1. BXThEE LT M R 7S Bh

TERH B8 B MW F T ER, WA E T RAEME KN 55 00 B R HiE3), 5 R 48 b A (A
P RIE(@amplitude of low frequency fluctuation, ALFF, Zang et al., 2007)s KA 3R IE(fractional
ALFF, fALFF, Zou et al., 2008)1 [X 3 —%i 14: (reginal homogeneity, ReHo, Zang, Jiang, Lu, He, & Tian, 2004)

farey
=T o

Ferf, ReHo fE A3 T H /R AE R BT LR KRR, HERAEAIR R € X2 WAHAR R R 2 1]
I 18] AR B R 2%, H A T RALM AR R Z M 2 Tid sh (1 — 2tk . ALFF $5 B2 R AR —
ANIRBLER A IR i EIRE R P IME, KRR TR s 9255 . ALFF fERARE — X
R E PR . (BT E AL, AR IET, MR ALFF (H R (Zou et al., 2008), v T # 4
XA s, B CE 2 H R BOLD 5 5 I (14 R M A 4 BRI ) LR s 22 15 3 (1 98 55 »
AR AT ) 9 i A 4 AU BL IR G (4 AL, B DA FALFF

KJH ALFF, fALFF #l ReHo TR AMALEAR SRS T I ESGE OB IR 2 . ELUnBT 7wl fEifE S
ASHIHIAE B TR XU 5 1) ALFF Al TR, TR I8 25 R BAESSIRAS TR J0I0OGE =6 Xl
it K 2 TR (Yang et al., 2016) 1B 78 A BUAIVAIAE 5638 UM i & F) e 45 SRR AT 55 BE
FETCRMT o ZIUE T UE AT T B A BT TE e I AR LE AR 55 T O B 1 O -

5 — B TN T IR TU B A RKIN S 5 I BE 5 WAL 55 SR 7 BaE ,  DURA R /& 75 2 20
B4 SME LS TIEEIIER, BFITE KA n-back L5035, LA ALFF {ENE BRI S K645,
R SAE ST IR T AU i [BUAT B R T (30 2 A%, S AMETEUT 2 R Bz @B
LR BRI AEAE S5 A T B S U . A, ERLRRCIZ AT T, RS RS HNEsI S
AR5 V5 R RIS B0 45 5 AE /A0 L[5 . R /T50 L B0 (BT Hh 2 X3 (8] ) 0 28 T e X e85 AR B SOIR
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AN ORI R Sh A e BE AR 52 K (1] B 25 S AT N FIME DS, Rt — @R B AdRE 1 oA A BT
DL 25 IR T i 807 (Zou et al., 2013).

WA — T FUR 1 U T $5 il (FTAPYSEAT 5%, I AER — 41 12 444 FE 32 103 1 2 i i S S A
A A BRI, TN 158 2 7 AR A FEAE SRS P RIS 3. fEZBT e, B
RIAMAKH] RSFA (resting-state fluctuation of amplitude, RSFA)FIZ5){T 45 #H<#) ROI ] BOLD 5 HF %
A % (Kannurpatti et al., 2012). 1] RSFA fil ALFF 4010, 55— 7o R A 7 XU 48 iy
(FTAP)£%5, WEFi&E KNG ST ReHo fH 5 55 W0 I I 85 345 5 2 1A) A7 £E Hh S5 72 B2 1R AH G
(Yuan et al., 2013),

2.2. RIhRERS TN MBI ESR

MNIKFEREHPIRE T, FELEIX I BOLD {5 5 & A7 £ — B RSN, X0 B & — Bk ish
WERR N ER 2 AT BE % B2 (resting-state functional connectivity, RSFC), &2 ATIREIEFE AN Sl T 1 3 Py
FERINEI RS D BETE(Mennes et al., 2010). IRZ W7 CAVERF] 1 HAE S 51 E K KNGS 5 5 B8k
BT e B AR L Z &b (Greicius & Menon, 2004; Smith et al., 2009; Thomason et al., 2008; Toro, Fox, &
Paus, 2008). HCIIARIFRKIL, BEMRE AR ANAERFERPRET, HSXNIIRERRI L 7257,
AT TR A N ECRES T DhREiE B S R A R Th e HH A % B B Y & X (Hasson, Nusbaum, &
Small, 2009).

K H Dl e #6070 i 23S B9 VAR B 70 A 89 3R 5 7 20AS [7) SCAT B2 i SR sl M s Bk sy .
eR B R BIR Sl AR S AR T R SO IX 7 A SRR (X 2 ) Bl o 5 A i A DX o6 &R, XA
J5 10 BT — R L A (general liner model, GLM). £l 3x 2 1) 77 VA WA T3 BTG R &, F2AHE
P74 43 BT (independent component analysis, ICA)FI RS H7145

BRSO 7VE S B IR i 5 A e, SR AR S (R ARV IR BN Y 73 BT 77 10 DL
RS . ICA B M 5 ERE 15 SRR sy 3XEe “Rigr” AT LA R AN ) 30 D 2%
MAEMMAZRH) BOLD {5 5 #R @ ME, il &M Il 215 BOLD M RAE,  “IBJR” AR “HK
537 o ICA WJTEBR EREAN LI Z B O ARSE I B K, IR i AN, k5 B — O . X b
BRI I TTIEAAFAE — e N R 2 b, AR B BOBE AR, AR B ER AR, A e
ML S A S & . RERETEREANGR S, WAINEEIEY, #EARE TR EEIE 56—
SE R PEE b FRUIN A A o 6 55 3o 4 o DR vt 580 14 22 7

2.2.1. BGEENFH5E

ARV FEE T # RS TR, KL N B 5 AU B 44 7 d A2 W 58 B 98 2 4 N iR RS
T RE 2 A0 A2 3 B2 b I 3805 2 18] /0 9% & (Wang et al., 2010). BFFR AL, &, 55N
B 7 Dy e e 4 5 BE T AT 2 R NAEICAZAT S5 R IR I . Bk UL, i SRS A0 ZAE R SR
AN T BE 4 0 B AAE SEIGAT 55 b, & AN A4 DU IE A D 1) 47 0 1 1R I 5 0 IS A0 2 )22 TR T8 2
WLIEAH K

AW IS R R ICE R EA 75, RS 7E 26 2 MRS Nt , @il ilE 6 AN Fh
T AR E R SIIREERN TR L L “BRN(defult mode)” FIl “fF 55 33E (task positive)” FFEASMIMIZ, i
AR KA 2 AR 55 R E B 58 (Mennes et al., 2010). 5REH, EAESIRE T A — L X 15
BOLD 155 Z [H A& Z S o] Lhdad DL R PR ER S B 2 — R Rl 1) XGRS T2
TE I 2 (1 TR RSB E s 2) BRI R BE . TR R I, K2 HUER BTSN %
51 ) BOLD Jif 3l 2 [ 32 90 HH S 35 50 ZR I X35, 0057 T BR A 19X 48 AT 55 B 110 i D) 4 22 T ) e 8 X 3
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2016 )W AE T F R S DU REIE S M BAR BT 7 B DA A, XA ] DABINAE 55 35 T 0
TG o BT SR, RIS R B U DCBOS RN A BEATREA —#E, 2B RAR IH A 3 R A
MR 2). EFT N ATFREREEZRETNEST L, (FE VOV BIFERY T EEARE A 2 A
RERPIRES, AT KN 1) A D RE A2 A2 TAHFEMA K, EE U2/ W9 25 K |H A2 ELAHSE 0 (Tavor et al.,

2016),
SOCIAL rou LANGUAGE wamm.stony RELATIONAL rev MOTOR ws
= p - pu . _
N AR v N\
\ —] )
E \ R
g R N D N
Bt ) N
- -
2 ® % By
VAT TSN
a “ﬁ_ = A

Figure 2. Using three participants’ rest-state images predict their activities of brain during tasks (Tavor et al., 2016)

E 2. Z2TFERFEREARES TERESTMES SR (Tavor et al,, 2016)

H TR, F 28R N T e R IEAZ, B L3 R 2 4 NTE Gm D R (4 T LI 24
PR BsF RO T80 475 30 2 30588+ 7 4 T S A0 L P v B A A R P 0 i 80t 2 8] £ 47 D e A & 23 3 5,
MR NGS5 25 AL, SR BIX IR . EF SR, 24 NI H 7 585 A ] Fr
A A AR, R WIS G e SIE S AL, B8 5 9mi) NG 3l (Sakaki, Nga, & Mather, 2013).
AR T 2 K N S A T AR AR S G, T HUii, EREIRE T2 AFERA
{100 Ji 38 9 23 22 S 5 A AT T 7 G R 15 26 T AL A2 o K& B ) 22 A B/ AT 7 R &R

2.2.2. BUEERNESS

K HE AN W 580738, R E AT R I 1AM R i 2R T 1R 0 0 v 2 m] DA AR AT 55 R
TR E S . E— DU ST 4 ARE SR I D RE R SL R BB T rh, B AU R IRAE B ERAS T MR 1)
T NYE 2 X 4% (dorsal attention network, DAN)FVA TG4 1] X 25 55 B Jim 13 72 0 2844 45 Hh 1R 5 ) Do) 8% AR 22 . o
28 2 MAFAEAR M OG . A FEUE B 1 2 i A I R4S 1K 2 245 D) R 42 mT DATIOI B J 1R 3 A 55 i e Y
KGR . ERE—DNIERIME F, DA FIESSZS T IR 4 & 20 2 AH S I I X FoE S B
— 5E K158 52 P (Madhyastha, Askren, Boord, & Grabowski, 2015).

25— WO T TARCAZ B s, B8 R IAE B K IAE S5 i T, BRI 28 A0 AR iCAZ B 3R 30
SR FR R 4% N FEAH 5 P K (Sala-Llonch et al., 2012). BF 78 HENX AL G -5 78 705 RIEF BEAT A 5035 3 1 1%
BUT, JE AT R i S ASTE B AT R SRR T ER RGN 5% . A TR IR N 48 A AR
W28 PR AN I 26 2 B B = FE @ e, IR B ARG MR AR R, MXMAHSSRAT,
AMETAEAR S5 I I OS2 A K. #F 2, BN A AR ICAZ M 4 (1 2 [BARAE SRR O, BRIA N 2%
Y558 5 A7 [ N AMAAE A A2 o B B 19 8%

EE TR ICA BRI, #ESFUESERIM T & — SR TN 4 (Plata-Bello et
al., 2017). HFFEARA ICA WM 75, KIER S TRES MEFESES THE S M AE =R
— 3 (Lemée et al., 2019; Smitha et al., 2019). X EEHFFEAVAE B T #2250 DLTRINAT 5508 25 T i 155 1) 18
W, BN W IR B D e X AR AL T T
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3. B4

BT RIS BIAE — € FE B L RETINAE S5 IR R I s . s RS MIAET, HibR 17 AMRSCE:
FESHITH0, FTBATE “4iid” MR TR OS2 57 . X M2 RE2 U 1 AR I s 22 S SRR B A3
TR, OB AU, U I R T AR A Zh BESE L7 R TR 7% HAZ, RS RS
AR B0E 2 AR B — LR IR

3.1. BRESHMRBMENRRYE

VP2 UEHE 3R B 228 AT DU MR FEBAT AT 55 TR B0 0. (R RS T JE V5 B 4E B T0 (1 2
P, THEMKIEATLSSEE LAMTB, tan )2 2 (Cortical mapping, CM)IJUEHENE NS (Lemée et al.,
2019). 5 2, BB, W0 SRARUE B E A TINAE 55 A8 A o, 75 i H At ik B8 0 45 kA7 3% .

JOER TR, F S A B ) i s 2 AR AR, LA B ST R IR DA X £ A AT 25 R I
JEHERR I T — B (Wang et al., 2012). (HR2E N RER S AL LRI, Lo
BB B A2 N 9B, EE N R 2% BRI 2 FIAAT F2 1 190 4% £E 15 EOIRAS T B AR 3R N BE ik
BR(Chen et al., 2013). FEEFR K, MERF S RTERERE 2K AL G IR IAES 7T FE
% Ja s S S I B A — BRI (Muraskin et al., 2016; Tung et al., 2013), SiHI#FE S22 B Z AT MAL
IRz . FITLL, FER i S S TR I s i, 7% ZEB R A RAMA R B A AR e M.

R Ja, RS TN 0 7 1A B R R, B RE AN [ (R DR DX IR X 2, S AS TR O [ S
AMA BRGS0 AT BE S A T A B IO . RSO AR, A B ST R I R A T AN A
4D A0 Y8 A2 I 1) T ) (Kannurpatti et al., 2012), {HE R ABAE —SER T, BESATELEEHRRRL
A i) (Mennes et al., 2010)0 XYL, S A TN B IEOE = AFAERE R 1 1), 6T BRI i R AN [
()i X ELAR 53 #7

3.2. RFKFAREIIRIE

R BRI T T e R B4 T R 122 R i — 0 A 0 5 S T M S50 s A 22 S R AU . ERR TR BR
Z RS 7 RS EEE S M EAAMA R S SO AR DI REFNAT N R ILAH G, (HI2 IR K2 2
DT, beand AT A SN E . ARF TR, FEA T B JZ A T RE X 2 [A] ¥ D) Be i 42 A
FRIAR 3 0 W AF 55 R 4T R Bl (Baldassarre et al., 2012). @A W 7R IESL K H 5S4 F K ReHo #8457, 7]
PLTRM stop signal 4T-4% F )45 1145 5 ) [ (stop signal reaction time, SSRT), L Py Il 517 45 -1 BRI 9 2% vh
) =A~1 5 ReHo {5 SSRT 1EAHZC, 1] SSRT 5 )5 & AR RL o 57 2 52 IR A7 AH 5C(Tian, Ren, & Zang,
2012)0 AT R i 0 X I (R AMER I, B LAX e O i s 1 8 S22 5 T R A Sty 1) ol
EH, T EBERIEEAS L. KRS ESIMESS—EMR, IEHEFE ST R m M aeE
F2, TG 2 3 AT 45 5 vk BB B SO IO AN AR FEAT 55 IR A8 T B I0G 53

ok, ATRLCRHREEAT AR @ T B, A RS WIES ST v BAAT A
T AP EBARNBAIATESS BT DLECR AR 2 KB o R oK 22 IR A 7 o R KR AR 48 7 i 2 B 22 I B 3%
AL . A KA PR 70 G A 2 % B2 41 A 57 11 I (Human Connectome Project, HCP), %I H H 5%
WK% W JETRIE R A R 2 Ak, BRI KRR AT 748 B B AE N i 75 20 (Essen et al., 2013).
AT B FER @ SE AR R 7%, s A FH e S 245 ) e e 1) B T 1A A S5 RS T TR ki
Flj(Tavor et al., 2016). FTEL, FEARRMIBFTTH, AT LASR I RARE AR K0 A0 A8 1) O iR AT FH ORI 7T

EEPF AT B L, W LR Z Rt 7 B tbin Yuan 25 A% ALFF. ReHo Z5{H 45 &t K AHE
ZRA T WSS 1 W FT(Yuan et al., 2013). (HAFERERE, R T HABHES . Bk
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FERRIRET, M aimsEaTtm, 5HERMmES5K, BOLD 55 gA M, miXFihs
ReHo {1 ALFF {5 —FF, AR ELIGAT 55 )L 1 /MEA E B35 2 0508 BH 8 BT 9FE Y ek 45,
55 W) M 30 7722 BT BAR At 12 TR SR 55 4 R AR &(Y), ¥ ALFF. ReHo A1 BH 4
AR E(X), KA — MR 5T = AR bR T 5 B0E AR DS X T, B A K&l 3.

Bu = 0 ALFF + 0, ReHo + oty By + a) FTAP
Biask = 04 "ALFF + a, ReHo + ¢ 3.12% +3.91%

1.91% +2.10%
Brask = 0ty " ALFF + 03 gy + €

1.46% + 5.04%

Brask = 0 ReHo + a3 Bgyy + € 1

} 7.02% + 4.48%
Biask = O ALFF + ¢ ‘

3.19% + 3.49% 0.28% + 0.89%

Brask = 0 ReHo + ¢

Biask = O3 PBH + ¢ 6.82% * 8.91%

Figure 3. Specific regression equations and FTAP task prediction results (Yuan et al., 2013)
3. BEREYVIFSIER FTAP EEFNLE R (Yuan et al., 2013)

BFF 5 A0 PO S 2R PR, T3 TR — MR R M, o RN AN SR R AR R TR
SRJE, TR P E, S H ReHo ALFF Al BH XHT-55 B (Kb #5230 5 5 17 3 A ) 5T
BRCE 3)o I —WFFE AR R 7= ARSK BF 72 T LICR ) 20 S A e S 254 o 3 ) OO AL 550K 285 R Ml 5t

SE
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