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Abstract

Objective: To study the changes of brain magnetic resonance brain intensity in patients with plant
status after brain injury, so as to provide reference for further exploring the brain areas that affect
the arousal and consciousness of the patients. Methods: The brain fMRI images of patients with
plant status after three brain lesions were selected, and compared with three normal peers, show-
ing changes in the intensity of the connection between the functional regions of the patient’s brain,
and the statistical parameters were used to analyze the data. Results: By analyzing the image, can
be obtained from the intensity of frontal lobe, frontal lobe and basal ganglia junction of conscious
patients with intraventricular hemorrhage is weaker than that of other healthy peers. Conclusion:
This case prompted that patient with unconsciousness caused by intraventricular hemorrhage
frontal lobe, frontal lobe and basal ganglia junction strength weakened. On the basis of primary
disease treatment, strengthens the frontal lobe and the basal ganglia related function exercise, it
has guiding significance for rehabilitation treatment of patients with cerebral hemorrhage.
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Figure 1. Brain connection matrix of the plant state of the subject one
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Figure 2. Brain connection matrix of the plant state of the subject two
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Figure 3.Brain connection matrix of the plant state of the subject three
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Figure 4. Brain connectivity matrix of subjects 1 in the control group
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Figure 5. Brain connectivity matrix of subjects 2 in the control group
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Figure 6. Brain connectivity matrix of subjects 3 in the control group
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Figure 7. Analysis of 3 patients with plant status
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Figure 8. The results were analyzed in 3 normal subjects
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Figure 9. The difference in brain connectivity matrix between the patient and the control groups
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