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WE S NIRE R BERRATIST, D2 ZORIK AR BOARA BRI BT 1 5 (0I5 D0 RERE A7 ), BRI 3-HME fr  hy
SE N EIAE S5 AH ORI — Bl — 4RI B 2 D RERX, 1T 5V 5T 73 M 5% Ly E X 1) £ )y 25 Dy BE JE R A 75 e L, B e e i
LR D A] PR AT ELAR Y LA X 858 B AR Y 52 ST 55 IR R . AT T3 R AR I B AR SR B 73 A 75 0%, A3 I 1)
FIOGHE T BB H AR (PP, &5H 5 el (SEM). B (DCM). oR UK B sifR (DTDAR45, s+
NI REE B AN ROE B S, I D) REIEBYERT T A RE, AR RN NN AE R GUKF Lish&is i, =24

JE NI R R — AT E T ).

XHEA MiThReRR, DhReEdYE, ARCEMYE, OEABAHAER, G5k, BhA D R

FROES Q&2

B RAWINIEHESPS STl IR et S S P S9N )
Dhrefm&e L. B 20 thal 90 AEAR Lk, DUIMAR
JK MR 1R Ty i 14 35 4k 1% (blood oxygenation
level dependent functional magnetic resonance
imaging, BOLD fMRI) $5 A 4 AQZ (1) 2 Fifiv D) 5E ik
AR FAR KB 53 M TR 1) R e 5 T2
s RORINR 7 A0 N i B 5 2 is s A AN Zh
HE R 2R I B

1A Nk, HERER I I T RE G 9T, JLNAE
SR BV AN 2 M S e AL AE BT IE I N
127 sl B DhEE A (functional localization), K[l
BEVE A SE B AT 55 [R] I 40 5 %) IR & (baseline) #l
SRS (task), A8 SEHRASFIN ORZSBR A BT
FURYRE R N FE B A1, HoA i R0 R # HEAT
[Fl. R 5 A2 Dy B A A i [ I SR AR AN RS 1
i, o B IR S50 R A B 0) OIS Z8 T AH ek
(task-baseline) ] 7p v, N K AH B S5 15 2 1) 2%
(BOLD 15 5 1 i) DX 3t 1 15 %y 2 A S sl AH 5 1
X SR Dl 2 AL T ST S A ST LE A6
e, BRI % Be 2 D BE DR B R, FOAH G
FRIIA N Ty BE J 0 0 Ty BT B il RS2 AF D A S AT ey Lo
I,

XF SR ) AR AL AT 55 T (WE L) 11

W Ty fig 35 3 A U RE AT AR i R £ 4 3K 3h
(data-driven) (1) 73 T B FT A T, A7) K0 By B X 33k
T (1) B D) B A S R T AR, SRR T T
43 & (functional segregation) W &, 5 — 71,
ZHHFFCIEE 2 B, B o 6 B A KA 45
F18123) (finger tapping), W [F] I 77 EIE 2 A4~
) 73 5 1) i D e DX, 3 2 4% ] g A8 AE AN [RIAE
B XS, HARA RS SRS et
) 56 BIX — D e AHXS T AT fix D Re A o7 = 24 v
T8 A AN T BE AT 9 YN PR AS [R] DX R e
NI D REIOCIRE,  IAE IR i By RE A 70 I 4 32 A
NP2 104 24 (1) AT 1 LA SAN R i X 22 TR PR A SV i
8, IR T R R G A A Dl e sE A7 1) Ah Fe ATE
1E, SR A AR AR 2 M Dy e pLgl. Pk,
B EAIE 5 RE T4 FH O 19X 8% ()5 I Bl R i ik
KB Dy RERES (DhREEE M), R AN ) i D e X
W2 WA HERRFER, LR AUE S IX AL
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FLAE I 5w M . D e RS AN IR T4 E Il
DA (R B8 A i B AR A, T FLEE s 2% X
Z TR PR P 2 RS PR OC 2R T, 6 KM D) e g A
MRS, T8 2T Friston 255 93¢ H 1) o) fE 15
P (functional connectivity) Fl 4 240 il 1 (effective
connectivity) ML AT ). ASCRAEEA A RITTIA
e AN oS YE LS AN 7%, BLRCEAT]
FEINFRRZERE 2 vh (1) N FHFIAH SCRIF Ut .
1| DEEEEEEY

Ll it T P R A i K 25 h AN [ A 2 A 2 (1]
56 BN AT 55 I8 1 Bl S L. Friston 45R15E S
BP)Titp <5 iR 1 S/ ol T ot B i B 232 sB iR X ool 11 i)
i [8) 41 5% P (temporal correlations between spatially
remote neurophysiological events)” . B AR XA~ & X
Je 2 JT A BRI B AR R 8 S, AR HA T Dy re
B ) e B S PR R AR, Ty B 0 1 ) A1 T R T A
RERE LA, IX R FTI AT ZE 50 AR
B, TR KB AR R 1 3 B

R, TR BRI DR G AN B 2K
MIDIREAC HAEH, A Rk A A R 2=,
HIESRINECT LA R PR T EASAHIE Sl 22 45 % (] 7]
WG . T IX L JEUN, Friston 5695 XA ROE 0 1
H MG RGBSR N T 5 ARG
] % M (the influence that one neural system exerts
over another either directly or indirectly)” . 3 2% il
PR TR E SO AR R S, R R
AR5 2 0 R ST 5 S R G IR 4 T A A
B, KTt LA R RA RIS, AR50 %A
IIFTAN TR 55 RS TR S b 28 A R IsF ) el )
EHIRRAAL, RS AH B TF A3 B B A7 A
AR RGd iU A ROEE e Re g @ 4
T NAAE HAE U BEER R R, [ WA 425 B 1
AR LS S5 R 2o s v s R R L
RO YE, W] AR A A & D) BRI il P AR e AR 45 5
PR 2RI
2 BRI RAE
2.1 Bf[EFE KM

Ly e T 1 LU 50 30 7% 4 A 40 IX el )
PRI TR AE D, B )y 8 DX R R0 Ik TR A P A % B
AL X RIS AR B AE D e LW RIS R I R 2 X
WO R B DG, PRI R I B T
A IR J2 )2 1 Ly B I 1) 2E R R AH OC R 2. H AT

FHAH SRV Sk Dy R E 2 P () 77 9 2 v S AN ) Xk
Z (BB ) P (P AH DG, Bl e B —AN A0 i )
REDXAE TR (seed), THEHEA KGR )= 4 % 1A %
(voxel) G IX I AHOC R EL, R Rl XA
IS TR E RS AT G R X 3, RITRT 2 B H bR X 405 11X
W2 WA Dyfe B MO &R X R 7] A1)
REXEM AT A AR R TR0 A, e — 2B R A di
B RIMAE R, gy b & SRn] DUAE A ik UM R X
3 (region of interest, ROI) M. (HIE, KX Ff
AR OGO HT 45 R W AEHLRI R TF AN 2, AR
HRERAE K] BOLD {5 5 A B At A AE P A7 S8 A4H
KUEMEE, JFHEZMESERRES, Wm0
B PPIR LR A L 4 A5 A . DRI AR ST 5T
HALELE MRIFERE RN, sk OBk PRIRAE A 3
fabsx; BOLD {55 W2 520, SR J5 X Lo 2
VEA R ) 2N, (effect of no interest) I A FI 4 2%
SRR T, SR SR T L

FA DX 3AH SC PR 7T D Rl 1tk () — A3, 2
A LUK REAS K RZ J2 53 15 1l — R A FR G B X I,
IR JE R X B S AT A AR Ar, VAL B2 J2 36
P REAA R ZE A PR 7KL SRR 71 AR AR OB ()
S A BT Y, I,

R B T AH DGR BRI T, 280 7 50 FH 25 i) [
J37 5143 BT )77k (time-series analysis) i 23 AT A1 A A
WIEAE BN AS RGE. I — LS 8] 7 41 53 B 5 i
a3 B4 43T (principal component analysis, PCA),
AT % 4y 53 Bt (independent component analysis,
ICA) %5777, Het 0 i Ll 5E Bt 16 45 508 e 71
O3 R I TR AT ] EARASAHOC IR B &, KA
IR 2B B A RRAE. 38 F X 28 7 vk 43 A 24 i
AT EIE T ISR, DRI AE D) RE E A A
DRI 0 1 A o R AT LRV I N B 12
22 LEEEREER

SIS B AR B TE, A RS S ER A LA A
A RAE 5555 A ATASAR & (RN AN D e AR AN [ (1) 2
HOKF, WG LS BIAN [F) i Dy e X 352 [R] A1
KRG SEIG BT S HOK A A Y Az, )]
DATA R 3K P AN DX I8l ity S8 A7 A0 SRR A2 B OC R, X
T X S ) AH O 2R BB A S0 2 A AN TR ) 58, B

Friston %5 U3 B .0 B 2R # & O E H
(psychophysiological interactions, PPI) >k 3 7~ iX Ff
SO BEAR ) A2 BAR 2 8] ¢ AR IR L B
EE: B AR K 5 A A DO S
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HKAFBEAT IR, S [T U R e 2 s B 28— A [X
X3 AN XA . WU R AR 5 — AN SR S H AT
NEEMIH, ARSI, AR
Il O B AR AT HARE H.

OB PR A B AR IR AL 2 B T R M A Y
(general linear modeling, GLM) [ #7151, SEBr
FRAEIN 5 EBOE AN EOGIR DIAE URE X s, K
BB MAR AT I 5 BOGBRIX S
I ) E RS LA EATTP AN B9 A8 AR I BEAT . 2 H.
AE SO0 55 & Ty 8 34 18 4k I 9T v JR O R ) AR
(covariates of interest), M) == &5 M. AE X AP FE AT 4
B AN R R RN 0 AR ). n SR Ay AT 45
REIAAERF A EAR, P IO XA A Y5
DRI B A 52 1) S 30 4% A1 ) 7 D) g T T 1P

o B AR PR H A T DA [FIRE S B T i b 24 P
EBEAE HAEH (physiophysiological interaction), Ef!
FHPAS AR B DT[] 3 21 (1) A8 HATE A A A 28 Bl
BAAE, A AR — A5 A 5
52 R RS W LA P9 A DX 3 B T O R R — > S 6
FAF RN, BLR AT HAE R A 2 56 2 4l
B A3 - ABE - 03” = PERAC HARE M, BEE AT
HAERE AN K DR 8 B 3, AL vt
AR RIEBG, WS PE SR, B, A2 BAEA]
BT N BRI D HO LA OG- Th g X, &
T ECBCRLIS R AN Sy i ) T e A sl e o A, T AN
TEBEARIKY- G AR N 1) 52 205 3. PR, i
DI Re e 53 Ah— 2K T2 TS BR2 F PR
PR A7 2050 T 1P 1) g v RIS
23 BREBEMRE

% PPL Ak, A RGEBVER 5 — A2 N
()72 RN RGP 2 R S IAT B, ARG
MAGHR VLA T 4 R G s 1R L 2
Wb, ANIRITR S0 AT 2500 IV (1 A0 22 B0 14 2y 2 i [,
BEAXAR], Ay LR B A I k. X 2R 7Vl
i S AR AT S IR AT: 55 AH N 1) 15 D) B8 0T B 5E A 5
R, A SRS AR 2 A I D RETE 3 10 15 550
P 0 30 X s e 28 R R S B AT A S AR 5
PRSI, AR I LAl A A A T
FIPh 2 AR E G, AT SEIR AR . X T2
FHERRABR BIK BN () T AN & F s KB, AEFRATTR
HH IR Ty 36 X 338 L 558 2 2 P IS i 5E I 2.

2.3.1 i 7RI (structural equation modeling,
SEM).
VERTEG T AL SR E h )2 N 28

VAR, 4540 J7 R A A FH oK 2 i T s A5 5 4t 1 19,
I FH &5 46 7 REABE AR AT DA e 2 1A R n e it sl A
oAy B 2 DX SSORT X3 ) Aty 77 ) P ) B 2 2 1 R
ge. A R BT R E S, B AN A
fi a5 AN B B, KOS IX I A S 3
FUX B S . 3X M PR AR R AN e R H
PRHAIRT, 1 A 0 A AR IR g N7 6 UF S 56 (1) AR 15 1 3R
P 00). A ) 5 B 2 B T — ZHLARE P i DX T ) 1 I
AH S AR Ak 1 0 o 5 A 3 I ) R o R LUK
PRI 5 04 B AR P B /N iR 22 . FE TSI AT:
G50 T REIET ML Y VR IR, 38 AN [R) S 56 A
FKI MR F4 45 20l b AT ASE, Al oA 5
5 PRI ZR AN RIS AT PRl 1 o 2 P 22 e, HE DN ST 565
DRI 22 0T Ty R 30 : FR) 536 e R0 0 A/

1AMk, Gk T R AR T JC 2
PET (15548 23 A1 v e oAy 1 32 A8 P 1 32 388 7 40 B A5
HAON Gk Ty RERE AL R s 32 ER A e BT
T AHSCHRE AR R, IXFE FF A e g g A3 X S5k ) A
HLERE, ST 5 S BRI AR P A 2 AR — B
b. S B AT BN R P S A S, BB
AR A TR, G548 7 RS A )5 R 4
3 2] [ A 1 8 2R08,

232 ZJC H AR (multivariate autoregressive
modeling, MAR).

i T 45 8 D7 BE R ALK 2 J5 R, Harrison
SEINAE FH 22 0T R AR 23 4 fMRT 85, 2
g B 9] B HE 8 3E T Granger A B¢ R
(Granger causality). W1 5-—ANIFE] 751 ¢ 580 (80
W) x, WA y W45 BT LU« (R4
Granger K| 3¢ 2 n] DA BEAR g vl $il o2k, BP 25 HY
P B U T 781 o Ay, W SR BATT i 251 o 0
y AE TR IRAE ) o E,  LE SR ik 251 o R ) Tt
TR, FRATE UL y F x 477E Granger [K5E0C R,

1 R 7 925 42 FH I ) e B A4k — A 46
FH I 25 I8 18] F 51) () Ze A IASCRA S P 4 i N 8] > 31
(B, 270 H AR X Tl 7 V547 e 31 22 70 (1) I
75, H d 4ErA s RoR d AN s Digex, Jr
A DX IR 224 T I P e 2 B T ) ) A ) 6 7
FEoR . T[]V R FI A5 3 1) 1R 22 AR W] LAVE g
BT w] PN R 2 (R 4RI DA R BEBRAN [ (R A 28
FRAE EMRT UL ES 45 73 A Ay AN [R) 52 56 PR 38 7K 1 4
GO MBEAT 3 M, A nT DA TS 56 DR 25 7K1 I AR AL
VAT IR X S R Y D REE I M, B 1 X AR 1
Granger KRG R KL TWREEARAL. 20 A Rl )R8
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NI T 46 3 T ORI E04i 20 A, AH 2 7 i rL
(electroencephalograph,  EEG) o mE
(magnetoencephalography, MEG) 1] %45 7 #r + &
247 T H I R,

233 AR A A (dynamic causal modeling,
DCM).

AR BIRE LT fMRI. EEG Al MEG
HGHE 23 B B 1R 5y — b Dy RS M 40 AT O vk,
BT RERR N B BRI KRS R
Gi: —ANPPEE DI IO A I X e R R R T L
fi b 2 X S OE AT AR A, [l B R
H G KPR ) — > B A 2
‘EFF BOLD )7 B i 52 48 in N 53] Ty 8 R 5 (1) B
BRI A] DABE DAk 2 AR AR T (Bph &
TR AR BRI . M2, Sk TT R
A2 70 B AR U U i MR £ e 51 i3t
AT AL

YT AR RGE, Bhax A SRR H W &k
PERIIL > T BRI AR . B RS 38 N ph 22 R 48
TR AR IR -l R4, JFH il
S8 BT 1K) AP N 5 S AN T3] I DR 24 1 B s i)
N, Hohfu & =R S B — RS HERRS
S AN LB Pl 2 DX IS R R PR S i (a5 A
B, 1 W 5 SRS A R 0 U ). I A N Rt
BRGNS, R RGN RAHE A7 F )
B AHE X MR B b R E X G R
(region specific effect), FAEIEBYE. 5 RS,
Bl “WNFEZEIEME”  (intrinsic connections), 5%
SERBEHPRBNIR G DT AN DI 5 A DX st

SR ] DLCE R SR SRR R KRR A
B, =K, diEmE WMLz
(bilinear terms), i H #5 G0 S50 2% 1 3 1 1) X Jk
() A LRSS R AR AL, RO A

BN ARG UL S0r (0 7 R Al TR R 24
ML R (R e 22 ) ) S AL 1 2 2, A
B 5 fMRI Bl R B AR5 2o R A PR P
i, HEINH SPM2 (Statistical Parametric Mapping,
Wellcome Department of Imaging Neuroscience,
London, UK; http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk) # % 5
Hrisf, DCM 8L H i A g A BT 8 ALK
T REDX 2. B2 D AR R b (93 T V5 2 i e
BIFC PR ) R0 AR RO AH B 58 4 R A (FHAS R ) DCM
BARR L IR), AR AT 25T Dm0 Al o O A2 28 L

B, ARG BEAN S R R A4, 493 i
PLIABERY, DT S6 UF R0 5 5.

B2 DR SABE IR FHAH X RS 1 1 7 32500 S 56 4% AR A
B2 X I S A AR AP 22 TO /K AT R AR, X
GG TR KW A5 D ah,  Leghty 7 B R 22
JC H AR R AT AP N TR . HATC &R 2
] DCM 341 fMRI 24k (K1 9F 57T, DCM A5 ¢
=N R PR, AN — MRS R kR
RN A TCIE K1), ANREIX 73 2% A FII i S5 AN [
AP 2T SRS
24 SREGK 2 B & (diffusion tensor imaging,
DTI)

X Dy REXE R (R AIFFE A AATT B DG T fig i 3
PERI D22, BN P A5 445 4 b e ad v
MR SRR fE B A 1R 5 e AR FH AT TG B F it 4]
AT RIS R BLSE.

SR HECRSC A 5 A 2 PR A K 40 1 IR 077 ). Eh
T KA 5T 4 o (R R R A AR BRI T 1)
PE, TR R EO I, ] DU K SRR
(RIERIZE, BRI BT 4E B0, B X b 7245 2111
FI T AE 08 ] DAAE — s FEFE BRI IGIX  [8] F)
) 3 30 O RPN, R AR B S P AT R U AR A A
R PRGN IREK &, 8 R AR SRR
5 R AE In) R S BOIK 7y 1 AR 1A R N B R HURE
G =2 o BUES iR Y < W == T D WS R 77
HNEBRRIR IR, A& I [RIPER AL, IRk E A
BB, & mmrdgin, yREak o iEEE,
FEAERTT 106 N AZ AR ZE N LT 4E AR ) ).

SRR R AS 2 i ME— AT LG A R il v 1
ST YRR R T, D TR AR S
Tt Ty fie Bt A (10 32 T Ml B, B o b g o 5] 13 i
TG KGR0 ZERESE, IR — Mg R R A 56 7
BRI, IR K B AR B A SRR BOR
) 5E B AT 2 2 N . e 5 D Re iz o A
A HAME, PIF G DT X DIRERE A RN TR
AT, ra] A DTI ()45 5 T2 A LR AR Y b
XIREE R LI MR e, AW TG
M HERA P ERIA Bk, Pt RSB Wi i d
PR IR 25 SR I BN S T (35 5 ) RN
AN ZE S ) 0L H I, R AR B R L RS
In) S P A RO P B, TR 2T 483 5 2 FTR
ST ) PEAC P ki ¢ J5 P e P B AR 2
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3 DIREEBMEMRAIER

3.1 IhREFIMERIEEEZ AKX F

i K2 J DX 3 2 1) D e AN g B PR (R O R —
SEFFUE BRI 0] . KEMT R, &g
SHIVTRD 106 DX S5 [0 il ) JE A A 0T N I D BR IR R,
Jeda PERAH N (1B ) B2 2B, MLE R JEB, Wit je
J POV X S [B) (AR RN D e b e, 2
I D) BRI 2R 0 DI B PR s et e W, bt
i % K X (Broca’s area) FllJg{ /K J& 7 [X. (Wernicke’s
area)P,

Koch %5 H] AL 4 s WE 5T T L)y e 34 38 4 F
e ) T T 2 TR PR O 3R L A AT P R s o o AR 3R A
E5 B, Il S RS (resting state)
NI AR KPR s P T AR SR RO I ) ik
PRI AH OC R B 7 ik vk S D REE I 1. B TR BN,
IR TG 2% TR AR fe 1) Dy R0 ] BEAE 5T A AN 27
IR/ANIAH G, B )y Bl P R A S5 e A 2 TR AN 2
] L R0 N G R e R T P X, B AT
Y R I AR A ) DX S ), 8 A Y 2 SR 1)
DifeiEsmve, HAHRENA & oL, P4 Dy e
PR AT T BE B KBTI )3 2 S
3.2 KFZEFNMLL (category effects) HIFFZR

KHEPZ O 5 TR BT TR s, A A
20 75 AR BN 2 PR R AE 7T BEAE XU AR AR [9] (bilateral
fusiform). £k M+ [H] (midoccipital cortex) Al IH
[A] (inferior temporal regions) %5 73 &5 ) B J2% [X dak 2,
Caramazza 5P\ Ay AN [] 1R DX 00 AN ] 2 4 H 4
RIS BEATRAL, WmahP. MPA T H. LA N
MR 3 2R A5 BRI %, teanfy
A AR S e s BARDG, T NIEY RS Hofg
15 B DR T 3k T e 3= M R, RS
A AE R G, MR E SO AN JE PR A
[F) R B2 1R DG IBG. : FHAT 28G4T 9 mT Bk 6001
RN PR SR B R LR A 27 2040,

Mechelli 252U/} DCM BEALHFST T AEH B H %
ARSI RN 2 %2 B B g2 AR i EAL
GElp A I i3 VAN A WS 3 A By B 1
RS9 N E T w25 e M o S B TR ) S I A ]
TNIEM PR R, Sy T B A T I L T K (1)
Wi, &5 SRR W], SO BN 25 5 M RE A R = V3
| S e (T e 4 T w1 B2 2 i = I A ]
N HE R AT . Mechelli Z52MHE— 250 L T 2%
AR GAE 5 5 A A AR 55, RIAEFN AT 55,

MR AT IR D X 358 21 2 ) AR X 35k )
H R B, eSS, AR
RN K 1l g | B TR o ) S I (T N B CE
TPE, 1B RN () U 5 L 25 B SR B AT 55 1)
ANENTTASTR], - 2735 25 A2 0 A (4 P A A R AL A
Noppeney 5 PR H B F R o o ol e =,
REURN A1 3ok P Pl SUAT 25 SR ST ISR BN, FF
F DCM A5 2 43 85t W PfAS [) 1) R e B ML 7
JIE A0 B AR S5 b, TR IR B i N 5 AT 5%
Took, AHZRZ B H R b e B R s R B
9, AR OIS R TOR 2 b, T EL IS B e Y,
ek, gk g A Mt 3 b
T B T A S v XAT-45 S N B o, 45 SR S
R T Bl s SOdZ R L.
3.3 WFizz1thiE (bimanual motor coordinate)
BTN BE B A R

RFPAT A [FESS I R B A T2 H o AR
S ILIIRGL, R O SRR R 2 A R
T A I 2 T S s T [ N 4 ) i R
BTSSR S R AR i 1 908 1 2k i 1345
[, 7 [ AR R A IX RIS Ak
FHZE / A3 2 EKIIE 3 R Se 10 D) g 1% 10 P 1 g 1 e ),

Zhuang FEUORN BRG0S0 7 FEAR AL, B
S0 T T8 B P AT 55 I 10 D Be e m . 7E 9 il
AR A3 L 58 O T F 4R mi AR 25 1, R BZE
| FWIGIB B R (ML), I A e ST E 8l B )2
(PMdc) Fl 4l B3z 3l X (SMA)BIE 7K 1 2 1) 47 £E I
[EAH G, MIRAERL & AT LUE , f 4 AN
H5EMWAI gz 8 &7 MDAHIE, $ERh T AT 2
A AT 1M 77 ELHAR X I (e / A Rris 3l B )2
B E s ) E 2 SR 2 ) AiWIgissh 22
8] (1) A2 B A AT gl B Ze A T I e A WL RIS,
A M HTIE 3 Bz JZ2(PMC) 5 P IR 932 2 Bz 2 H8 A
KB, e m Hon] R T W AT 55 h b 51 L
34 FEEHPHEEEMNEATIER

NZEIVE T DhREHOR T 201 B8 2 P 1R 29 A 2
D5l ] B P A . I B BT TR B, TR AR
T S A R DO OCIE, T 5 BRAR A 40407 5 LR
JETERAHSCHG, (H H It T IX 26 jy 2 X 3 2 (] By if
RPN IR D,

He Z5ETIFST T 0T [ 132 I 1) T e 32 38 PE 22 8
TEOL. WEFTE XL T S POEPE . BT DA gl
BB A T R AR ZE 0], LA T fg
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BB AW, 85 R, AR SRR T3
526 (assembled phonological codes) ] 13273 i Ht
AT, WS T AWIRIE B B =B iR X 2 g
IR JE SE Xl B R IE TR, TR A TSk
Yt (addressed phonological codes) [fI 27 ¥~ 5%
PET, BO% T AW Gs 5 i = 305 Bz 3 X 2 A i
R DX % () A L S5 RS, K
TR B (R I 3k B FL3%E T8 M 25 52 BIE SRR IR I
RN
3.5 XFIIHSE (autism) RIFAZR

Just Z5EEIHE HIGIE T PE P8 (underconnectivity
theory) A il AIUMUE (1) e R, Ak kg SIOBRE & —
FH TR [ B R AN R ™ A B Rl 22 A2 )
Bt , EEERZ AL AARACEIE RS, OF
WG, IOBIAE S5 (R4 5N T S 4O T 26K
SRR S TAVRFAE (R 0 CAESX,  SEAO T~ i A
FERIE BN T SIOMUEAE AR R IR X — R AE 45K
b2/ 5/ S = (1Rl ST N 517 =8 I i 4
S, TN 5y — 2R R L 2R N LA 45 W e I
B2, Wi S P45 IS 1 BEAR T, 4
THDOS i N FKE (35 I I, JIOMUE e s 3
I HE DR A

Koshino &5} L 1 AICMURE i 25 A1 IE 0 AL
TESE T B TAE IR IZAT 45 (n-back fT-55) I 1) D g 14
WP BT T LR U DGBSR3, AR5
XN R DX S5 INF 8] F A1 AT A8 SCAH G MR 3R 23 A
152 Dy ReE Pk . 25 BRI, AIMUE 2 i A X
358 g A M DA S s AR G, TS T 4 A
5 2e st DX AT S s ARG, IMUE A TP AR 2 X
B2 B AR DG 22 10 B AIC T4 A . X e 4 AR,
PIBAE B B 15 N ] BRI AN (7] ) 20 % S g6 56 e
[F A ) AR CAZAE S5, ARE 41 W] e K H A0 08 2
fitd, T O 4 S 2 0 ] e P 5 G

4 MINREEEMEEITE RIEIE R E

I A28 AT 9T I D BESE TR ) — A T2 ey
PR AR AT L R I R, DR B e 3R
G (1) PP 2 A2 B 2 1) () I TR AR OC (Bh gl ),
AIREFEA R — A RGN T — A RFE Y
W (A RBOEE M) FE. AWTEHE T RS T A R
JE AP HEWT AT BE vk, BRI SGPE (temporal
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Progress in Functional Connectivity Analysis”

DI Xin, RAO Heng-Yi™
(Department of Psychology & Center for Functional Brain Imaging, Sun Y at-Sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China)

Abstract Conventional neuroimaging methods primarily focus on functional localization, through which specific
cognitive functions are localized to specific brain regions. However, fully understanding the human brain function
requires characterization of functional integration within and among the functionally specialized regions in
addition to functional localization. Functional connectivity and effective connectivity analyses have been
developed to investigate functional integration in human brain. Several approaches for modeling functional
connectivity and effective connectivity, including the time-series correlation, psychophysiological interaction (PPI),
structural equation modeling (SEM), dynamic casual modeling (DCM), and diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) are
reviewed. The applications of functional connectivity analysis to the studies of object representation, motor
coordinate, language, and autism are demonstrated. Functional connectivity study will highly enrich our knowledge

about the dynamic integration in the human brain.
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