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Brain Functional Connectivity Analysis and Brain Plasticity Form Perspective of fMRI
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Abstract ; Based on functional magnetic resonance imaging ({MRID) technique, exploring the brain plastici-
ty has a great role in the decoding of the human brain activity and simulating the brain intelligence, and it
is also a challenging task. However, the brain functional plasticity could be reflected by the variability of
the functional connectivity, which closely depends on the effective analysis models. Thus, firstly,the key
brain functional connectivity analysis methods are reviewed and the corresponding limitations of each
method are also analyzed. Then, on the evidence from the researches of brain functional connectivity, the
complex relationships between the brain functional plasticity and occupational factors are summarized and
analyzed. Finally, the future research directions of the brain functional connectivity analysis models and
the brain functional plasticity are recommended and discussed.
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NBSEAE S R IE T TR B Z 2 RS BN R G Z —. A& EEE M ER %K AR
KD IR AL 2 G VA BT LR 55 A () J2 TR B #E AT 4R & BF ST I Fr R A8 42 THD A 4 N
0% % By o 22 T KRR N il 45 4 55 0 2 i T3 o DA AR S M R s B 9 DA B 26 N B BB R Y . AR I 2
FIRF S KM B AR A ZoH TAERE R BRI LR 3 i J@ 2k ThAE 0 85 LI e s &1 J% 1 J2 7 i 4t )
JEPES . E R A 2 00 AR B 5 T ik B BIE ST 45 R A - GE T S 80 4y T Jr ik (Statistic parametric map-
ping, SPMD! il 57 543 43 H1 (Independent component analysis, ICA)M | #% B B4 22 H1 (Sparse compo-
nent analysis, SCA)" J A2 % W 25101 45 S A (9 D RE 53 B . D R & 45 LA S 50 2 1) J8 o DAAS T ) B 42
BETIEHE . TE AN N AR 5 AR b, I R wf 3R 812 £ AR (Functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)
J& 20 2 90 AEARTF IR 6k 1 — Fh BT B RE LR nUAR H R L B85 G T T Re R R REAR 3 T E B RS
P 1 S AR B AR N B — (TR S SR B B 5 DU REAR 25 & 1 R G b e S ik ot A7 0 9 H R S 4. BT, D RE
G AR R BEAR © A8 N1 B 25 0 58 Rk SORS #5200 12 W7 LA B0 3T i B 0F 9 55 00 3l 0 ¥ 743 ]
TR 0 £ A 2 B B BF T IMRT 5 A L Raichle % At T A 0 B 15
BhAEAE A — R BRI A AR P 2 A i XA B T BRI 45 5 sl R L BORS e L IMIRT 4 A 76 7 7
BB A AR E R Bl BLAE T A KBRS i R AR IR B S s Wi R R AR
FH 5 350 BV i B BIF 5 40UASR T 55 U E  OR 2 8G TW BR  BA AT R 2 IR RS L R T
NV A VB0 LA VB IR0 00 M ) B O 485 1) 2 ST L AR SCOKE NI Y D BB S L DD RE K S K R
i L it B Je P S o LA ) R W M i RIS R AR Sy Rl e X > I S Y G D R 1) £ A AR A | i ) R %
FE2H O3 MR R AT 25008, I8 1 Ml B BB AT 8 A ) i 3 v AN I PR (R A 06 R L S X i
FIE 3 3 1 o Y0 55 78 LA K% i ) B AT 98 M ) R SR B ARy I AT TR EE

1 o Th HE ) 2% 46 M A BY

2HT A 0 M D) BE I 2% R I ARE TR AT Ao 3 KIS L B R IR Bl 1 0 T 6 N 45 e AR Y | 5 1 A IR
Bl B I £ B ) 28 G I ASE R T L K 2 I ) i ) 4% R T A AR
1.1 EFRIZIE30H % Ih B8 P 2% 46 N 4 B

FE TR IR Bl 1Y Rl B BE P 2% f DU AR Y £ B RS T HOAH 36 43 B 5 5 (Cross correlation analysis,
CCA)I™ | — 3 M 43 BT J5 1 (Coherence analysis, CAYM! DL J SPMP 46 | Hodh B AH 047 R 8 2 47, 15
TR B SRR — A A B SR XL SR S PR B OR a5  B R A L R S AR A e A R 2 A D
J 51 45 b 4 R ) 7 50 T A9 A 6 P R ARG: J0 #1) 2 B R T a5 0 i 2 R R0 4 o g s XL R
HAKATAEE B S WREZ A 85 B Hr I — Bl 58 5 5 vk 0T R A L e 50 Cfgi) 4 - o0 B8
MRS LA 5K 5 WA O I B 2l S R R A 5 R, AR DG 43 A A U RS B XL, B
T, I H I RERE I 5 R A R A 6 B4 34 3 M L 0 Tk BRI 4 i RUBE I A% i o i R

BE— 25 O T TR LR O 43 AT X M R R A S AR L Sun 25T 2004 AER I T —ErE A oy et R
FEUJR N B[] 2 370 ) A G Bt e oAy 33 S PR A O 7 B 2R 3% 2 ) A — S0HE A3 I R R G DD BR A S S M
15 5 78 90 1% Juf, Jo I AN [] B0 AR 0 #E — 8 AR B L T BR B AH SR A0 AT 7 1k 5 52 A B FE S A (AN R (H R
TATEER 52 ] T Fp T 5 BR324 i DR A R

BEAN AT 55 A0 56 1 IMRI B8 43 A 1 5 - 56 45 55 i B [ 300 e R A 2o FL A R e 3 5 B
L5 A Stk A 5500 88, — M T HRE NSRS HE o0 kg i, 368 28 kR #1155
ARASTF —Fp 22 B I D RE 4546 0 7 1 0 e 2 B 40 AT 169 7 A B O8 JR Ali () U ZR PE AR (Geen-
eral linear model, GLM)“" Fl g i BEAL Y B . Geih2 80 40 07 2 0 S0 6 DR 0 e A i ) S 2k kA
RURAL 775 0 280 SR 05 XAk 119 2 B0 AT e it 4 A - TR i S 1 2 50RO R R 30T BE AL 3 B0
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K58 N2 E LB TP W GE T B AR SBORH R 0 RO =X i 2 B DX SRS T . AR S T S R o) B
SRR AT 55 R = Se 30 A S A A e T M L X BR 1 1 e i 2 B A A e SRS TR i adE .

25 b AT T B K Sl 1 il Ty B D00 4 G I A A 14 52 R T 0 4 E 1 SE AR R, A ISR O R ) BR
T 5 T BOCHE 5K 30 04 i D) B I 2% A 100 A5 78 {5 7 5 T2 .
1.2 BT 3R IR 30 B B Th e I 2% 46 i 4 2

T HSCHE B Sl 1) Ml T R 0 28 G 0 S A T2 B4 45 8 40 A M S R 43 4 A LA e T g T i ) B
W 2 Ky 3kt R R Hm — IR T A 4
2.1 RESHF &k

B AT AL FE AR B2 25 4 BT (Fuzzy clustering analysis, FCA)™# | B2 ¥k 8 24 43 #1 (Hierarchi-
cal clustering analysis, HCA)™ K 5 8 4% #& B 2% 43 #F ( Affinity propagation clustering, APC)M"* 4y
2. Golay 55 T 1998 4R ] FCA X AT 55 R3S IMRT H 4 i 17 il J0s DA 0, HE 52 36 25 2R 3R W] FCA A
A BRI gk FCA T & - 75 2 156 15058 3R 2880 AR 1 AN [ 1) 2R 2 A 0% Jie 44 B2 U1 i 38
T DX A e A A R M 2 9 L TG v SR P R A DG ) o e B T B B A B AR RS T . O R
th FCA 5 S W45 & BB ANHL, Cordes 5544 HCA 5] AB| IMRIAG 5430 #7 . F 8 SC 7 —Fofisel b 9 41 ¢
P R U], TRUCAS T T ) R T X A B A L E HCA 55 i 6] 58 2% B e, i S2 B AR 32 B
itk FCA vh B i i AH 5C 1 B o 0 DU o B8 B 2 MR e T g 1)l , 278 & 1) RV RS HIE W RV &
HOE Bl B 1 B85 A A0 b T R L B T A B 0 4% 4G T R

VAR s APC AR — B B 528 Oy i 78 NI TR L 3k DR B0 43 i 558 1 T 0 3 v 349 3 B0 oy 0 1)
P RE AR A B R] B2 2% B2 . 2011 4R, Zhang %5004 APC J5 i i BI4T 55 4R 45 IMRT 55048 1 i 38 0
DEAGE I H BRI A B {H G B vk 4 (R A 2% BE A o T EMIRT AR B B8 5 LK, H 43 B o A Y
THAE P AE 2 — ol B8 DU K 1 25 T8) A7 At A p 46 B RS [RIPE BB 1 5 1. S 221 APC B R 25 AR 1 B
#l,Ren 28190 F 2014 AEHE T —Fh 44 S 36 F #5535 (UL 45 14 005 5 8% 2K (Sparse approximation based APC,
SAAPCO) B KB 15 07 56 2R FH AR 50 30 B0 308 R A7 900 U B 29 98 . PR I Split APC 553 % IMRI £k
It 1) s i T R0 R AT SRS A b SR IR A5 R R W AR LT APCL SAAPC Jy ¥ RE 8 T 00 50K ff b 4 47 fiki
Iy A ) 46 A6 I ) Bk 5 A A AV B T 5 8 i) 52 24 20 O R P T 0 e JEODR ST 1 M ) A ) % L
T T ICA Jrik.
1.2.2 IRZ R4 5 F %k

ICA J5 ¥k J& —Fh e T i B ge it i 40 5 U845 5 20 A s, FAR 2 2k T 3 B e i o O 38 8 1 e 1k
18 7 V5 A 5 22 T80 A B N7 o R S 00 0 A Dl — R B R B ST B a0 . e IMIRT 04 1 R 4 i
o B 23 1) 38/ ]38 B 2 ST P L B T T Spatial/temporal ICA ALY 2% McKeown 4§ F 1998
AR A Spatial ICA J5 vk B BIE 55 R TF B gl i IMRT 506 43 ob o s S 30T 55 e 82 4T 55 AH 56 8
W B AT 55 40 SC I 2 BB AL 43 . 2001 4, Calhoun %5 ¢ ¥k 1 F spatial ICA Jy i % 2 4 il 9 MR £ 4%
HEAT 2K S 1 Fili B BE R 4% 4R B, 32 1Y T 3 4 19 TCGICA (Temporal concatenation group ICA) 77 354,
F 3T+ TCGICA T Ab B R HUAE R 5 0 19 3 BE L Jing %5 36 F B JE AL #2% (Graphics processing units, GPU)
Xt HEAT T IRAT 46 B B T TCGICA () GPU JRAT M AS , i 75 AL B TH T 6 ~11 £5°7 . 2002 4F,
Svensen $& H T SCGICA(Spatial concatenation group ICA) J5 ¥, iZ J7 P U B IMRI 5048 78 25 8] 3 N 2k
11 ¥ 4% SR )G P Temporal ICA #EAF 37 B4 23 . 2004 4, Beckmann &5 Smith $ H} —Ff Ten-
sor TCA KU ST LK - i 2 B T8 4 6 KO B 9606 % 0 TMIRT BCHR 46 25 B 3 /4 I 1 306 7 3%
2 . R H Probabilistic ICAR™ 3k 17 i 2y 8 W 4% ) 42 L, 6 13 3 F ICA (9 41 40 A7 HE 42153 50 iF — 4 &
J&* . Schmithorst 5 Holland %t [ i 3 Ff 3 F 2 i S0H8 2056 5k s 1) TCA 20 53 07 7 9k AT T MR BE HE
By AT A5 R F W] TCGICA BAY LA B A 14 1o ) 8 190 45 A5 0 e o oAy ik e 22 k3 B 40 2 K 401 )
B 5 35 (AN : TCGICAD 74 T 1ifi b 3188 2 4 3 IMRI 5048 B 75 22 AT 2 9 32 1 43 43 # (Principal compo-
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nent analysis, PCA) K45 . 1] 8 5 R 2L K A0 D BB 15 51 R B0d AS [R) R 6 07 5 30 PCA F 45 M BE R
[7) &% fa] iEY , Schopf 2842 H T 38 F ICA 158 28 & i M 4% (Fully exploratory network ICA, FENICA)
JrikH, Wang 28 F 2012 4R T Fast FENICA J5 355" L X 86 5 vk 3 3% 1 # g i IMRI 5045 19 ICA 4y
fift g T PCA 2454 58, it — 25 5836 5 & J& T 41 IMRI 54 1 43 7 4b B E AR

28 M TCA BRI 58 2 ARAE A5 5 18] 19 58 31 7 R AR BOR SR i o 8 X8 1 158 SR ik 1) Y545 5 7 I ] J
25 (AR b O A A e s 5 8 O AR D o 8 mT LUK JL Rl & 76 TCA BEA rp, LA 48 TRCSE RS 0 109 Jii o Ag
AT R 2 R B ICA(Constrained ICA, CICA B E 4 & % (55 19 ICA BRI (ICA-R), ICA-R # A
e Luly Rajapakse $2 H OR F 2R 4 26 A0 IA AT RO SR A% . Lin %638 3 X} Spatial ICA f52 7 v 5]
AZS [ S B0 M5 B, IR 22 A3 AR 0E SR, A &b 3 T 1 i D RE B2 O SR BORS 2. i — 2. Du
Fan $#£ 4 T GIG-ICA #£8 (Group-information guided ICA) , i 151 7£ ICA-R 76 B9k i $ 4B 0 A vh 5] A 41
JKAFTT B Bl B BE R0 2% 14 25 6] e A D L JF SR I 22 H AR O A0 B8 3 o AT A R OR i L 3R B T 7E ok oF |
LA BRI e S A M i PR O AR A BEORE f G 4L KO 1 D i X 4%, Shi &3 F ICA-R HEZR R T
GICA-IR # %) (Group ICA with intrinsic reference) , H:%5 5 £ B, GICA-IR JiF £2 B3 19 41 7K F i 2 g A
5355 20 N BB K ST TR A R I B ) B T 45 22 TR0 A4 A 56 T R R L O LS XK R
SR 5 DA b Ui ASE 7Y 34 H 56 5 8] 1) S 960 15 5 ok 42 T i 20 B8 190 2% 32 U9 RS B2, A0 Z2m T IMRT {5 5 A
A RS R M . BT I, Wang 55 F 2014 4R 2 T B A8 29 50 1k 57 R 43 43 BT S R ( Temporally and
spatially constrained ICA, TSCICA) i H B[] isf 5 | AT B 8] 380 5 2 [8] 38 149 2 360 15 8, SR FH 480 24 0 A4 32
FVE AT R AR A5 R M T ICA (R [ I 29 8 ICA DA K25 (R 3R 2 3 ICA, TSCICA #4541 5+ 1
Pk B8 5 5 B TR BsF L TSCICA S fisf i) 3 5 35 4 ) A B ARl P s K-

DL B RBRIE ICA I J& TCA-R 55 7Y 75 fifg Ty G P9 28 Kz I 45 358 A7 %50 S — T AR 5 32 W 1) IMRIT
s o M. SR TCA AR AE i ) 8 1) 45 4 ik B i AXAN 5 0B T T RE 4 B @ M L O R G T g e &
Y5 R J2 H o g 5 S R S e R B ICA A e b 7 M B O Al 58 4 T R T O IR B9 2 BB IS Bl A X )
i : Calhoun 23 3o B3t 4 FAT: 55 A0 BB CRI 4 Ffr 52 BRI 7 =X« o007 22 (] 8L e (] Ja 12 52 B AN A oG
P T AN A 2 ) el 2 3AE S M 5 0 3050 A [ Ja 2 B A G Pk 5 B B L A ) R 3 R A e M) ok
PE Spatial ICA 5 Temporal ICA By fig , B 55 45 R 32 B : Spatial TCA {3 %] il 38 7E 25 ) 4 _E R 2 9 AH
O 14 1l Ty R P 2% A AR G 1Y) 43 B VR RE 5 R AE b, Temporal TCA {OX 5l ¥ 7 i (] 4680 52 30AS A8 3G 1 14 Fil 2
AE 45 LA AR AT 2 B M RE . P B o 3 WA L 76 R TRIAR A TR 19 0 2 BE 1 3 % 18 A A7 ZE AR K 22
S5 FF AR 58 A R A (R s A () ds gk 37 M AR A o R i T R I 45 A A () B ) 3R A AR AR R AR
1.2.3 & F A 50k 69 B 20 4k W A ) 5 ok

LA, AN 4 2 A TR 24 52 % B - M B2 J2 AN 20 D3 OB - =6 058 X 3R, P 380 - 55 ) i o 22 o0 A
T 8 B 1 b X A0 S 0B AT A i B SR — o O Al 52 4 G B 1) A 5 T KT SR AT g A L AR BT R A
B 220 RN R PE S L X — g A B A TR B SR WD TR S S A A N Bk 2 R
G B G S AL o XTI ) B8 A5 i 38 A g 2 X RS TA R Bl L AH I 0 R T P AR X
AN T DI /N A LT T AR DN O B A R R X R R PR RT BE E ROk A T & T
A% B 4 B R P . BT, Daubechies 45 58 7 ik 2 6 199 4 46 0 455 0 (1) 4 ICAD Hp g | A H:Ath 1) — 28 %
SRR AR B P RE S BUS AL A PERES L 1T Calhoun %t RN X & — A HLW H AR .

B H i1 1 i T R D9 286 A D 32 B A0 K DL A O 1 s (1) S R A 1 R D TR G RO AT TR
IR IRAT SRR A5 A 1 B T B R R A TN AT AL 2 3R B R AT U A3 B ke AR AT RS A 10 A TR B L A
S BT 43 S 0 VR R I AT RS T TR 5 (2) 4 3 OC T LR G B A 1k R AR O Ak eR R O B Tz 4k
BRIER L 43 T M R Bk A A T RE A R4 XA 1 ANIESE Y 1), Wang AE 4R M T L TR R G A
1) 57 % 43 43 BT (Sparse approximation based ICA, SACICA) A5 7Y 55 3 /1N il 13 {5 Y 4 1) 4 57 18 43 3 BT
(Wavelet-shrinkage based ICA, WASICA) #5558 , (9 F 455 58 1 4 ) % 5 3 (DL R B A9 3 7 26 F R IMRI
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FAn 4 0 T DL AR L PR T TCA X i 51 0 D) 4 2 A7 Ak 15 0 B4 10 A 1 o B i SR D AR 1 45 47F 412 RO 20 g
P 45200 BUARAE ICA B RS A I 23 20 B R 5 . SACICA 5 WASICA [ % B 26 B 1 95 0 10 55 10 3
G 5L R 608 A7 R0 44 T X ik R I ) R A i DT B B IR B R S R A I S RE M 4% . (AR TR
1972 s WASICA & SACICA [y 3k — 25 K J . 55T T v b i) P54 5 MR 25 8 12 ol 5B 2 - BB 005 A 28 b 4 5
eSS R m W E S a2 NSy K R VR R IMRI(E 5 A el — Bl
TEJ& 1 - Georgiev 45 5 T 1 2y B8 5L 43 (9 0 i M B4t SCAL A B T TCA BERL, JH S50 25 SR R W% 0y vk
Xof Ak I 5L A RO 1) M 2 RE R A AR K 41 . 2015 4, Feng S5 4K 45 i ) 5 9 4% 149 #% i 18 30T 7% F
B M2 ) o B R B 45 ) AR ME A T A A v X SCA R AT T ek FUAH B SRR 45 SRk — k.
HIECF ICA KA, Feng 55 i #5070 5 fin 8 42 B S 06 03 o 11 i ) B 9 45 % . U2k, Wang 542 i 7 — Fh
SDLC(Sparse dictionary learning clustering) £ % % /N i (9 o 3 GE ) 285 Xl 43, 2 455 80 1y 4 %) 0 BOIR S M-
RT B4 547 3 58 46 #i i 7 W 3K, 7R F K-means S35 AR U6 i1 6 5 R HO0 3 EUIRZS IMRI (R 5 k47
A%, M AR A5 56 /0N i Ty R 199 2% 19 Xl 43« 5 56 25 SR 32 W . SDLC REW% A3 4t e /0N Mg 2y 8 X E 473 43
SR TE AR AT I 3R o Nl AR ] i LA T B VBB 43 2 DA S B JE M A B 3 TR M. R T
Wang %5 F 2016 4E3E T — Fl 4 & SDLS(Sparse dictionary learning separation) ] ixi T 8 W 25 #6; ) 425
B ZAE AR T T e/ 4 3R K (Minimum description length, MDL) i 52 % 5 i 50 i) 19 5. A — ok
OO B T DI REHE 5 5 DI RE 43 25 (R 2D 5 %0 21 68 19 265 1% i B2 E AT B 365 07 el B, L S g 45 2R R W] . SDLS
HHF ICA,SACICA S8R, FLAT 5 A i 2 4 BORG BE T . SR L %k 7 0 7 L 2 2T T o - FL A i A5 A8 11y
SRAFAS By S NP M ) &, 24 o) UL AR 3 R I O T84 IMRI AR 5 5 MR R 3 BEA 2 mm® B A1
HA 902 629 ASFEA) i A TR SR A5 74 A5l 5 BRI ME % o PRIt DI oA 500 s o ) VR A R — 2B
MRS k.
1.3 Z& NI 6E W 4% R B

TE AR 22 K 5 15 5K 3l 14 10 T i 190 265 A6 T A 80 o, GLML AT 45 R 25 IMIRT 50808 43 e v ) 32 i R A
AL BRI SPM & — il G T GLM 5 B AL 37 1t #0980 8% 43t TR . —J7 . SPM i i) GLM
T IMRI B dls o0 v i & o A A HAT 40 R L7 18 9 Jm BRAE = (1) IMRI AR 5 4R % 42 2% SR Z U IE 2570 A 5
57 VAR BE R BEAS BE 58 42 2 5 AT BEAF TR RN T 3R & M 20 A 19 3% 22 1005 (2) IMRIAF 5 rp PR o0 A 85
RIGAE S P10 A5 5 KR 5 55 X T 0 LB AT RS B A s (3) GLML w3 >R A it 78 1f % 3l g
24 7 bR AU AT E M R 2 7 A O TR DR B DX A T 0 A [ i XA A 2 R RE LA
AN TR) 8 i Bl g 2 e o7 A XL I ELAS [R) A AT 55 03U 7 AR AN TR Bl g A S, Sy — T T, Ak T
GLM [y SPM J7 {2 5% I i B B 375 #H FRASE X000 T ik e b 22 52 AR 508 vh 2 D X M B 1A O S P B . HH
b 590 H5CHR UK Sy 1 i 21 BE 1) 465 A D0 AR B T 5 AR S R R T RE A% S8 20 R EMIRT B4k 1 P AE 0 A L 3R R
0 SR DX 55 A O 0 i 3 B AR s R L L BN R AE T (1) XE TR L — 3 G T AE R T A T A 1
FART F RS 5 A 5 (2) MET A SR BUE IS AT 45 A4 O (Transiently task related, TTR) i
g X

5 A BB IR SR 5 R SR S R A Al L A5 ) 2 SPML TCA Hi il o7 > B8 B 47 1 i L, 2 AT
2 H A R 2 1 2= 4 ik S BE RO 46 A A AR L 9] 40 . 2000 4E, McKeown 3£ F Spatial ICA 5 SPM 4 i T
— T 44 Ol A 5 M SE o3 23 B (Hiybrid ICA, HYBICA) B8 3% KR 1 S5 Fi) i Spatial ICA 7385 H 2 Fh i
17 DX B AR R I )2 R AR TTR A S S XA G 5T TTR A R i )3 72 , e Jm >R GLM 3R
S % T TTR RIS K5, B 4 Hu % F 2005 48454 Temporal ICA 5 SPM J7 3% , # i
T 4K SPM-ICA 1 4 A 580 iZ A58 15 42k F] Temporal ICA A {MRT ¥4 v $2 O 55 25 i ] 2o 2 4
UL AT GLM 250031, 35 5% F Bl AL 37 98 1 A7 HE 3R, DS 0 7 407 B 2 BB 980 X . i — 2 B T
i - 27 2] R AR IBCAS [R]85S DX B B E) ok #E SOSPM AL BT L Lee 58 T 2011 4E 42 M T —Fl Sparse
GLM B8, JITAE 55 RS T 545 1 1 2y BB 1) 2% A 0 JHE 52 396 25 SR R W 7 i B B A XF T Spatial ICA,
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Temporal ICA T FLA BFE ™ s J 3T £ Sparse GLM BERAY i35 % JE , Lee 4548 t T —F I - # 8
25 F BN R M0 Sparse SPM 2 A B0, E — 2 3 1 T Zi 5 MU0 16 G0 XK 0 1 6 B 3557
B4 Kelly %558 £x 2 1) 2 5 T 0 A0 BE0 3T T 2R S50 P L 0.V T 2% A0 BT 47 K

2 IR EEASTEE

Jii T R 7 SR A A A B R R AU R T AL T B PR IR Y B T BB I 2 A R R 5 B T BB O % AL R A AL A
FREIT TR T X6 30 7 R AR R R AT A 4
2.1 ETHEERLHKIIGEEZRAKRE

AR M i TN 45 A I A 78 4y 1L 2] A 1) SR S e R R B, S BB ST 4 B 4 I R 1)
DiaeiE e . PRt BF 5T 4 i RUBE 1) ) BB 3% 45 Ja Pk BORe M L (T ) T i B BB % HE 4 % . 2005 4, Salvador
S5 YO R RS TN MY B 2 A TN ) RE A A o e R e — A SR I Y B B g bR
00 P % A Al (Automated anatomical labeling, AAL ¥ R B 2 30 73 s A4 X0 R 5 H R B4 %
TR AN (A i X 22 ] EMIRT B[R] )5 8] 04 J R b A OC 22 850, o g 38 2ok 8 31 4 96 5 467 10 76 1% 41 52 1% b 1o 3
FEAE 3% 4 AT AR AT I D BE S 2 217 o B AR R R A 5 K Il ) 8 32 422 41 vh A B oe 3« i X 15 i [X.
(] £ 32 2 40 0 B A IR B vh 49 5 30 RS 5 S AR M 48 o0 A B S e i e B RE I A SO A i B
S 7R 40 T A B e 9 1 22 3G T F P R, a0 T A BT 9 X4 1 A P SR 4B TR i R S A 2R TR B TR L
il A B A B A AT AT A R B R A% 4 B D S R A G T B T A IR R AR
FH 49040 - 28 R 500, 20 0NN D g 43 85 i 0 s S AR K . 20 i A NG T R A R M s 2 R R Z1 A
0 {5 B AL BRALSE NI R LR SR T AT AR A S T RE o B R A 0 T . B
FIMPE A 1R AT LAAE S Az 9 R S M AR B L I AR 5 55 19 6 BE AL 2 100 i ) A 4 AL A0 22 Sk L a0 AD R
1E # A A LA % % B D0 85 75 B 35 (MIld cognitive impairment, MCD % BG4 ™ {3k i & 5 IE W 2
X BRGS0,

XN & AR H A e i) B REE b A 8 A I ma B N 7 538 A 76 L RE 7, IR 3
5 i Ty e 3 92 20 K T AR A I DA AR 2 B B AR R T AR 22 3 A SR P B A il D) R I 42 4R B SR
HRALIR S Z I ek 5 22 1% 0 Yu S g S8R A TCGICA Jy ik %t e 32 1 3 41 5 45 i 40 240 /R 41 oy
I 5 B PN A T S ) 205 R0 A 0L () 5k R L PR P A O 3 O AR s LU B S B ) S R = ) ) R R
AHOC R B M3 T S A8 D R % e 4 J5c 5 2R T A2 A% W 2% 43 A sl 25 T8 G 6 A HOE R 45 SR R WD RS 4 40
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