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An Overview of Identification Methods on Human Brain Effective Connectivity
Networks Based on Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging

JI Jun-Zhong' ZOU Ai-Xiao' LIU Jin-Duo'

Abstract The brain effective connectivity networks characterize the causal interactions of neural activity between
brain regions. Researches on brain effective connectivity networks of different populations can not only provide a
new perspective for understanding the pathological mechanism of neuropsychiatric diseases, but also provide novel
brain network imaging markers for the early diagnosis and evaluation for treatment of diseases, thus have very im-
portant theoretical and practical value. Using computational approaches to identify brain effective connectivity net-
works from functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) data is currently an important subject in the human
brain connectome. This paper firstly summarizes a workflow of identifying brain effective connectivity networks
from fMRI data and illustrates its main processes and methods. Next, a comprehensive category system of identify-
ing brain effective connectivity networks is presented, and several typical identifying algorithms in each category are
described. Finally, by analyzing challenging problems in this area, we predict the further research directions in
identifying brain effective connectivity networks and hope to present some references for related researches.
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Fig.1  The process of human brain effective connectivity networks identification
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The category system for identification methods of human brain effective connectivity networks
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245, BOLD Wi NAE 5 ) H 1f 25 A5 5 B 48U 410 8
AR A ST EAR R, &y RRWPNAS S, g KR
Rk B, AR AT HRRN:
y=g(v,q) (8)
1 — B BRI TR] Y, N6 5 i X (6 o 26 A 1
X2 N AS S Sy BOLD Wi S5 5 1 FE a8 3
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Fig.3  The process of mapping a neurophysiological response signal to a BOLD response signal
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e, M S A B i KA B ) LR
7 RAG THIE B 28, IR il DU 307 R 2 e 5%
PAF— A BA BRI SE R AL, T 15 21 i
RUBLIE R 2% . DCM B0 S AE T el id e 22 2 3
S B 51 % ) BOLD Wi BAZ 5 2k 150 1o X 8] (1)
DRI SR AARE, D] B A R ) A B 2 AT R

H5z b, DOM AR AR5 1 AH 5 1) i
R T 5 PR 2% T HL BE 48 7s Kk A 8 1 A A g
LIEBPECY. 2014 45, Friston 56 A DCM
B e B AR, 5t — bR 1 2 A PR R R Y
(Spectral dynamic causal models, spDCM) ME:E.
A& IMRI Hds v o >0 Jiw R0 14 3 W 2% 1) 77 950 %
T3 FHIAE S o 500 i X A28 0 10 A s PR 8 s A
sE P R AT S B, o 0o 5 S B A S U ok R
) 0 DX Ao 28 3% B A ) ) R SRR, 7 b bt ok 1
flitt & TG s B A ). SRIG 85 R, =07
V2 B R RS A T SRR i x4 T 2 S URR
AL HIZ LA spDCM X i B3
EMRT Hahs TRl I 3587 3% 42 X 2% I WD D AR R, ATAF
1E 2 A FZ B AR fFE P 1) spDCM AR T4
NS B R B TR R %, I gk — B R s BVE BT
SRR A0 L AE YR ) KR 807 322 e A ¢ o R4
H, 2 J5 8070 i i P B 1) 7L 2) spDCM AR
T PR R, 2 T RONGE R B A .
FIH] spDCM SRR 78 80N JE 52 (1 8 A5 1 AR 5 2
PRI 53— Il .

PEBEA X XA EOE 2, RS B
XK 3 BB T 5 R B R G, P LABh A
SR 5 T R /0 RIS FA) o 2050 7 3 oA 2% %1 {HL
Ehr EREEESHPOE T RENIIRER,
SE BT A BT IR LI U AR SRS HOR A R Tk
3R ) B R RIS i R S R 4. 2017 4F
Razi 852 7 —FivRs T B8 2 550 M AR i 4 o o
SR LI T AR T B B SR, 2 R SR A R E
o3 fif AN EMRI Z 48 b 3R BCRFAE 1) &, JRadad L
i TH 2 P AL 4R, IR 5 SR EURFAE [7) 5[] (1) Th e 1%
PR SR A RN IE $E S FOR W A S B, T 2 B
TIURZH, fm VBB ROE R, BRIE R
T+ spDCM IR AR FRY 0 2050 7 322 A 2% ) — AN R
TFHIFEA], AH AN R 2 AR AE T B0 R AIE ) B 1) 4
J EL A URR.

[FJ4E, Frassle S5 tH 1 —Fh 1A 34 R R A A
(Regression dynamic causal models, rDCM) &%,
TR S AR I AR B S 0 e A o — A 5 SR i
Y DI iy 2 0 e A R R e k. BLARSR U, T SR
IR B et 3 4 e B 3 ) e 22 0 IR 35 T R e e 21 0

B, 35— AN € B R B 77500 N bR S
TIN5 37 3 AUMBR Vi (XA 5 P ) 2 Mg 7 2 b ST
BEHLIA) B, AR5 D RN 22 2 IR e 75 RS P A 34 o
oA, # rDCM B R A—AFp Al v+ 1 DL 2k
PR AR R AR 43 DU B il A5 (1) 2 250R
HEZH. 54401 DCM HikMH L, rDCM A 2t
il TR DR FASE Fik 200 I 32 42 D) % 2 00 Ak v DR HE ) ]
@RS T RIESCR. SCHk [68] X rDCM i 1
WY R, 1 T —FhR R B2 K B 3 209
TUARIEFZ B R A Zh &S R SRR (Sparse regres-
sion dynamic causal models, sparse TDCM) 5%,
VSR SR FH A A 2 X g s i X 1] () FH L
YER, SR 5 Ia) DU My 2 Pk [l H AR op 5] N — A
HilHE R AL AR AR IR B A, (0 AR S R ok
EIEEM % AR NS, PR E T
ERIHER. LI 25 R, ZEIEA A8 PRI Hh
PR AR i 8 B3 2 WX 4%, 1 HL B AT R 1 PR g
PR 1

HH T spDCM i TP A2 v, DAtk 2% 1
RN, T 42 B B () AR A R Bh A Y. 9 T IRAM A 2
2018 4, Park 551t 1 —Fi R FH spDCM R 1]
X 1) B 28 0N 452 (1) 7 1R %0 SR B
T TR0 AN A — BOR AR IR 1A Y 1) MR
BHm gk T XI55, IR A spDCM NEEAN B N 2
BIEFAE LR NGEE N, RE RS
&5 DI (Parametric empirical Bayes,
PEB) 70 i [ IR R 6T 1A A G I [R] () 2008 32
FERAT AL U, S B IR SR N A AR AL (1)
BE L2808 R AR Sl i R0V 32 422 o 2% R sh A AR AL T
EITERA RIFIZAGEE 77, BT AT R
FR AN E KT I Bh SR8 1 F P 2%

3) 7T Ornstein-Uhlenbeck A&7 (iR 51 75 7%

OUM & — it ik FE AL R R 2, B RE e 3%
AN R B PR 22 oG Bl R I E I 4 A X [A] () 1)
R 3% 22 5 ] 422 1 221) 18] 44 28 T 3 B 1) DR SR 0. T
OUM TH il 2 B 42 ) 24 1) B FE Dl i e A
R FR) 45 ) 0 A J 25 A T 2 X 8%, s HLAE 28
TR 2 1) B A 42 SRS R OUM. g 37 A W )
PHETE D) 5 RN ERE ) O &, Rl Al TSR S 4L
(i DX TR) (%) A 7 2 SR e R 2050 7 T2 42 1) & 4 5B B ), 3R
=5 X MR 248 1) D) B 42 0 28 0L & A2 T
BAEREAL. B 4 25 75T OUM J7 iR il il &L
NERE M 2 R ERFE AL 4, BEC; BREE
PR AN i DX 22 18] ) 28 R 22, 32,5 3 i X 1) 0 7
ZESE .

FRHA G Fii T B8 0% 42 B AT A B TR AS 1
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Fig.4 The process of identifying a brain effective con-
nectivity network by the OUM method

R, il — LeHI 5T R SR ) e R K B A R R
FEOE T, BE LS RE NS D REEEMUEE T K
0 =F & I AE S, T HLS R N E R M
TS BN E YA O, 3K ] FH N ) B8 4 o TR ) 1o 28
TE M PRI T EKHR. 2016 4F, Gilson ¥ 1T
TR OUM M B4 IMRI £t b At h 4 i
RN S W 2 [ T R %7 R e ks 4 ) i
A 5% ) 008 B I % Y R AR B R AR R R
OUM #fi #1 i [X. 8] =4 7 Ik 2] M1 i B 221 £4) Ty g4z,
FHKH— Lyapunov bR #UE AR RS EH 2
HEORN T [X 1] 1 B3 07 22 6 B, A e AR A TH AR B
BOLD & 5 [A] /) D g 5 1 2% 15 52 e MR $(48 8]
1) Ty R T 4 DO 2 1 B e AR P00 G AR e T Al
THBE R 2 JOR VR I 280 S X 4. B S, AT S
FE T I T 2R VR ) 5 A A 5 o 50 3 3 A 2% 72
B RS R BEAR SRS B AR 55 I SE R T
TRAR FER AL T P DR 2 I Jii R 8L 2 0 4% 11 22
T AZITVE VR I RS oG X T8 1) 200 v 32 4 D) 245 32
BT — ol LR, (E BT BB A5 1 S i RV 3z I 4%
(SR AE: DREER A 5 I (8] F5 2 53 A RGN
I [R]85 SO UL IC. — BN REIH 2 0 2%, R HfE L3R
75 v JOT Y o 50 3 4 D 4%

2018 4F, Schiefer & H 7 —HMidid OUM
SR AR o DX 1) R SR8 1 7 v, % 7R T ot
i g5 AR, R PN X o Ay 2 A
IR GRS — MR 2 doE, W oMy BAHK
PE, B ARYE o A0y RAH SR AT DAl T I X 1H] £ 2%

N BARSKRUL, 1% 07V Sk A A AE N IR
A% &, i#id— Ornstein-Uhlenbeck &7 3R %1 i)
i X [i) o 22 5% 20 11 R0 SR 200, R P 0 4 i A 4
A NG 5 1 SN [ 58 S 5 B SR 3R 7 ik X [a] 1)
RURLIEFRE SR 5 R A8 XV 5 B 3 AT 14 A% 4 5 ) e
A L1 AT s, feZedid B B T B %
e/ MEARY BRI EL, T SEEI R08 E H2:  S Ul
V27T F W i (1) 58 SO 25 B R 5000 58S T 42
WA 2, T b b e S 1S A S A SO0 X TA] BRSO
FPITIE A RS20 B A% 1 ) 52 45 e AR
FREI), LA 70 0T e 7 R R S5

FRARIRE T AR 2R 110 5 Y A TR ) i 285 3 4% )
257 KR T EEAER, (T EAAEE LT L
AN HRA R Bk, MR R I 2 s
M TS 30 HR, 38 KIS A2 I 25 25 XU 45
Rt A R 2 285, TS5 7 FE i A 1
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck 8 (1) 757 7535 K 78 4375 FE i [X
FHZE 5 Bl BT 5 B0 LR B30 7 SRS 2R 1, fesh = 24
BB MR A, RV R TR R B U7
TEFIF EMRI Hs () i 7 R AR 7 T T f& 7 — L8498
R, AT HIE B B, Wi EE5d MR H40 )i e
R T B S 3 7 2 2 IE R iR R ) — AN E
PR RTT ).
2.1.2  EFIUMHETMEITES B RRIRA A

DU M 2% (Bayesian networks, BN) J& —Ff
FH 15 e AR ] IR R R AR 2 R B A ) T iR A
&, A IO RLAR & ] R RS oG R, BT A AR 1 () (1)
KRR ARG —H —5k A R ERI T k.
T BN PF 7345 22 R Sl i 2050 32 4% ) 4% 368 5 e A4 9 —
AR RS, HH 2 @IS BN g% ] R
5 0 DX AL 8 (] ) 2% AR A 00 R 0L R PR A 1 o 4%
SERE, AR 28 25 R (P T B2 T T B X [R) )
Beom B, POt n] L, YRR 2 ST DX TR 1 R SR 4 A
H e I T DU 17 [0 29 DY 5348 2R T7 1 TR 208N 4% D)
HEOCEE. Bk, MR SN Bk
) 5 ) VP73 48 2 R A i 1 DX 4 445 4 45 ) R gt
ITIERIE R, I3 2 B I X 2 S5 i /R D 2 20 3
(140 F 2050 2 TR X 24 5 g . T DL B Y 4 PE A R
TR S IE B W 4% S5 M i AE B W 5 BT,

FRHE 2 5 F FH EMRT 080 59 B 3455 AE 15 3] B 2
7 3 DX 8%, T DL o T DX 286 D 2 4 2R 1R300 ki R
ERWITIET AR — R T H S DU
EVE RN 7R R o A SR A
BF ZI ) EMRI F P M — /B v &, R 236 T-0F
G348 2 DU 17 DX 285 235 4 2 > 7 32K ARl o 280 8L T
FEM 2 7 — IR T Eh A& DU i 2% (Dynamic
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The process of identifying a brain effective connectivity network structure by the Bayesian

network scoring search method

Bayesian networks, DBN) ¥/ 48 2 1551 75 &,
DBN 2 i DU i ) 26 76 I 5 0ok F2 A5 1 (1) 3
FE, BRI EIE T IMRI B4 I PR, AMLAER
SAE [R]— B TR B b oG DX a) A BRI SR DG &%, T HL AR A DA
3 A AN [ BsF Ta] A fé i X TR) B 3l R A O, SRl —
T4 7~ i 280 S 452 WX 5 I B A VR B 227925, 1K
PR 7V AE VR i R R 12 X 2 ) 4 T B AR
F. T DU S g 28 BT R4 () R BE AR & 1)
STV, WO T DU 7 00 28 0 4348 2R T 3k Rl
RN T 42 ) 4% L3 A H RIT 2 S5 ) — N BE AT
5

1) FE T DU BT DX 288 D 23 48 28 R U0 7 2

2016 4F, Ji S8 N T Bk (Artificial imm-
une algorithm, ATA) 5 BN 5ykMHSE &, feth—Fh
Ul i RN TE 2 X 2% () ATAEC (Artificial im-
mune algorithm effective connectivity) 5iE" 1%
FOETE S T — A HS A2 TR B LA A A
BRI Ga M, AR J5 i 5 o A 30 5 58 RN AR S B
AL =4 R FpFE b A B0 A4, IR FH 40 1) B ok BB A
B, EERXMEARITEERE R K2 o & T
Puik, P15 3 & 0 00 i N E B N 4% . T AT
AEC 5% B A PR ) J& 3 S0 5 70 A R B 1R 4 )
HRAEST, PR BRI RCR I3RS T R
e RE. (HAZ VRS AR E 5 4 3R R0 5
T RN SRR, AdATTE T SR H — AR 4 WO -
DAL S UL %) 5 TP 23 450 2% P i 80 4 ) 9% 2 =)
Hy%k ACOEC (Ant colony optimization effective
connectivity)™, ZHEIEHMH K2 Por FEE RG] T
FELE AT AT ) P4 R B A JRy e A (280 S i
W2%). B RO A O 2 B N T A6
T I gk IR e 35T ) I B R AR W] AT
fift, A AR E B BIVE S AN PG N SR A 2 0 0
TR, WO A A AR AL 58 S BT 3R AR 1
K2 V¥ 55 f5t v WA R B 248 R B 28 B T 42 ) 2 . %
VRS AR I SRS BRI R TR RO R
ARt ig s TR, HHAERAGERE A oE WA
FHHG9IK. ek IR 2 1e) 91 PR D0 A4 542 W68 e 3 S BB N

R ERMAE. 5 ATAEC AMitk, ACOEC AMUfEZE
77 1 R b B S T RS B, T HLR S B ERK
e SR IR 1K X TR R iR . AHAZ SRR
AN RRAE T SR AR AR, JCFHAE TR KR X
SREE AR IR ] A2 % PR

N RIS EE R PERE, 2019 4, RS
SR — Rl Rl S 2 VRS B BRI 2] B
ZHERE MG SRR NEA R KR, K
SR ELTK E % (Diffusion tensor imaging, DTT) 4
P8 BRI B2 IR AR IEAH AT 9 45 K 20 AR R K s 4
RN, WA RO R 7 BOH H RAR, R
E T BRACAREI AT AL (9I0) #RBEAE D9 i ik 3 1Y
ik AR 5 8 AR J5 A e B il S R T IMRT %
kLS N S SR SO ST T VS K I AS RN
AP i SR SR B 5 e 28 AE Y A 0 AL SR 1 3
[ TR B i 2 I 25 45 4. 5 ACOEC Bk
FHEE, B R A BRI S EH3RAT T S 4F
ISR

2) FETBhAS VU7 0 25 P40 48 R IR0 77 %

2014 4, Wu G542 H —F0 K H i s 245 DU
M2 (Gaussian dynamic Bayesian network, GDBN)
TR 0 2050 5 A % 1) T 0 A% 0 R S R
M= —Br e tbsh & 248, HBRRK X ) fMRI
HH IR AN v 20 23 A, AR JE SR FH 2 T DL ST
FRITE 3 48 2R 7 V2K 7 B i o FAE M (XA B AE AH 48
I 8] 2 ) F N 1) X 24 25 4, i id 2 480
SRR U X IR 0 JE R 9R JEE, fi 2449 30 o P 1] 38 4 )
0 2050 7 3 A % . 5 2 R T S s A& DL B0 R %
PR I R 3 4 D 2% ) AR AHEE, GDBNAN 7 22
X HEAT B UL B, A Aot S 1l B 51K
HE B 2K HZ I EE ] 7 — B SR RER
DBN #RY I AR 5 22 A4 I 8] 7y B4 1 X ) Y 58 L
PE R, S2fm b, AR X TA) B0 B 45t DA K 3 15 4
MIFAERE A, HAER E KA AR R, 1R
P v B B2 UL S o0 2 R RO 8 ) R A
ROTE.

2017 4, Dang 553t 17— Pl & 30 & R R
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W (1) v B Bl s DL 7 9 28 25 4y 2 2] kY 2071k
RE M 0 7 20 22 INF A 149 i X (1) 74 0 34 0 3 759 1 FH
155, FER F 2 A5 K1) SR T 4 48 = 2 1), DASR T+
TERISR AR R, T HERR - 15 250k 1 i A RS, 3% B2
W28 BN A A, A T i — D mRRS BE, ARAT
B JG XA T —Fhl A MRI A DT #45 T- 304
DLt Hir D 2% 25 ST HE B8 (%) i 2850 S 3 % I 445 13 03
FER TR S R T REAE B N 2% T 4y 3t
AT, oM S S S IR T
] (Tractography-based, TB) ¥4 %k, H-FIH—
A4 R A 2 B0 DR OF 0 bR B S5 S B AR
P, SR 5T TB 114 % ) DBN, & 3R1G 6
Y R AR Ak 1 o K5 S I B2 N 2% . 1% 5 15 R DBN
P07 N %) R 5 R0 S AL, R84 7R A R ]
{00 106 DX [R] (1) 22 AR . sieie 25 BRI, 7 VAR R
RS B AN E A v 3 B R AT R RE.

BT DUt S0 4 2 PP o344 2R B R T VR AR i b2
— PR R R 772, SR A T B I A Bk 3 77 X
M EMRT Fieds = i) i 25N B P 2, 5 AR 2 1
B EFZ AL B TR, (AR I VEA AR AE —
SE R BR 4, HH TS DL 3 b 286 R B AN A8 &
GUERAR TCIEG FEHT a2 S IR B
Rl AN BEA R F MR i 17 B 7 45 1R 1 )
i X [) P 200 R e 422 . T R B 2 DL 37 ) 2 e 8 %1
IEE) AN [5] E 200 FR) I 2850 97 3 42 P 8%, 2L 7 5% B i AR
[rgAsE, (HEEZE DBN BRI E i 2 Hootk a5
[ERERTE LI

2.2 ETREBEERRAGE

BT ey R B R T vk B AEE AN D IR
1) I RE B H 5 77 v 1) e 3 i X 22 (] 14 R S oA
25 2) A IR R G DX T Fr ] SR X 4 DA SRAS SE L 1)
i 2050 N S e 0 245 . SIS T vk SURT 4 R 3 I ()3 S
(AR T VR0 3T R A7 TR 7 .
2.2.1 ETHEFEIRAGE

FE I [R) i JE R S 7 v — 2R fMRT 44
T A3 i (5 SR TN 224 i s 221 i (X 222 ) 20 o7 32 2% 1)
J5iE, WRTTEAMN T3/ T MR Fdls 1 7
REME, T L BEA% B HE Mk XU 5 2 S R SRk
IO R 5 | A — S v i b U 1) R T
PR T B ARE T ENLE R A A, T X
A DLy 92 T 4% 2 A R R R 3 7 vk 3 T AH
S AR ) 4 R 3 T A 2 ) A R U T v

1) JEFHE 22 AR R AR B 7 v

BT AN SR B IR 7 2 — R i 1)
Ny A5 S T 24 i g [X 1) 255 B 2 1) g ¥k, g vk

SiR YA UM 2 PR R 5% SR AFAE b B2 A, RIAERS 4
HIT 8 XA 5 1EAT OB, 55 0 N A i DX s
EMRI I [ 5 1 6 3R A5 58 A0 10 T 45 2%, AR Je
A SRR i X TA] P A 22 AN B R 5% A
LNk B I AR AT HE A, ) A I 3 P R
A B[] U AR TR B 0f fi X TA) ) A% 22 288 R SR Ok
F, A AR R T vk R 3 X 2 A A ) 2 1) 8] R OG
2, B 5 O BRI R IERE. O 7RI A,
T2 AR R R AR A% 222 RLER O3 i O VR AR 4k
SEH, BLAR SR AF RS AN RS A b 22 AN PRLER ) 4%
Jiik. XL Tukk AR T E MY RE 6 ROt i
I o DX 18] Py (] F22 43, T EL AT DA S Hy A1 8 40 B
TR G5 SR 3 BRI .

b, IR 22 AR U R s T ]
TR AN [RI A R B B AP 2235 B 45 5 8] A 18 2R
TR FR, DT SER i b 220 e i X 1) ) RN B, T2
(i AR T T SO A T AR T AT 18] 4% 34 bR J50RT 4
BIUEAT 170 3 o B8 S5 AU N (RO 22 AN AR g i
WERREEPE Y, ARG NE R ER % T HEAEA.

BE & R 22 AN DR R I B A AN A e, 62875
R CIZ PR R Tt 1 X R e R P SRSk AR
WA, Rk AN DR OO AR S AR 2 A 22
PRURTTE Syt i X 1R R AR 2R PR R R R P 3 13
B DRI, 7RISR Y, 5 T A% 22 AN LR AR
9 7 9% e 0 A R X T e 1k R A e A 1) R R AR
T A 7 R PR Ao 2205 B R

2015 4, Ting S — M2 T2 6] [ & H
[ JHAE A (Subspace vector autoregressive, SVAR)
TR R R o 280 7 3 43 X 245 1) 75 4k Sl A T IR
TR 4 EMRT B8 HEAT B4, SR AEARYE T
B L 22 AR [l AR, JF R A A 1A A T 5
AR DX TR RS 22N R G &R, e 2R U 45
IR SF 1) R 28 % ) AR A I 280 B T 2 X 2% . %7
VAR DB R TR AR 4k EMRT B, FRAK T S
MITH S R, SR 1 IR RCR, Be g Pud il )
R FIASLIG X 1] () NS 42 W 2% Oy 1 3 — AR T L
ROESR B, AT E - 1 SR BHERIX
il AL AR SVAR #E R HH 45 & 1 3h 25 RN 42
W28 AR T3 R 2078 SVAR BARLR IR IR
AL, IR IR B YRR 1 22 el 2 i X
[RIERARS AL, FHRPIRAE 2 A1 7 BRAS 7] X A
T DX PR DX 1] D EART SR 2880 SRR A5 X 1] 4 3
SRNIEFE N 2% . ZTTEAZ [ 8 & 11 RS A BRI,
AE SR B I 1) RORE AR 4K O S ) o X ), BA
SR REPEAN SR . B AN 2 A AE T R A A
(14 B2 24 SR S A I 0 — SR R I [X R = 3 FH 1k
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2016 4, Wei Z54& i —F il & B IS 2 70
& = A DR SR 07 9% B0 VR HE R 1T i i =2 2 BT 2R
(Partial granger causality, PGC) HiEA{wA 7 4H
T (Partial directed coherence, PDC) 5ikMHZE &
SR AR RS M R A A o AR I X R 2050
FAR9y 79 2 A0 5% a) ML EMRI s H 5584
W PGC H PDC W BE, FF3R BUM 7 72 FE B 45
R b) R E 28 R A B Ul 4R,
BB S REHEEN PGC M PDC I 353 2 F 1
Ve, I S 2 AR W D etk A AR 1Y
iR git B2 ma R RENER, IHRYE PGC
A PDC A — S FE 5 25 AR i i X 8] ) 580 S %
BITVESS G T I g AR R L, A
XA 25 M 38 B 1 AR A AN R ) 5 B s, T HL
RS 24 S B 1 AN [ A0 26 11 K] S e )82 AN 3 1% 07 9%
AEAE XS AR B SRR ) A

2017 4, Karanikolas 551311 T — M T 2%
s =2 25 DRI SRABE TR YR 0] o X i) 295 1 i 4 1) 7 ) G
o0 AR S AE AR 2 MR AIE 7 [B) N JE I 22 4% 2% 21 Rl
I DX ) PR DR SR G 2R B S MR I X EMIRT 893 )5 B
(6] 7 B4 g 22 T B 1t [l VA AR, IRk ey e 31 AR
WA KA R 1), R 2 A% R B AR ek [l A A
MitT PGC &, RERAEZZYIRIENES
MR A A, @I L2 JEBN Tk B A
BRI T B 5 ) SREARSR IS AR B iR I B A
WA, 2z s 2228 DR S Bl T o X TR £ 285
PEEFE. 1% 7R AR AL B E 2 P s ], v
iy L i 21 o DX 1) P A R A AH AR FH SR &R, IR
FE TR 2 4% 5 ST R AR R IIRS 3K
137 RUFHIIR AR,

[F4F, Meier S5 H — Fluke A% G Y F 4% 36
TSR T 8 HE SRR AN A K DR A5 J2 7 1)
(7900, 1 SR B DT H54 A g i X ) F) 225 40 i
FEm 2 85 I AR B Y s S X RPIR S, #h
T X (R I R, AP A s 09 T SR — AN i [X
&35 2 75— AN X A4S S, AR TR AR /N
B0 i DX TE] A B ), RGBTSR PA (Pos-
terior-anterior) FRECK A T8N K B2 = 145 SR
BN A R AR . 107K 2R TS B R 1A% 34 00
T3 RAL T 19 X 1) )45 B A8 4 mi JE M B 1), 2
—MAER A AE S BEAE LA RO T

2019 4F, Chockanathan 52 H 7 —Ff KA
FZARFE (Large-scale Granger causality, 1sGC)
TIEST TR0 KRR i X 1] PR 280 8 32 42 I 245 .
ZITVEE Je R T B o Aot s 4 MR 8 i2: 47
B, SR G AEARHE 2 [A] vh i 32 2 Jo ) & [l AR

FErH SR B X A 1sGC FRBCR AR R G &
o 2R A 2 [) PR R 1) 5 SR i) 31 s 4 s () ) A
T 7 2 i RS I He X 2% . SRR 25 IR B, 1% 7 iEAE
i AAL. Harvard-Oxford Fl Brainnetome %5 £ i
PR AR BTl 23 R R RRASE G (XL 3513R15 1 R 45 1 iR 51
ROR, R AR RS R B2 Y 4 S it 1 —Ffm] &
1F-Bt.

FE TG ANDR SR R O V2 2 — S T I TR
SE G R ) o RN T 1 7V, — & BT A B ]
IR N MEG (Magnetoencephalography).
EEG (Electroencephalogram) &%, il 4n: i
P& H AR = 17 [0 U3 3 R DR SR A bR B3 A T AE S 8
221K GP Cake 5L DL fbA H & AR 4 W
7 BOIHERE RA DK ARG ZARBRY k. AT
MBS T] 43 F 2 A A AR 1) EMIRT 25080 tH e SR A5 4
U B 22 A DR SR U0 4 SR 368 o 34 DU R 1T i )
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Table 1  The comparisons of several typical identification methods on human brain effective connectivity networks
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