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A5 T B R AR B R 3B R A AL B Th B8 P 2% 2A 4

APt & gt

(" BRSSO 2B T AR S R R 270 B 5 17 B e s 2 R A 2 0 B2
S B R A o) R T i Ak R S A, K 300387)

W E AR R (precision functional magnetic resonance imaging, pfMRI)A& 35 /& £ A AR ol &
K% fMRI $H% 09 —Fh BB K4 Kok, ME T % IMRL A P AT BA R R Y S HE, 25 @THTH
B RAF T ARG R RS R RAB L F A IR ok, A EORBE TREBTEMKD
KIsAFiE, BB &2 HENENf LA, 45Kk, X SR RMIZF HNI) BB ULR 6 MR E 57
ANRIRF] . B R IR T A AL . MR B AR AR R . MR R R K0 KRS TR M A RS A SAS A B
AABTT AR A M AR, ZEFARRTARBHERLAAELRL ., RARFREZE LR
TTIA LI B TR M B AR E ST ARG X F, B 5B 5 A AR R W Bt i
T E ARt E, 2R E T kB RS AS IMRI A= S SR RS FER T

KEEWR HEAREERRE, BARRE, MRER, FiiEs

FES  B84s

1 5|87 WE . OREPR A ZLAE | TR 2% i BRAE 48 (Barch, 2017
" . . Karbasforoushan & Woodward, 2012; Mayberg,
N %; 1;2 Et.KW;’“g %‘*ﬂt,ogawa Jﬂﬂim e 2007; Sha et al., 2019), {4 MBI, XEH
it Lunc E)naﬁmagne ic resonance imaging, V9 B 1 1 I R 0 A 025 2 71 PR
fMRI) 8 5% A\ ik 2 B L) & (Kwong et al., 1992; orp A L AL T e S AL 1Y
Ogawa et al., 1992), IMRUZHUE I TIEAK  pein ot ok by st T4 o) e 20
KiKDhte ) —m w2 T H, fENAIMER 2 O ) AT T8 25 3 (L 7 A P 1
M BRI AR 2 BRI R, R T 9 T o
2 At St et b 7 AT FE A 24 R R B
MEEA B B A 2N A R b e et . Hop— LU TR o 22 5 FHL 41744 3 55 R T
A B R T S T B B (resting state et ke
‘ . N BOLD RS A B & ZMEHMEES, M. RE
functional connectivity, RSFC)%%TA%E’JHW@J A E T HGE 3 A 3 (P jéijj)%[]iﬂiélgljﬁ
HE R 25 2140, UnERIA W 2% (default mode network, 1 ﬁ?pé&\ﬁ‘{ﬁfafﬁﬁﬁﬂg(gqo TV
DMN), %10 % £ (frontoparietal network, FPN)3%, Mil%?ﬁ}(ﬁ[ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ@éfﬁﬁ(mu 2016), 4T
X B8 JE T 7] — T RE R 45 %) i X 8 B AR ] BETE &S e TR 0 L2 A 5 T
(8] L AFFE 43, (BB AT i Ta] L 2 80 S 5 B A oG ﬁ’ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ@m;‘ﬁﬁﬁwﬁ R T 5
935 A (Doucet et ., 2011: Power et al. 20113y 30 oyl S W15 o2
Yeo et al, 2011); 3 H— LT RAFHPeR TRL R E5(Elliott et al., 2021), [FI, JEl—H5 %
A F% R 4% () S BEBE RS AR AR BB &R, IR s i B HE IMRT S K S B I ot %
AR B T RE T 25 20 SURF AT IR ST, XA O TR
WG H FRAVERS ME D) BERE LR 1% o Gratton, Kraus
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WAE1E#: 44E, E-mail: jinhua@mail.tjnu.edu.cn WO AR AT AT R SR |, 4R 2O kAR

2078



FE1H

JETOr A RS RERE IR R R A A D R 190 2% 2H 2 2079

TR A SR B S R A0 R PR N FH 7 T R B R
W RT S, An3R B) & RE 39 4 (Transcranial
Magnetic Stimulation, TMS) 8™ A4 S L HE A5 | B1
A AE ALK SEIF 5 P 25 B4 1 R I R A I
ZIA 225, XHAYTRUR RGBSR 4tEwY)
Prac R R A, SR AE . HIX U LT
pfMRI J5 i & I, S i A58 R 550 (X
HE TR HL MM AZR . MEEZEFMW T
), B2 H 7R T B B 5 e kS bl
PRI IR T Y B A SN B ), AR,
NZ GRS pMRI J5 ik MR R S5 48R T
ARIE B T RE M 25 4120, S T 3 & 055 AR,
I 1 5 = X ik 6 AR 1) R G RS . 7R,
FET 2020 4 K LU B9AH O SCRR (S pfMRT SCHK
B 1 71.7%), ASCRGEWmE TR A pfMRI J5 i
R DI RE W 2% AU AR 25 57 . ARG R
KIS REE 7 . A MM AL AR AT

RE 100 245 1) 252 Ji& A5 AT SR A B 0T 50 R B RGP 19

BT AR H AL, FF A LA, 4R
TR E— R R TT ,  ARRRE A AH S
SRl B 0 A0 S5 B 1o P 418 3 B S 4

2 pfMRI @&

pfMRI AJ5 FJ& T —FhEE R LKW, RIXF
AT R BT EIE MR 544, B IHZ
AR K M T e 2 78 43 00 BT R o IRk, AE
— 2 i pfMRI BESE D, @S 2SN
45 . 4n MyConnectome £ EE & T4 18 ™A
) B () B85 N RS B I 25 R IR [T A& . T2
SIS AN SR HK & B% (Diffusion Tensor Imaging,
DTD]. HIREMR (LS SMEEE) . HERIL B
A% 15 48 B8 (Poldrack et al., 2015); 4B fH SR8
(Midnight Scan Club, MSC)A#E &N T 10 %4
B EEHRITL AR . T2 A& . B3R i
& 153 1% (magnetic resonance angiogram, MRA)
0 H Y% #e ik 1L % 1% (magnetic resonance venogram,
MRV)]. DIRE4R (B AT 55 25 Fl— 2 #h 450 3
MW M ). A ) (Gordon et al.,
2017), HAMTREAG IR, BARX AR RS
TRBETZABEENERE, BHEMWREZH
pfMRI BFFAUE T #5500 LB 7R A AR 3
RE M8 REAE . 7EIXSEHF5E D, #E A fMRI 44
WFHIAE 0.4~32 /NI Z[H], BT R EIEETE 565

~79360 A 45 Z (], AT UL HCAE 314 IR 1) 15 B
it EEE T LS MR BFSE(— M 5~10 435h).
[, Sy 7 3k — 2D 4 o Kt B, DRIEAS 1R 25
(RS E Y, pfMRI BT F 3k 2h M 4T T8
JERRBIFET, AnfE 280 pfMRI BFET Y TAL #i
PR 5 2V A (framewise displacement, FD) K
T 0.2 mm AY &% (Dworetsky, Seitzman, Adeyemo,
Neta, et al., 2021; Faskowitz et al., 2020; Gordon et
al., 2017; Lynch et al., 2019; Perez et al., 2023), i
258 MR WFFE B AR R FH G 5 12 0k 3k gl e e gk
Trift— L pga i, BRI T Iy B ER ]
THEIMIERS B E(— B IMER FD > 0.5 mm [ [&15)
(Duda et al., 2021; Fan et al., 2021; Power et al.,
2012; Sripada et al., 2020; Tarchi et al., 2022), Z¢ |
KA, FECT LSS IMRI J5i%, pfMRI X Edi i %4
BT RAR R T T S AR

B2, KIRBUNEE &8 F A S pfMRI JF
IR . FTREDR I pfMRI A 58 2 %
KA, BFIEE IF A0 E 2 KA 43 4 i a) mT LR
EARAFEGE . TSR I AL ZE R, Pr LU AT RESY
T AERKE . Hit— 25X IMRI EE =
EARGRAR B M O R AT T8, A AT
KB EE, Kok A T — AR TMRI £ 7>
BN ER 53, LA B 3 BN 3R 15 ) 45 SR 48 b i AR
AL N A 1 1 i B (R DG P b e ¢ ) 245 2R ik
FaiE), i — WA S, Fta e M bl a1 i A2 1k
#aF . Laumann Z5(2015) 1 Jext KK i J2 T fig 1%
R R E MR T THRTE, KN ZEDTHE 40 73
A ARk S B A REAR TS BN RS MRS R (r >
0.9), Gordon 45(2017)iF— ¥R 5% T Ho A I &= $5
AORSEPE, AR AL R B 2 10 3B B I
B, W45 Bd (network  assignment) Fl 4= J5) 55 R )
W 90 738, H 100 7B EHE B A S 5 &R
BENRFEET < 0.65), AT HE—L K, K
G 1 J22 AN ) DX 38k 14 g R % He A 0 Tk L A7 7E 22 57,
Wl 30 Zr B R, A 28%I i X R )
HE T 0.7 AT EEME(Lynch et al., 2020), H#T
MG F S22, — SO R gE & B R 22 S 4 1 T g 3%
R o T 3R SEARG, PRI O X R R T
k. 4 Marek Z5(2018)%& BH 90 4340 ) K4 A RE 18
ZINING By B 3 He 1k B mEE A IS T R R 22 Y
iR, WIFRE 100 2041 (9 448 (Greene et al.,
2020), % RhOECHE Y B R R AT RE X 28 X
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EARME M LA 55 LA, Raut % (2020)3i4 & BLAH
BT E A, B H /S 4514 (temporal lag
structure, KA [R] X 35 7 3l 3 e ] A ) B A e
P2, TRE 100 540 LA L EEE A se s R e
PIAMERSE SR . BT UL BRI SCENEM K EZ
Gh, AT B G R TR E B, 3G A
YR B AR RE 18 7 5 21 BB % 4% 1 ] 4 1 (Bergmann et
al., 2020; Noble et al., 2017), [ & il & (Y
fMRI 33X F UM A AR 74 T fitg 2 #4550 Ak
WAM. B2, S RUL pfMRI J5 k%L
PE T RAEAR RN X 38 . AR 45 R4 hR . AT
BB Z M ERRES

3 MELTHREM 4K AR

31 INEEMBHAMNMEER

Poldrack 4§ (2015) Xt Al 47 T
Y FMRI B BRI, BT S LIEH Poldrack
RWSEXT S, TE 18 A H BT R B5 EE I EE T 24
PSRBT . A B R T AR T RE W 45 40
LU E M AR S, I ELIE B S Rl A A Al 4R
LA AR W2 73 S (58 WR AR A 3 R S5 4R A A A
AR, BRSPS T B SO I e T IR
AW

W, BEFEE I EEOCTE S AE T pfMRI
T B A AN B2 )2 Dy e W 45 2 ZURRAE .
Laumann 5£(2015) & 462510l i pfMRI kxR
g Jz JZ AT AR AY X 38 %)) 43 (areal  parcellation),
R BT AR X3 5 W A A (T
120 Z#5 B A £ 54 K143, Gordon et al., 2016;
Wig et al., 2014)F1 AAL #Ak e L, 3 H S
A 55 Wos R B — BUE (IE 55 s i AR 5 Ak
XA 53 AH AL, RIS A 2 (8] R 30 R B R i T
REM %A 5, XU Ar & B AL TP AR A W 4%
(association network, U1: FPN, DMN, &R 35 M
#% (cingulo-opercular network, CO)Fl i & W 4%
(attentional network)), Gordon %5(2017)~ T 13
BT G R R, WET 10 APk
pfMRI ##E(MSC HHE4E), %W FRAEIE R DIEEN
MDA PREZ T IR 1, 3 —25 & B 86
it 5 UIRE M R R FINAS R AR 25 S A X N . B
T AZEKNMZ 48, Bergmann %5(2020) % Bl % B K
TIReE R B B AR AR, I BB T e
A B R L D s B AT IR A (H 5 AR

oA TR )02, 2 B 2 T BB ) 4% A 2L A PR 00
R RGEMREG REZERA Z5, ALK
Jilg () A AR () AR S R BRI A RS 34N, Ren
(202 1) N IR ] A A W 5 BE = 1) A8 S AT
T, 2RI )ZE AR 5 5
FERFUSEZ, I B W58 5 2 R 5 X R
I 5EGLIE Eh )R E IR DI RE S, SRR
PR AR TR R Y D R A, X U T 5E KR Y
AR XSS TG BALBE, & AR R X
MRS THM SRS I L, AMUSR T
REE AR, 0 W FE 48 7 B (8] i IS 245 4 A7 72
AR 22 5 H I A0 i TR B B AR A TSR T
REE BB, (RIS S5 A PR e T 22, [HIL
AT I REE R TFE T KA EIEE (Raut et al,
2020).

T EEEMNE IR AT A TR AR T
RS He & e (UFREE T S M T BE % 4%, nodal
functional connectivity, nFC)#47AY, %7k LLT
MAEH RIS AT Be Y A T, THE AT
SRS, XM EREREEE
ASREAH AR T g B A W AR B L 4% 31 (edge) Z 1]
MYAHE ICFR o AR, AE A A2 STl %o 9 2% 321 4H
HAERM AT C &N T HE IR R HLE MR
PRAL T EEAL M (Ahn et al., 2010; Evans & Lambiotte,
2009). F£F 1, Faskowitz %5(2020)32 H —Fk A
FE 3% 422 300 A X A R K i 3y i ) 4% 2R A 7 AR 52 1Y
HEHE, B i P A4~ X35 =2 18] 355 2l A 5 s B s ] 71
JETFRERRAE <21, P45 il =22 (8] 0 AH 5 M 4 PR AE
I F 31 19 Iy BE % $% (edge functional connectivity,
eFC)., ZMF5E KA pfMRI FiLUESE T eFC tn LA
TIRAERAEFAE, I H nFC L MEA G5 eFC H AR
RN, UEEH T PEEAR S T M4 R SRR Y A SRR
B REZAE BAMG T o AR, S R A
BF nFC, eFC FrEA MM RS, . Bz
B R o T A R, 7T LA R R B2 )2 0 B )
28 SR (BB — A A B 28 R TR A R 2%, X 2
nFC ANEEX B, FEIEMFR Z G, Jo, Zamani
Esfahlani 55(2021)%} Faskowitz 5% A (2020)F /5%
ST E N, I B — BB T T eFC g
) 2 S P28 FE R G K A RRRAE o 25 50 e 3
F eFC i i () & M4 MR I T ol re 51k,
I FL A S v A g ol PRI 4% . 00T RT3 00 3 2 X 8%
5 nFC g5 RIEA—3 . WF5H TR E S 4%
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1Y & BXE T8 R KAk D pe B A B X, X Fh)
eI 1Y HE B AT RO 0 45 2 2 A — A S S )

EAUIIE, 2T 4505 R 20 g
FUERE R, MBURE . Ak B
%% (Blumenstock & Dudanova, 2020; Li et al., 2015;
Mink, 2001; Satterthwaite et al., 2016), {H[X %2
T EERAS B AHRT R /]S, A 3k S 55 ) 1 R )
FE ) 4% 40 ZURRNE B8 N 45 2 9 20 7 24 07 I IR A,
5 3O T A 34 T AR 3 A T 5 AR A 19 I IR
WAL Ty TSN R e . DR TR — 0 5 K2 )
BEM A LM Z A8, i — Ll 58 E F T 5T
PR AE R KRN S5 R A R T i P 4 2 4R
Mo BHEEE R I/ 1 2y BE ) 46 784 2 B A7
25, WG BE R 2% (4 7 B RS 45 07 5 4R
B TAR, I B/ ) 2% 70 Bl =2 [B] 1Y 722 S5 LU i 2
BT J34b, 5/ A o 5 is sl A ¢
BN s AH I, 80% /M 2 5 B b R iy M
TIREA OG0 W 45 (BR A 45), Tz 3l P 404X
B /NI ALY 19.8% (Marek et al., 2018; Xue et al.,
2021), [F#E, Greene %5(2020)7E 5 J5E 1 28 15 1 [T
P kT MEDIBEM S AR S, A5 K2
TR K AEAL, 8 T4 M4 (an . FPN, =4
Do &%, T 4% ) 1 IX 3R R 11 B KA i ] AR
5o KT, Sylvester Z5(2020)i8 i pfMRI 77
R MHAFE =D F X BIABIZNF X (default
mode subdivision), M4 % F X (dorsal attention
subdivision) . 454 FIX (unspecified subdivision),
X =ATF XA B WAEEME AR, =4
XRARYE 5 KR B W e & #1724 1Y,
WA FIX 5 DMN 775 ik 19 T B8 i 5,
1B 33 o e 455 1) 2 B 2 428 2 2 7 24 9 Bl
BHET: o Zheng Z5(2021) Wit pfMRI J7 541
SRRy N TR A K, Hh DS
DMN f£7E 5 Y Dy 82, 1 )5 & 5 Tt
1012 M 4% (parietal memory network, PMN){7-7E
SRNTHREE Rz, I H X Fho ekl 4 5 2 T f 0 45
4 1 800 43 T 55 TG AH — B 0 S SC B A 2 i bt
FRBANERTEE A5 X5 K2 Re %%
B4 515 DMN I PMN (14 45 i1 BRI Rz, {5
XS NG R AL V-2 AR A BT . Gordon 45
(2022) 0] X SR AR ) R 45 6 AT T Rl 43, )
T 10 AT M4, k86 W 45 (1) B A7 74
25, HENTRE S HIE T 80RK 2 8180 K2 1

B, TEZERR P F AR S XA %
R, ZE b, R BN TR T A
1% ) BE 090 £6% 20 ZURFAE B2 LA AR R) A8 S, JF HL3X
B XA (4 78 R LR 2 XU R, X R TR A PR
9 YA T 2o AR v T B ) B S AL R,
AT R 2 A DG AR AP 5 FSCR o s AR 17 FH e 4
B2, VWA ptMRI J5 ik A ] X 33
(R B J2 70 B2 J2= 454 ) o AN [) Bl o3 A £ 2
(nFC Fl eFO)BHE/R T MBI THREM L5 11, FIE
W7 AR A9 78 S o o 8 i) 2 e ) 24
M8 5 F B ARG 5, i HAEAS [A] AR
THRGEAAE . AT IER T pfMRI J7
EAXTFAT MR 7 AR R 3, B REGS
Fa 8 Y48 78 R KRR AR s 55— D7 i, AT 43
FEEREIR, UAEA VB B h ir &% 2
AR 22 AR A B TR R S A I WF 9T 45
PRI 5 B0 90 B E R 5T Bt B s S R Xt ()
RUMEAZ J& . HHTC A 5T X ) B T8
HRIAT AR R TSR, RO — BRI 24828 57wk
FEF L RWFFE AT LK K K2 Fl Rz 2 45
FE P D) RE 190 205 2 LU A7 AR A AR TR A8 S P o R e B
fill B, HFRERE T HRMMA, ARG HF
Y10y B i H A = A 22 5 09 XS R R A TR AR
IR 3 B [X BRFRAE <0 4% 78 F , Seitzman %5(2019)
RN TMEE, O BT S R0 4% 8 S 1
AN AR AT g R, 2 e AL E . K
/INFIT I 14 ) RE ) 28 PE R Z [ [R) o {ELZ: R 2%
W AE O Z WA e, B2 th AR &
W2, AR S Y D) AR i e S T R 1 1)
25 5 0y ARXE R, 33X 5 T — 9 43 19 BIF 5T 45 R A —
B MR Z )G, —SH o83 X 4578 5 1 4%
T HRFIESEAT T IR EE % %8 M, Perez 45(2023)#R 5T
T A S IR R, A BRAE A T
KA FRE R, 722K 728 5 R B AR B/ ME AR
SRR 2 T H AN S RE 9 2% 1 28 S A R BN
YRR _EARFFETE 25, 7 DMN, CO fil PMN H1, [
RS E AT AR, MM . HE . AMU
ARIARAZ 3l 4% (somatomotor lateral network, SML) .
PRS- X 2% (medial temporal lobe network, MTL)
t, SR S R EAL T AR K, BESEE A X ]
AE 51T R EBE TR AN X FRA O, AniE & 19 4% D
|22, DMN A [a] 4 M (15 3551212) . Dworetsky,
Seitzman, Adeyemo, Smith %(2021)H3 #5 ¥ 45 45
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{7 B 5 H T 8 £ 3 W 4 0 B, A 4 il
FAT RN S AR A PR 2SR (SR G R i
3.5 mm WG R Ai=A), PR SFIEAE L
B, eEEE LR, RUARTERE
LA A EERA B SMUA T IX, RIS PMN,
B 7 2 /9 4% (the dorsal attention, DAN)FUE 3 iz
5l ) 4% (sensorimotor networks) 5 58 A9 % 2%, Tl
K 2 T IR A S TR G DX W 000 R A A,
F I 5 DMN, FPN FITHAL X £ (parieto-occipital
network, PON) iRt (¥ 3% 22 . Kraus Z£(202 1) W XF4T:
AT MG AT T IRE, PR R I 4
A5 S BSRAFAE — BRSO, (HJRAEAT 55 S M
BT, BRAMEERRE. BRAE. Mg
T BEE AR TEA — 5, T W45 28 S 1
FEBTPE o BT RN R g% AR R 0 0 5 LR,
Dworetsky, Seitzman, Adeyemo, Neta 55(2021)243
AT pfMRI 0 4 F AR 3 18 i 19 245 i 1] (P 7
B vk, R — AR R R A 4 L
i, e 100 AP, 20 4Bl i 5 o BRI
4, 80 MBI E 5 W M 4, TN HCAE R 9 LY
1512 20%F01 80%). 8 i iz & B, 14 A4~ Z L
KPR T e A R — B A X, (R AR
L] — B A X, X g e 2l 4
WD il o R, R T Power
ZEQO1DHE Y 264 4 ROL, TRHIH 153 A 4in]
—HPER ROL, FFAIE T — i i (point-and-click)
TH, iz THA LI 153 4> ROI [ B4k 4k
b A RZ 2 b R AR 3R I X R A 28 A, Bz,
AR5 B 5T AE BT 8 7R T B W 45 -1k 22 7
B AR b, 2R T M A S AR
HACER T AR T B8 M 28 55 20 - 35 I 26 A [R] 19 IX 3,
IF HAE T X0 N 45 28 S g e v, B T 4%
A5 SR BN X R AN AR S 87 | (R ARAE . 4%
ARSI AR X AR MR R 58 B 2 L,
WRIRTT I & FEAR R AL MR WF5E o R
A BRI AR 5 1) DX A A 2 M X5 o o) 25 2R
ot AT f# B B, Tl 45 & Dworetsky, Seitzman,
Adeyemo, Neta Z5(2021) 32 H A HE 51 fin X 2 b ]
P M XA AR ) AR SRR AR R — AR &R .
32 EFNMMEIMBEMEZALERHONME. KEIR

A K

BZ, 3.1 FA T 5T R A ] A T 58 40 A
SL[EE BT T Be 4% 41 VA AR AR S, [t

—BEAIF Y 2 — 20 T MR R A T AR
S, FEEUAS T —E B RSR . W, Wang %F(2021) & B
AN Dy g % FEAT U RE S X AR LA TR,
WER R E 0] LA S| 100%, Hof 3 2 5k A
i X 25 A T R B AR SR (A - A B2 B
B D 1 o R i Q1 1 AN R S T T D
H5ZW5E AR, Yang %(2022)4 78 T A H0E
13 (coactivation patterns, CAPs, K Jliki P AE 1% 32
BifL ) 1] 1) Bl 285 28 k)t w] DA77 A R AF A PR U
S5, LA A A )R AR N v 1 A
AL, B 4b, Jo, Faskowitz £5(2021)% 244
A7 R EAR IS LT (K2 30 474, 25T eFC 1
B R B R BE F L nFC BALF , (A5 nFC —3
2, R KSF AR R 8 (A4 i 1 2%, 30 28 19 2% il
DMN)TESE T eFC By MU b & 45 £ 2R,
X SRR T UIRE 2K A AR ) AR S 2R AR AR A
WL . BR T XA ARSI RG], 0 LR E AW
TEAT: 55 RS 18] (9 I e 24 20 A7 7E 22 57 (Salehi et al.,
2020), FI Porter 2(2023)2% izt 1ot K fii Bz J2 1)
DREIE A P UIMT 55 RS, FE R TA
[F BRI 25 B A 70 26 4%, AR R 945 31 1y 73 26
e XA S5 RS B iU R, A R AN
SRR T AT 55 IR A 1) Il 2y R4 4L 22 5%, T
H R TAE S5 RS TE A 1 S, B AAE
B RN 2 A AE T 25, AR 55 RS
W AFAE . BT, AT T AR
FRIF T AR A i — 20 S T T R I 45 2 2 A 22
5, JF HUEW] T 3 F A R 22 5 HOR AR AR P,
F A J5 A SRR E BT O RRIE R SC R BEE 1
fitl -
33 MEBAMKK FREFIE T B ThEEE

fLfF 3T

H pfMRI Jrikiih 25, A —Sepisi 24
TR 2 R K R &R X AT DR E 4, H
HIIFFE 0 2 56 1 5 AE DMN,, G4 i R A 5T
&N DMN A] BB A7 76 Ty BB AN [ 1 5 I 2%
(Andrews-Hanna et al., 2010, 2014; Leech et al.,
2011), T 2 3 1 %58 T BE 2 25 R0 4 1 40,
REHATXT DMN F M4 pRE# it . Hik—k
WFE A 2R R RS DMN ) 19 265 2H 2 4
94, Braga fll Buckner (2017)55C7E 4 Z#0AF1Y
PN DMN P A-F 45 (4% A FIR 2% B), X
AT P 28 A {H 2 I AL A (6] 1) 2y e i 4 =X, i
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HLP R0 0 TE AR B A FE R 22 5 . (EIL BT
JERYEEAY |, Braga 2£(2019)iF— %M 7T fMRI
CH = 1 BER)EA R P DMN AN 1 R 45 11
SPATHEAT THREE, KIS 4% B % 0 B 1A
A, $UEIFAIE T Z AT R4 I H DiNicola
S5(2020) K LML A FIRIZE B RN R 1T 55
PO, XTFME A, Ui R 7 1 5E 0
55 vt BB e S s A T RI48 B, BT A Bk
P TEO B AT 55 v th B S 2P
YWl DMN M4~ M2 D8 4> B o Gordon 46
(2020) % DMN #47 T B A BRI 43, A1k
10 4l DMN ¥ 84328 9 ASF 4%, F
HIMF M4y DMN B, 382 m AL F
2%, I 3ok L ) £ 55 1F: 55 BT A7 A8 BT 1 XoF R
XF&, FEESZHEHT DMN PEEA R X B 1 T g 53
o b, A BT FETRIT T DMN b H Al j) 45 3%
F2(FPN) B A (8] A8 5, ke B0 o 1) 36 B 0F AN 2%
FPH R A AR TR (10~20 AN, T N M4
PR 42 ), T A T A2 S 2 BAE T A I 2 22
&) i) 32 2 (Oliver et al., 2019), F& T 5 DMN #H X%
7T 2 41, Suda %(2020)2K ] pfMRI J5 ik %} %
F[Bl (inferior frontal cortex, IFC)F X 4T T %I
gy, FERBIFC mI5rh 6 A X, 44515 0l
IFC, H/aMl IFC, # B IX, il IFC, ik
BV e qis s, AR RS R
IR 1 e TR 545 RS i S A ] 45 e
IFC P AR T YRR AR G . VAR Bk R,
X LN 5T 45 R UL T RN ) AR R 43 RS A
TEF— R G RN R XL AT BE A 5T AR B RE . [A)
f, pfMRI Jy B ANE AT L TR AT BE 41
RS S, E R T B I RS Al 1y it LA B
N VIR
34 AMMEW IR ARIR B TR

o 2% A 2 S i 5 Al X SRR A v B e O 4
BT R, AT I ) 22 R DR, A 2%
kT b L, BIFTE A A R X SRR AL T R
R Y £ 328 R R G Oy T K 5 4 R T (Sporns,
2013; Tomasi & Volkow, 2011; van den Heuvel &
Sporns, 2013) LAFEX T P 45 AX 2L (1) BF 55— ft >R
FHA 1 5 5 (Bertolero et al., 2015; Power et
al., 2013), SR ik 12 7 ¥ T 48 75 1) 190 26 HX 40 7
TE— R AR RE, I 2 MK 2 Jr 2 B0 A 1 32 4 )
ZAN R RRIE T BE R B T AR 22 ) D) AR 19 2% 1

Z 5P, IR HIAFEAE(Gordon et al., 2017;
Gordon, Lynch, et al., 2018; Smith et al., 2023),
I —BEBIF 5T 22 1R H pfMRI J5 E548 75 A K
B R AX 2], DL ve IR 1% G2 41733 7 AR AE 9 R PR
P, HE—25 X P XA &R L S HF . Gordon,
Lynch % (2018) % e T3 5 R BN A4 M 25 #iX
AL BEAT T TR, SR T I Z X A AE A AR
P B AE . I, PR R A
Al e B AR L 0 B =2 - 8 il —BRIA T AR A
(control-default connector hub), & X —¥5 il i AKX
4 (cross-control connector hub), ¥l - T % $
HX 40l (control-processing connector hub), iX =X
AR TA B EERX, I R ZEAHK
2 110 458 5 X6 A O 24 2E 21 5 M) A, A7 7R 0 1 1 3K
N o Smith §5(2023) 50 X5 21 S-S5 531 0 X 20 R 4%
BRWAEHT T E, FTELRARETSHRE
TR A ) 25 AKX 201 5 X 4 78 A AR 3D I &,
It H AR Z A A0 3% 2 R B — 30,
XA 5T 45 L B HE B ) 2 X 241 75 T e ) 2% v 2 L
SEAFFERY, ISR TR 0] ) e 9 2% 119 25 5+
P, HE—25 ZRIF AN T A AR5 P e M 4%
HRZL Y % B o Lynch 25(2019) I A4 A7 0 %51 v (3]
HIAR AT 2 AL, FFm L 0 B Ik i (the
continuous theta burst stimulation, cTBS)#I il HX 41
o7 B B0 B LIOER HOWHMT 45 R I E . W5
R, DA B2 W IEA—3, JFHHES
VB AL 5y i A —3, YA cTBS Ml
WX AL 0935 B B 2 XA 95 R A T4, XA Tk
FEJET X} Gordon, Lynch %(2018)42 H i) 2 il —
I T AR AL TGS . SRNTE, ASER S
TR pfMRI J5 % 5Ll T 458 fMRI BF5E 45
T 0 R AR AL SR B, E— 25 S RE T Z RIS
4R PR A AL A, I HLUE B X 48 X 4
TEAN R Z B AR S
35 MEIIEEME LR EMEMEM R

DL A B3R 45 R K 2 DUSAE N R,
ARADAG WF T3 M 119 T B 4 2 5 A Ak 1) AR 57
SE AN B AR ISR AT R TR . A T R
— A8, Cui 45(2020)(# ] 693 4 #iK(8~23 %)Y
27 Sy TR IMRI E0H0E X D) RE 45 (1) kS P
TTTEI . WA, A [FAE 4 g i o 2
AR SRR AR, X AR S R R BT — Sl
FREAIE, 2 o KT 19 il 3 S A AR L BIR Y
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B TURERS & ik AR AEAE — LR T RE W 2% M P 1Y 22
S, 0 BIATE 2 R B I 2% 11 F2 )2 R AIE B 4 4
e R N S O S E2 S E B A P ey
A DG AR I AT e BE R g 0, LA N 4
TEAF I 1 000 v & P B B VE R . E RN
BELH 2 (W] $3% J5 T, Pritschet 25(2020)%F 4 7E
A A 2 N R K 5 T RE I 45 1 ¢ R
15 THEIE, PR 2 LT A O — I 0 396 o R i 3
Al S RN, X G FR T A A IO ) 4%
I LG R PN ) E T ik BB A X D) R 7 AT T
Do AT, O T R I 2% M A7 A — G
R, RICWME RSB WK NS5 REEL
FH A RRCRAEE R (U DMN, DAN, 5 ] ® 2% fl
TR %), Newbold Z5(2020) )5 5= {5 FH 44 29
WO TN I IRIRSE T RN BB 2L vl 284 1%
W R B, B2 S 30T W] W AT AR A,
LSRR % TR ) RO 4132 3h B g 2
HRAC; FERGTIRELL LU L, AR RIS B K2 )2
HR b B (L-SM 1) 5 H Al 32 3 DX B
B8, I HAE X N A _E BF 3R 3 (L-SM L, 72
%8 Blyizs 3l DCRTAS /N iy e 20 30 B 05 2l ik ol
Newbold %5 (2021)7E & il Z Hi A58 45 R (1 B it |
HE— SRS T AT BB, 7 AR 2 b R i
HREM AL EE RPN L-SM1,, 547Kk 35 M
% (cingulo-opercular network, CON) [ i #5234 /i,
SR AIZ B Bz J2 A DX S % B ARG, b i
(3G N 32 B KO & TR S bk b i L BL(CON
L-SM1,, HY F & 1% 3h ik oh o] g 5 9k 35 H 10 230
14 TF H 245 AN T REAK B2 I LA IR S A ), HoAT B

TR R R G 57 DR B A 24 SR B T R Ak,

1117 5 YR A2 2l g )2 Al DX 358 32 2 1 B AT T R 2 A
ki AT 24 4Ll (Hebbian-like) A 43 55 .

W E AT, R pfMRI 751 XM fE M %%
K5 T O S BUS T R R, R R
T AN i 21y 18 190 445 2H 200 Sl R L B ]
52 BN PE FNIREE K R 52 5 AT 5T A7
TE—E IR, T ZARRBTEHAT IR, 0, 7EAMA
T RE R 25 1 & Je k7 1, Cui %5 (2020) Y 27
30 MR BHRAK IR A B2 1Y . B TR A A
2, FDTEE 40 4300 BT EUE A BRI R E
MRS R . I ELABI 5 i B 04 47 1% 15 B A
AR, KEHEY L, P AR T REM
KAL) A 5 (Gratton, Smith, & Dorn, 2020).

PRI, ok & M9 0 — A~ 27 ) %2 &
YRR IR T 2 1 = B i IMRI $04E, [RlAsS
2 JEYE N K R PED S AR I B, RSO bR 4 i
N Ty B P £ 76 N — A= rh R ] kAR AR Y o
AR REM 45 1y T S8 D7 1, HRTIBER £ 2
REELENEINAIAT RIS 7 2 BB E & Ak
IRe ™ 4 iy, A0 B GEOCTE M 2 RGN
BB TIRE M 2% AR £k DL B & Fha YT B T fg
W 45 By el stz G T AT ST T T & R G R 1)
T . 2Wr . IBIT LA BRI RBOR 1938 R AT A
BAEEEE L,
3.6 IR AR

H pfMRI J5 ksl e, —Lemtse ik oy 1
FENG R I o] BE AR B R T ), AR Y
HAEN T AT TR, Kb —A~EE
JETE TMS AT AN AR O R 04 2 7 o AFE R
% & B Y R ¥ 5 W 0 A [l K )2 (subgenual
cingulate cortex, SGC)Z: 5 5 i A1 3¢ 1 3 ZM /i
A JZ )2 (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)[X.
B, TMS B AR IR B9 50 B - (Fox et al.,
2012), Cash, Cocchi, Lv, Wu Z£(2021) 5 JeiE T
T pfMRI 5 R 5 1A VA Ak R EOHE R 2 R B
T 5 SGC Wt mThigiEE, I B S AL B A —4F
WARBEN TR, HAEAS [ B A P A 8 o5 B A A
Z5, ALZFTE-THENRREFERZD
fMRI %45 (20 438 LA 1), [RE, Cash, Cocchi, Lv
Hl Zalesky (2021) 5 SR B4 2R FH pfMRI £8, {H A
i1 Bl 13 4340 1 MR 2504 or 2545 19 R4k
a5 R B8 W3 VIR SR TT AR, R L o
U E AR A AT 5 22 TR0 BE B SR T AR A
WBEMRMICCR, HITZFREM B SHFEHE
TR 2Z H) A R B S IR YT ARCR TC 1 2 AH G . 456 Cash,
Cocchi, Lv, Wu %(2021)2R Ji] pfMRI J7 i X 4~ 44k
JHCHE A B RS B AL, X PRI SE 2R R U T %
JLAERR R TMS JRITRUR T B A B 1.
Sun 55(2022) ) XF A A £ il 8RR 0 T R 1 4D
FE 0 BT R (PR 207 38 5040 o v 0B ) iR AT
THRFE . B JoX T DLPFC-SGC Wy i [ i 4%, JGit
R 2 IARAE B, BT 40 340 LB
fMRI 45 A G 8 FAF 0L T 4173 B A5 94> 14k
05, HRXF TR /N (inferior parietal lobule,
IPL)-¥F Th ) IE )35 4, W2 5/ 8 4 B ds
A BEUE HATI T 4734 B AR 9 MMM AR, %0t
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JETOr A RS RERE IR R R A A D R 190 2% 2H 2 2085

¥ 48 S I AN (7] DX 38 1) I A ) R A T
TR RO, X065 Z A5 2 AN R 2
A8 I 265 A AR TR AR SR Y 22 % 96 . Lynch 4§
(2022)7E 1T ABFFE I BE Al 1, 5200 7 —FhoBr /Y o
FEARAL TMS HISOHE A5 00 % - 1) T 6 ) 6% 3
¥ (targeted functional network stimulation, TANS),
T AE UL I S5 4 v A W AR R TR S
771 (R4 Al — MINT AR AR R0 )l ADM
J7 2 (TE B — B BRI 24 X rp & B RB A8 de KAk
3755 FE W 3 B, TANS e AN 17 %t 5
H AR KIS, T L B AR T X B AR X3
Sk, VEB TR T TMS 5o 8 A 9 il 38
PSR, OO EA S, BLAk, A
F 5T 2 2R A pfMRI J5 %5 5 2 RE IR AR 2 i Dy 68
W 28 R AE AT T #8585 . W1, Gordon, Scheibel 4§
(201845 T A3 P il 45 4 (traumatic brain injury,
TBI) 5 i 56 % M . RSFC A4 J5 B 38 B 1
(posttraumatic stress disorder, PTSD)A & &, %M
5% F R I RT e B0 i 5 PTSD e
PR e R B AR &R, RSFC 5 H B 52 2 4 ml LA
6] @ B PCL-5 BB F 1Y 41%, Laumann 4§
(202 1) IR ZE T Bl 77 390 v XU 25 1 T i T 4% 2H 41
S, R KR FE ) M 3 R 3 IARLIR,
It BAEZ SAE S I XS B B2 . [\
A D RE 28 kAT T EBT A 4, X EBAR
ATER I AT A K, 25 B TR, pfMRI
J7 A G PR sk O R B R4 0% A A S RTIR
JERUAR, TR B H 12 W Fa Y7 H R T LA
BT

4 RBEEFRE

BZ, ptMRI JrikfEIR R BE M 45 41 2L 4
RS ARSI R X IR T AR . Ak
Do 28 MR AL PR L AR R I 4% 1) & S Rl 9
NG PR R FH 5 IO T — 2 R i R, R
A T MR BFFE s g3, %t T
35 715 R AR P9 SR AR T B R R A IR 14 12 W
B B EEE X {H AT A T 5 7 56 i ] S
7 BB A — s R BR T, A R oA kit — 2
(RIS R D, AN S A I ST IR ST PR T i D 2% 441
BT HMEER . pfMRI J7 75 B K p 3
] . pfMRI 7EAT 55 B8 A A58 40 1 5 F
FEH N E R0 %

41 NMEIheEMEERFRSITAMNEX

HAkEE, CARZUIIFR pfMRI J5 i A
A2 S BERRT KM ) RE ™) 26 41 4L A1
sk, S ARG R $2 BRI 5 3 A6 BB R I PR
07 FH e 7 R B ) B 5 TR 2% S, R
4 B S B B S (HAE H AT AR SRR R,
FRAT ¥ JC 1 o 33X 2 i B R 1 R 22 S BT AR 1Y)
TR o AN d Y R R S
K I SR A T i T B ) 4 A AR AE AR A
HI R X SRR A 5 A A 52 B 1 AT A 2 AR 1K
Fo HIEAT A WF 50 S B Al A, A
X ARG 19 28 RPAIE 547 S AR DG HEAT T IR R M
BIRTSE, JF BEA R ARy — A AT IR A B 4
(Bergmann et al.,, 2020; Dworetsky, Seitzman,
Adeyemo, Smith, et al., 2021; Kong et al., 2019;
Seitzman et al., 2019; Yang et al., 2022), JFH, X
SERF YR 2 2 kT i R I AT 1, FESE IR 1Y
Fa e Pk b AT BE AT TE— & [ 8 PRI, R JH pfMRI
T7BEERTE R RE R 48 45 i 54T R IR OC R
AR RM I Ty ]

42 ®Ed pfMRI FrE R E

X T pftMRI ik, REWFFF AN —4
JR FRE TR ALK A BT ] . QAT TR, A B
BEOIfeE N A 2 AW E 40 s aAk
SEE, TR )2 T S AR RN (R S 434 BT AR B
BN . XS T =AW R, S,
fMRI X T3k 3t THUR, TR d R rh s 204
SRk o TR T 8 Sk BN S A AR A
PRIXE, JCHRRARBOS (R . JLE AR AT
TER B G aY Sk iz 5h), ok 45 Kot o B i R 1
ST MEFE (Gratton, Kraus, et al., 2020), %f —., fMRI
B2 R, K ] B ISR A8 25
B2, ZJmRIE pfMRI J7 ) Fw H—1 "
RHEA% .

BT, % MR A Sk gha il ), & A oF
FEE P T —Be Rk e Mk 3l HE R R
P it o, A B WO O S LA BUR Y B B
(Bergmann et al., 2020; Noble et al., 2017), B ETE
A FE R 72 43k 332 3l TH(Dosenbach
et al., 2017)% . AP, 4K pfMRI B 19414 i
[F1) 3K 9 T R P AS O T g e i A o Herp—
AT A D pfMRI R oK, RIER R i
i B AR AR AR S R T . 6
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T, TS O S T E AR,
Kong % (2019) 4 i fiff FH 22 B Bt 43 )2 DL - 7 4 7Y
(multi-session hierarchical Bayesian model, MS-
HBM) MR 2 M4, KBS HAEH 10 4
i i Bl I, BT A5 B R )2 Ry B[R] M A S
Wang %5(2015)% Gordon Z£(2017)BF5XH{#iFH 50
SrBRI —2, JF HEETZ07 R R 284 o R B
S AR B RX 5. S8, AR K
P ¥4 MRI AT L4 & BOLD A7 5 iy U
(Bhavsar et al., 2014), a] H{ FiRMIFIEFIEMZ
HWIoE) fMRI {55 (Power et al., 2018), Kk
Lynch 45 (2020) & I BB 4 &5 4> 14K Dl e i H2 1
ATAEMIEHEAT TIUE, &3 10 4380 i £ i 751
fMRI %4545 & 35043 H1(Kundu et al., 2012)2%
W 7 Wk il T R AR B R R E IR T RS A 1T
T3 —AJ7 T IR [ Y MR 34 3R 45
Y i, BT[] S 4514 1] R AR 45 58 22 1) 2ol
i, 7RI — s R MR BF5E A 2] 6l
F 4 22 8 BE (multi-band)fMRI A 7] DLk 21t H
Y (Glasser et al., 2013; Miller et al., 2016), ZF A
CINPS oA CINEEE PN R N G VA NI E =
TMRI (74 B[] 43 3% 258 R i 52 B[R] B A 9 Wi 4R 381 19
fMRI B i o 40235 E 2 P BOmEFE 14 4 0,
A A% 55 2 #0105 & B[R] (Repetition Time, TR)
A Y 4 22—, DTS EAH [] I 1) o i 46 3 1Y)
B SR =A%, Z AT 4 Wang 4£(2021)
PR R I T 2% B MR 34 1977 206 TR
483 392ms, HEL 15 S34h AR R IE S T
RBRIEE . SR ERE, HEWFREH C 225K
Sk B BT TR MR R 5 12

4 R v i pfMIRT A HH 41 N 1) 3 ) AL,

RS TR H R AR T 1A 2
FIARST, WTEWE /D pfMRI B & 5 R Bk A7 (13
1, Kong %5(2019)F1 Lynch %£(2020) ) J7 i £ 15
WIGEH T eFC. P48 S 45 H A I &5 (9 A 1 B Al
AR W FEIEATIRUE; 85— D7, Al T
ORI TR FMRT 548 BT A5 B85 it 10 22 Be g
AR AT BE LA L R AR KR 17 R L i ), O HLX b
155 100 B % 22 1 B ke R < 1) 484 o i i ™ 2 (Risk
et al., 2021; Srirangarajan et al., 2021), #A [fii pfMRI
18 B A0 5 oK AT BE 23 B A 15 MR Ll B A AR T 3
PR M TE AR B ST W AR TE pfMRI B 5 75 oK
HZ2WBOMBEEFZ H B R, HENHHE ZMH

S, TR BI 465 pfMRI A9 416 18] &9 H
Mo Mz, el R g Xt T ptMRI J5 i 19
i 7 FH JC S8 AT R
43 2% pfMRI A BESE IMRI R F
HWEHAT, KEZHCRA pfMRI ik Mo sT4F
XF AR RS IMRI B, 250 s )R IR7E
B THEE M 4%, T30S 1Y B 2L KR R 7E 1%
T R EE I BOR R R o AEAS SO SR IR (B
L, KRZRAREM Y LA pfMRT $di 4,
XA I R KRR T A 98 3 AR AR T iy
AR, HSEIE RIS MRT B0 45 6 g4
R PRI (BB Ay % A [ B8 B 2 [ R, 7 AR AT 55 28
HCE RS A B2 AN, AR SIRAE TR
BT R B B MR WAL, .
B8R, MESENZLW SRS E5EEULZ
KBF A MRI 4, F L, (7 >34T 5 S0
FRHMHT pfMRI 47, 40 Salehi %(2020)# 77~ T
AN IFAT 55 IR A5 6] T BE 0 45 20 21 9 22 S 4, Porter 55
(2023) 3 — 53 3 Th BE M 45 240 LR AT T AT S5 R &
AR, LK P A 5 ) T R S Jey RIS 7 i ) g
WAL, M, Mei F(2022)ET 6 #AHk
TE AT B BUBRMEAT S 1HAY pfMRT 040 (54 Bt
R 6 /N, B77R T HEPE RN T Ay g3
fith, I BA AU TRTE B RN TR U B A G X A7
TE— R B B (AR - T 2, % X BAE 2 i
2071 BB 5T A o R R U TR R Y X ),
ZIRF S NS pIMRI 5 ik 0 TAE 4524 IMRI 5
B — BN, BN HZIT RN IR
AR R A XA M BRI, 254 4.2 #r4R
FAUE > pfMRI 4% B[] B 40 R & (2 Be
) BRI AR ER, 220K pfMRI Jr ik
FJHEUE A MRI BF5EH, DA 5 e iRt
25T T 8 BRI
44 pfMRI 5ESESHBHUREHR
EANFRATFEA SCES 3 2 8 my, HaT—
S22 ML pfMRI BUHR 42 3 5 A & 2 I i B
cn, 2585, AT . SR RS BRI TS
Fr), {EE B AT R ZEB I H H e T B S5,
HA D RFF X ZHEEER T T IR R WE S
S, 4N Poldrack £5(2015)% Bl EUR A T B9 L)
A T 12 5 3 3 ik R e SR AU RI AR N 1) 22 i R ik
AR A E, Gordon Z5(2017) W BT 57 45 By
$2 7R Ty e P 2 21 S A 22 S AR T AR IR TR A
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S5 AR AL . BRI BB T h, AF A X T
BRAFI SRS M4 FIF A TR AT S
AT, H A AT A9 B 2 SO TR R FRAT T
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N T (B 2 [0 7= A T I A T SR, HEsh i
pfMRI 5 Z B EHERL G ST . AKX — 7 1)
BB ZEASAS AT A3 3 22 A48 25 45000 110 A B 36 i 3
— 4w pfMRI A AT SEPEFIERG I, T H 28
A5 B R B AN FE AT DU ERFR AT X K i 32 A 1) R
e G JE PR A B A A
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Abstract: Precision functional magnetic resonance imaging (pfMRI) refers to a data acquisition strategy

that collects large amounts of fMRI data in single individuals. Compared with traditional fMRI research,

which collects a small amount of data for each participant and then reveals the underlying brain mechanisms

of cognitive process or the shared brain function features of a specific population through the group average,

the advantage of this method is that it can reveal the individual brain functional features, so it has been

increasingly recognized and applied by researchers. So far, numerous studies have utilized this approach to
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systematically reveal the characteristics of individual brain functional network organization, which mainly
include the following six aspects: individual differences and individual identification in functional network
organization, functional localization of local brain regions, identification of individual network hubs,
development and plasticity of the individual functional network, and clinical application. These research
findings provide significant insights for future studies in the field of brain science. Future research should
focus on exploring the relationship between the features of individual functional networks and behavioral
performance, reduce the scanning time demand of the pfMRI through the improvement of data analysis and
imaging technology, and attempt to introduce this method into task-state fMRI and multimodal research.

Keywords: precision functional magnetic resonance imaging, brain functional network, individual difference,

functional connectivity



