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rF %P 016 i RS H(T MABQ)x 17 = % A (™ { A HC) &
3 Tesla e MRI ™ 4 w|B~{F 30 5§ 2 2 33 5k resting-state 82 i 4 e 5 dic
T i * gradient echo EPI » TR/TE = 2000/30 ms, flip angle = 90°, in-plane

resolution = 2.7x2.7 mm?, thickness =4 mm, number of repetition = 240, and 28 axial
slices aligned along AC-PC lines -
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wj ¢ {7 functional connectivity, ALFF 2 ReHo ch2 5323t )tk » #5173 enis
RRIE T

1-3 ¥ i 4t

ER RIS T BT 8 B A ek % 0 ¢ 45 FC (functional connectivity),
amplitude of low frequency fluctuations (ALFF), regional homogeneity (ReHo) > 4 %]
A FriE T3 B > 1 3 §E 3 ALFF/ReHo & 35 & 4 stop-signal reaction time (SSRT)
4v single category implicit association test (SC-IAT, D-score)z fF ca4p B % o

14 s 4

1. SSRT (stop-signal reaction time): +~ % * % & ;| % RIF el gl 4o
Frdlipdlae 4 RE RBARRBRIFEGFIHFLIFF 0L F 0 7
BP0 ES RPIH - R R E DR Ry R EE
PR 5 SSRT > § SSRT dhicis g = Biv RIS & 2Rl endrdla 4§
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2. D-score (SC-IAT, single category implicit association test) : 8 — g p *£ 53
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1-1 FC (Functional Connectivity) :

#_ functional connectivity s % » 2% 79 3 4 BQ = 2 + = & (precuneus)
HUEMHARECOT D ¥ A kenF o At Blefg § (insula)sE AR AT T F 4 ki o
r B3 53 & (p-value <0.05) - (Fig. 1)

1-2 mfALFF (mean fractional amplitude of low frequency fluctuations) -

# mfALFF two-sample t-test =4 37 % ¢ (Fig. 2-a # Jf”rsv%ra > FA)
AP E I G R PR ﬁ e1 % B eERA) E (cuneus) & 2w E (precuneus).'rﬁ mfALFF

S ip st & F 4 ke (Fig. 2-b cluster size=6, p-value<0.001) -

1-3 mReHo (mean regional homogeneity)

& mReHo two-sample t-test 4 47 % © (Fig. 3-a # -8 *FA) R
i I AP FRE- G T:{ w1 % B A5 E (cuneus) ¥ 2w (precuneus)( Fig. 3-b
cluster size=25, p-value<0.001) » 12 % + ] & k4% (caudate) + = 4o F ® (anterior
cingulate gyrus) (Fig. 3-c cluster size=25, p-value<O. 001) » % p|%g + w (superior
frontal gyrus) (Fig. 3-d cluster size=22, p-value<0.001) > + #2325 (cuneus) ~ + ]
¥. + w (superior occipital gyrus) (Fig. 3-e cluster size=22, p-value<0.001) =~ mReHo
ERARESTE F A kg o

1-4 B A 45

LB AT A PSR A B S —‘}g e 35 % % 4 g i en clustering
coefficient(C) - local efficiency(Elocal) » characteristic path Iength(L) R R
global efficiency(Egiobar) * sigma(o) ° (Fig. 4 ~ 5 ~ 6)

B NBS & 474 ¢ > APF T A S TH 2 B el Sl R ﬁ;pg;a *
W2 e Sl K2 Pk REE - F1A B N KPR (p- value <
0.05) - % - B 2% (Fig. 7-a)# R ¥ ~ %+ RIFF_+ w (superior frontal gyrus)& +
p12g # w (middle frontal gyrus)~ + f|p=32%%g + w (superior orbital frontal gyrus)¥s +
ppERzE ¢ w (middle orbital frontal gyrus) ~ % f|3g ¢ w & & f?l]ﬂif'?%?“‘ LR |
R wer L gl = & $Rgp T w(inferior triangularis frontal gyrus) ~ + R]%g + w &2 4 )
70 307 w (anterior cingulate gyrus) ~ + R|PEIRER w22 L R a‘r% ¥ o~ L R
Y w L pE e d s L RIZ & IREE T w2 2 R 4 (calcarine) ~ = BIFS &
(insula)£ = fIFEM B~ 4 Rl = &M T w8 2 w (lingual gyrus)!Z 2 = % &

=
BRI Y R R 2 il Bl S RS o % - B % (Fig. T-b) 3 .
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% ] # & & (rolandic operculum)#2 % ] {s 3= % w (posterior cingulate gyrus)~ = ]

[N
ﬂﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂ@#%@‘éWﬂéﬁ*éwwk%w~;Wﬂk%wﬁ; |
=R E R E R

;*ti (precuneus) ~ = pl¥zw £ 22 2 ] & & % (putamen) ~
R EE R ER s 2R w:}r% ¥ 22 = RIFEH v (heschl’s gyrus) ~ 4 IF‘ t

et w & ZRIFEREY - = R4 v & 2RI w (superior temporal gyrus)
Pttt r Ry 2 RETEE R v Sl R B g, J’ﬁi¢
ARG A -
1-5 £ 4 A4

t B 2 4p M 4204 45 3 % (Fig. 8)) 34 1 7 12 % 5] SSRT & mFALFF 4 47 ¢ »

B RlE R R (supplementary motor area) & 3 it 4p B (Fig. 8-a) - D-score £2
_+ w (superior frontal gyrus) & 3 it 4p B (Fig. 8- b)

MFALFF e 45 ¢ 5 A& 2 I3
SSRT £ mReHo =4 457 ¢ > & % %+ w (superior frontal gyrus)£ = | %g »

(middle frontal gyrus) & 3 § 4p B (Fig. 8-C) °
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Fig. 1 Functional connectivity 4 47 : BQ #1 = + ip|#2= & (precuneus) & 4 4p 13t HC %
9% 0 et Bt § (insula) 7% 14 4R st HC % ehi4 > p-value < 0.05 -

Fig. 2 mfALFF two-sample t-test ~ 7 - (a) BQ > HC (color bar: t-score) -
# (cuneus) ¥ ¥z F (precuneus) (BQ > HC, cluster size=6, p-value<0.001) -




Fig. 3 mReHo two-sample t-test 4 45 - (a) BQ > HC (color bar: t-score) - (b) = ip|=$4)
# (cuneus)¥ ¥z # (precuneus) (BQ > HC, cluster size=25, p-value<0.001) - (c) + ] & #
+% (caudate) ~ + | % 4o % w (anterior cingulate gyrus) (BQ > HC, cluster size=25,
p-value<0.001) - (d) = | %g_+ w (superior frontal gyrus) (BQ > HC, cluster size=22,
p-value<0.001)- (e) + ®|#2; % (cuneus)~ + |-+ w (superior occipital gyrus) (BQ > HC,
cluster size=22, p-value<0.001) -

Fig. 4 Connectivity matrix (= : BQ ~ + : HC)
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Fig. 5 Degree distribution (= : BQ ~ + : HC)
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