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S M 5 (MRI) (AR S M2tk WGPl O FE I, Mok - HRRE O IR BRAYETA 2
RIS L, MRS X OBRE AR 2852 5725 LT &7 FRIS, SRR
DR - FRAERVEAL 2 Rt I IS RIS 2 TR 210 - o BRI 2 26D 20 7 W ERIEET
iz wgeic L, BEMEITGLEL L CTEFWIIA 2287 PORVAIRNERLSOH 5. L
L, WG T — 7 IR RITTH ), SWRERIENTIZ BT 2 kil Tl ms %
S EICEEENA U5, T2, BET AR 7 VTR S N2 MRI FRR R 2138 HE 7 72 0
HAHBIREE DAFAE L, IS ERBHIE L 3R 22T 7 —FORMPRO LN TE . K
KDL, AR RT3 B AR 2t Rt A R &, AR R P IS B W TRARISH S T
&M PG, BUEORREE L 72 o TV B IEH A T OFE 2 BT 5.

F—7— N MR, ZEILE, MR, permutation test, threshold-free cluster
enhancement.

1. #REGEETIC S 2 METFERRE

T Z AL NG ] 14 1: (Magnetic Resonance Imaging; MRD ##F O HE ¥ LW iEEIL, & N Ok
B L OHREEZIFREMICEROCE R E LTIRZA S 2 E 2RI L, AERHEITZER G - Al
BPBROREMINCER R 2R %2 3725 L, RS, SR MRI(SMRI) (30 O RE =R 45
B IR EAN, KERE R OB RIEEZ) oER{bE, I MRIIZZOE T4
WA R)E TIVIZEED A S O g mAL, ARRERY MRI(IMRI) 145 7E O A5 1 1% Bl %2 i)
BRI D BB A L ORI~ v € U 72T RBICT 4. IO OFEHRIE, 7 uyn
A=W, N—=F 2V Uik EOMBLEMESRE (Uchida et al., 2023; Andica et al., 2023), A
JFRHE, D O, HBEZ E OB E Vo2 (Nagai et al., 2024), ZhEZEHEO RIS K
~— 7 — R HEER MM, #EREROBBRILICATRED D E > TVA.
B 21X, REOBI (6.2 ) TRAT S5 7 F/8F 5D £ 912, JEFMRI & F v TR
HEDTER R E L Vo 7 E %2 et L, FRARIERAEDT 2 B H TN O & 2 I12E
WS L2 D00 %I h7 DRI T 5 2 L 250 L 72 - 72 (Uchida et al., 2023).
29 L7=RBEN T 7u—F1, EEOWREMHAPLEZBIN ZZH~ — 7 —HENOHKHRE S

IR AR T — 7 A T AER L T 279-0013 T-EEEH%M A O M 6 T H 8-1; w-uchida@juntendo.

ac.jp, saoki@juntendo.ac.jp, m.iwasaki.vs@juntendo.ac.jp
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ns.

—HT, IROOMREET— 7 2 ORHFRNCZE MR E T 2 720121E, HEFFEIC
AN EREE WRT ALEND A, 3, MRI 7F— Z IRENICHD TERITTDH
%. #lz1%, Human connectome project TAF S TV 2 HLH MRI T, 1.25mm V. DR
)V (voxel; 3 RITHE D I/NEAL) FAGE TSR ZIRI% L, 145 x 174 x 145 = 3,658,350 1l D
DO EAE STV D (Glasser et al., 2013). fMRI Tid, ZUI2HNZ CHEE R 5 o # A3
BESmb Y, F—=7 3SR T 5. ik - AR 2 G & L2kl seic B
WTIE, —RICENO & I ORERER - BENEILPFEET 200 HPETRWEAEDNSL L,
PR RN O M AR . C OBA, &R 7 LIV ICHE 5 M50 2 et 1 3l ASH 2
2% 5705 O, SLEEBOMEIFELLTWEEF2 L. WK, Bood
HEBIIBW TGS E D W THO AW FIICEIRD H 5 JA AT 2 H3E % Region of interest
(ROD & LCEFKL, RFERICBT 2 FN R E 2T 22T, ZOMEICHRL
T&. L, 2O77e—F TEHIZESR L7z ROI N0 =0 (F 721 hdeflize
E)VEERT L7720, BRNBRBIEPLEIATGTHY, K7V LXRVOBERWT 7u—F
PROOLND., YLD XHIZ, MRID & 9 KB DB 7 — & #EE IO U CHRZRIISH
FHOHERR 24T O BE, &R 7 IV CIREME % RIRFICFEATT 5 2 L) LRI EATGRE 7
MEY R BDTH 5.

MRI BB % D ) — 2 DMWEIZ, &R 7 LV IZBT BE 5 M3 85 2 22 MM
MHGEATAET 2 HARITON D, Zud, BARO M 08 & 0 B3 2 M A3
PLL 720 - BREEAFIE R R0 2 &, IERF O LAY BIEIC & 2 ZIIEEbsh R 7 SR K
5. ZOEMMMBEOGEET T, HEROLEMEMIEDRI#EYICHEES S, HalmiEimo
TV L CHEDNATRMYH 5. T2, MHFMCL, TOZRE DR LT
3% HABREDZRMMIENY 207 5 A 5 —L LTHNLZEBWFEINL 0, 75X
=L XIVTOHEGRPAERE 7 5.

REGTIE, MREEGRET— 5128V, HEMENICEETREFHERET 2008, 2oiE
WL REFE L CE BN FEORHIC O VTR T 5.

2. HREGAFICEITIMETET ) > T OEKEFINIE

2.1 —IEFEF IV (General Linear Model)

AR IR 12 BT B &MIERBIT B VT, £R 7BV EIZBWT—EEETS I
(General Linear Model; GLM) 285 WO NG, n AOBERE PSRBT =%ty MlIBWw
T, K7V kE TOBIEZEZLTHINI MVE Y, E35E, GLMIZUT®O X ) 12ER
ftasns :

(2.1) Y. =XBr+e, kE=1,2...,V
ZZT,

Y RNV EICBITS nx1 OBIIT—% X2 MU (MRI ffm®).

e X: nx q DETHEATH] (design matrix). FHIFIHEE B - #EO 5 I —E8, Eihm, MW
HE)EEL, ETCORZELVTHEBIIHVLENE Z L%, HO¥y I —EHIE, iz
X, DALERBHELATNBEOR TERZ CVORMEICEDLND L 02 REET A1
EIN5,

¢ Br: RZ XNV EIZBITS gx 1 DRMOEIFRENZ bV, ThrEEeRE LS.

cer:n X1 DE|RAENRT ML,
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BHENRY MV e, DEEFIE, HVICHICTY 0, 58 o2 OIEBGAIHD EHESh
B, 8T A= B (L@, BASREE(FRREM SR EE) ICEoTHEESRS ¢
Br = (XTX) 'XTY,,. BEDEHEMIT 5720121, I FTAMRZ MV (il 21E, 28
Mt o4&, [1,-1,0,...,0) #HWT, I8, DIEEFHET 5. R Ho: T8 =0 D
TT, BEdai Bl o BEHER FREHRD) 28R BV THE SRS, HIAIR, ¢ R,
"By "By

- \/V%}(CTBk):: /G (XTX) e

ELTHELN, BERFOTCTHHE n—q Dt 0HIEMIIZHED . Tk IZRZ LD A
VFEY I AERRL, T, OBIEIMHNOERZ B VIZOWTHANICER SIS, £RX7 LT
SNz Ty, O % 22 SRS ICRE L2fel~ v 7205, BRoZLELBRMIEORNR LR 5.
BB, HAFECTRRDMERLGHEGTIE, ZOMEt~y 72Xy Z(x) OFEBMEL L TR

(2.2) Tk

2.2 FHAEOHIFHNERETE

EDOMRITFT—%1E, /JAXRT—=F 777  e% &R, FLHBREHRCTHROBIRR VA
X, MBERRELR L0, MEHRN 24T M HOR LB ALIEE 25, TS OHILE 2
T 7, BHROMFHENT OZLERREICKE 2 EBEE52 5. AT, 40 F Tk
BRI B TIE L FIH ST B Statistical Parametric Mapping (SPM) (Friston, 2003) (23
B R RTLBIC O W T E LD 5. SPM ISR (G R T 12 0 7 B HE Y 7 i LB N 2.,
REMBAT L TO— MO 2 ETFTRLY 7 727 THY, SHETELAP IR TS,
MRIEGTLIELIERSNET—F7 727 M, EBEEERPHREGFERIKGFELTELS. #
A, BHAY—ITRRT HIREL TR, SEERGOITHY ) IGERT S Gibbs T—F 7 7
2 heERDY, FHAFIET 70 —FARE I N TV ASA (Tustison et al., 2010; Kellner et al.,
2016), SPM IZIFFEE I N T v, EBEIZHNT T 5 MRIBBICHONET—F 7727 M
o U TN AL S 2 BN D 55, AR CTIRFEMAZ TERIC oV ToORPIZHEET 5.

2.2.1 ZEHZ#{t (Spatial Normalization)

R B O 5 % Sl O AR (BREER 7 > 7 L — b, B 213 MNI EEFER) IR E A
HETLHUHETHL. LY, FEEDIBAIHINT 5 R 7 LV EEEA R A [ T —
L, BELANVTOERMRRN RGN SRR % 5. FREE(LIE, %, SUBRLHR CPTR
g, Wg, 27— Y7, TAN) &ML (RN RLE) 2 flAaGhbETiibhs. 1R
HALOREEER, FHI/NEIBROMITIZ B W THEROBRMEICER L, R7 2 VBEOBREZITH) Y
HlX 1R BV EHET 58 mm DNOFRAEZ RS 2 LD 5205, HEMIZE#EL <, SPM
TIEREDZERMPBL THLT 5.

2.2.2 ZPEFE1t (Spatial Smoothing)
BRI LCH I T v h—F N EDEMT 4V 2@ L, BREICHEGE (T30
ThH5b. FELOELZHWILUTOEY TH5 !

(WESHESHEORLE: 7524 X2 FHTHI LT, BEOMLBEEL LIF5.

2)F =2 HDOIERMNE | P OMREBIZB R RICE D, F—F D04 & IEH A
WO 5. 2R (Random Field Theory, LI'F RFT) O A7 A AR E % Wi 725
Breis.

(3) BB AL DIRTERRE DR | L 5% 2 /N e EI 2B T o ZE 2 TR L,
HENTOMIGMH T ZHEHET 5.
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(4)RFT OIREFRE : RFT 2SEAWREL R B 72D E R T — 7 OB 2 MR T 5.

LA L, BRI MR GREZRT S8, NS REEeds s RETEHNE 2 5. F
Wb — Ao 4 E P, HIFEIND2ROEMMILTY & PL—F+ 7OBRICH
D, BRICKRELEBELSRADAEELGNTA—FThbH. T0D=H, BB E 2 5 HEREIC
LD RBEPUETH 2D, ~BICEMIERN RN 2 EZlT 256120, BENIC
Al 4 (full width at half maximum, MUF FWHM) = 8mm FEFEICERE S N A GA DL .

3. MREGENICH 3 ZEHEMNE

RN IZ B 1) 2 ERRERRIOIFZETIE, NOKR 7 L MIZBWT, FEORREOHE
BT IR E 2 FIRFIZAT S . Bl ZIE, D AHEEHE L F RO R ORI 2K S
BREIEDNDBDERIET HHEE, M+ —¥—OF 7 Vv ZFnZFhiss L TR o ME
FEMTHI LIRS, KIS, BRZ BV TORELZ HEAKE Q=005 TIT) EIKETS. D
LETORERFEFETHLE LT, 1 MORETHBELZILTHERIL o THD2D, &K
72 VT OO, BT =V xa &% 5. WD V =145 x 174 x 145
O, 3,679,375 x 0.05 ~ 183,969 il & =2 1, FKARTE LR VEOBHEEIPFEINE. &
L, MREGEEOEFENLE2E L B . CoOMEICHLT 2720, % ELEMIESEK
AN, 1M OBEEMER (Family-Wise Error Rate; FWER) OH#H2H S 5.

3.1 Bonferroni f1E & Z DR

I b Hfl 7 FWER ##1: 1X Bonferroni fifilE TH 5. ZNhid, 4 OMEDH ZKEEZR
Qvoxel = apwer/V ERETHLDTHAH. ITNHOFHIE, MEMFTEIED X9 kM
EEFFSOTHWTH (HLVIIMTLTH - TH)FWER % apwer P FIZHIEIT 525, MEKT=E
MICIEOMHBEPEET 256 1M TRTI E 2 5. WMl T—7 T, BER7 v
FET R AN - WHENENRDASBCIEICHBE L TWA HE2ERB T 5 &, ERITHNT 7%
MEDEITIEMORZ VB I IEENIALVIETTHAS. ZD72%0, Bonferroni filE %
WHTLE, lMADRZ CVIGRINLARKEIEEICHKRLLRY, BOEZ AL TE
THOBBRMERSEARL, MIBUZELIKT 5. ZHMHEEZERE T2 AD—DE LT, %
B R M ME 2 HEE L, Bonferroni flilE 21T 9 5 (Nyholt, 2004) 23 % 75, % L 72
EVRHETH ), MRREGEEB TS FHINSIZE > TR,

3.2 773U—74XIT—F(Family-Wise Error Rate; FWER)

FWERZ, RED7 7 IV — (22 TREV HOBKE) IZBWT, 2%<Ed 1 OOHED)
AR 2 > THRAT AR LIRS, 22T, ARO—BIEE TV S MERET R % Ty
L, LM v 2B AL EIIFEIG Ho ZHEHTHETH. ZOH, FWERIZFRETE
Eha.

(3.1) FWER = Pr (kg0{|Tk| > u}) = Pr (&1% Ty | > u)

T Ho BEDIRERFDES GHENERICHEELZVERZ VDAL v Fy 7 ZEE), u
BEHOLOOBETH L. T4bb, FWER IIFIERS Ho DT T, MERIE T, DK
fESAE LTHEINRS, ThiE, Bfiu2BR52 527 —0—2ULHEETAI L EFRMET
HD. REIRT RFT TlE, ZOBRKESNM 2 KD 5.
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4. mEXiFIEH (Random Field Theory, RFT)

MR R T — 7 OFFO 22 AH B E %2 Z B L, Bonferroni il DR 2 RS 5 A L
LT, 1990 FA8IC RFT 258 A S 7z (Worsley et al., 1992; Friston et al., 1994a,1994b). RFT
&, K7LV OMFME G E, FiiZ )2 5% 5~y 7 ERN 2 %Y (Random Field)
DM R EZBMEEAZL, FORRGO RO I VR GRCH 45— BB Z2HMH L
T, MEZBABHEBORNKMESATR 7 FAF —H 4 AD5Fi% 8452 LT, 22HHE
ZEBLILFWERHIHZ4T). TOTEIZSPM G EDEELBFT Y 7 by 2 78y r— I
FEIN, RO MREGHREHNT OBENFLEL LTESHWLRTEL.

4.1 HURERIGEF AT 1T

MR BRI IS B VT, K7 N T L OREIES T T AHEEY (Gaussian Random
Field; GRE)IZHE ) E WA EICHAEL TWbD. GRF Z(z),z € S C RP (22T D IZZEMk
JC, AEEEE TIREE 3 Ko0) 1, P2 S (B 1 AN WOEEONE « (i~ DR 27 &
WALENZIE) 2 BT Bitatl Z(x) 75, EOHEBREORKOM (Z(21),....Z(zm)) L o5TH,
INONLERIEBGAINNE) L9 R TH 5.

RFT Tid, COMELPD 2 HVHME v 2B X 5 #HE, §%bbH excursion £ H
Ay ={x € S: Z(x) > u} DEMER - v RO VAN REEEAHT L. HICEELZO)
* A T — B (Euler Characteristic; EC) x(4.) TH5b. 3 RILOEE, 17—,

(4.1) x(Ay) = GEFER T OR) — (RO + (22 DE)

LEFREND. MRS OSURTIE, FEFITEOBIME o (3T, TRIRT22H 13T
HY, x(A,) FBMEw 2B 5 R7 CVEEDPTE T 284G L2, $4hbb s I A5 -0
EPTE 5. 1T, BlELTHD 2 RICHERYE 3 OORLLBMEZ @G L2 ED 7 5
AF = F AT —EEOEERL TS, M1 I2BWT, <tk y il 22 /5 EEE As5ehHE
L, 28l FICRERRIEATRINTWS, 1) DL, HEBMEwICBITLF A T —1E
B (ZBME o ICHRIE L CEIEL CO BB AR TN S, 2 Kcoa, MEZBLLHW
WA OB S, ZOHIHET 5BV () O ETIC 2L TH, 7 — MG s
A, BIZIE, R1b) D Z>018I2BWTH, #FELIZAVWI FAFZORIT6 THY, ROK
X3 THDH72D, A4 T7—BHIT6-3=3,%5. 3RITOELE LMK, #iE LSO,
5, F=FvDX5% My AVIKROFEE (R OL, ko X ) RAICH L S22/ (22
i) OB ZMRS 52 & TRtE S 5.

Worsley © (Worsley et al., 1992, 1996) 12 & D, GRF O % 4 7 —EBHOMEHE E[x(A.)] &,
BME o, BRERZEM S ORFE LR, # L CHERY O35 (smoothness) D E & L THATAYIC
HzohaZ edmmanhsz, EME, ZoMFEL, BREEHOKE S| L, ROtz
7R3 RESEL (Resolution Elements) 77 ¥ b R Z W TR EINS Z L% W, 3 RITOMEE
W{EDE

3/2 2
(4.2) Exwh)z3E%;%§AfOFA—Dexp(f%?)
RESEL 77 ¥ M3, R = gmorwivrwiny CLae S AL, WHRO KT 00 42 (FWHM)
BEELIERN R BHMEEORMNTH L. 7F— 7 OEMEHETEoOHEEICIE, —&EEE
FIV(GLM) OREZEDEM AR, SHEE SN DL ON M TH S (Kicbel et al., 1999). Z O
EDOREIL RFT OF Y CEEEE T 5720, #Y)% Fi AL & IERE 2 Pt e s E T
Eh 5.
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Z value

40
X Coordinate 50 60

®)

Gaussian R.F. Z

Excursion set Z > 0.18 Excursion set Z > 1.10 Excursion set Z > 2.00
—

3 -
Yu=6-3=3 x,=13-0=13 4, =5-0=5

1. (@AERSNA 2 RIET Y AEELO 3Kt —7 2 A7 ay b, JHIZIE, 3208
7% % BME (v = 0.18, 1.10, 2.00) 23FEH KPR L L CERATERRIN TS, 7
S—N—IHEFL O ZHORr—VERT. O)ERORIE, (a) TRENLZITLD 2K
JCH Y AMERY: (Gaussian R.F. 2) % 7 L— A —VTHFERLAb—bwy 7. H#L
3 oD, FhENMME u = 0.18, 1.10, 2.00 IZBF % excursion & (RSO
Z Bl w2 BRAAEW, Thbb Z > wE EHEBETRLEDOTHE. b
O AW TIE, BE %82 2 A T, FRUSOEEARTERENTHS, &
excursion A O THIZIE, FOHEIROEE LSS O ROB GV TEHE SN A
TR () DR ENT VD,

4.2 K7L ANV FWER #lfHl (Peak Height Inference)

RFT X E, RERE (Thbh, 3V FFAMRY Ml e TERSNLREDN, £TO
RZEVT—RIZETTH B EWVHIEH) DT T, R ORKAM Znax = maxecs Z(x) B3 D
LM u 2 B2 AR Pr(Zmax > u) 1, FVu i3 LT E[x(A,)] TEMTE S .

(4.3) FWERvoxel = Pr(Zmax > u) & E[x(Au)]

TR AR AN T, Znax FEM TR S N72HEME~ v THORKME (K — 27 OF ) 1206
T5., ZOEPEHNT, FRELZ FWER K o (B 0.05) 25 2 BB v, ZMETHZ &
WTEDL. A DKRT B NVOHFENZ D uq ZRBRIZGAEIL, ZOXRZ BNV IHEFWICEE
ThHhsHEHETS.

4.3 77 ZXZ—L~NJL FWER #lfl (Cluster Extent Inference)

R 2V LRV OHRRIE, Hx DR vV TORFMENIEFITH WG EITHRZEH, 22H
MR DS o 72 I ES W E 5 OBRIBICIEAM E TH S, £2°C, RFTIZZ FAY—LXNLVD
HmbRMET 5. CNEDTOFIETITbNS :

9, L DR LV THREREE T, 5HET 5.
QRIZ, BEDI I A — %M uepr (CDT, Cluster-Defining Threshold) (] : %It
ZE p AT 0.001 % 0.01 £ 7% 5 X9 Ml 2% ET .
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(3)Tx > ucpr ZiMiT R NV EFRFEL, BT A B 0 SPM Tl 18 #fFTER) AER
e NEEEL T IR —%2 KT 5.

WL ENTKZ FTAT—IZDWT, ZOF A XWRET L3R VS 25HET 5.

GIRIEAGEDO T T, FA X s UbD 2 525 —HMHRE U BHEHR Pr(Smax > s) # RFT IC

FONWTEHM L, FWERHIBMEIN/ plEZ 7 S AT —ZTLIZEHHBT A, T2 T Smax &
NI BBRRKDI FGAY—H AL X TH5H.

TG AY—H A4 XS ONAICE LT, Friston et al. (1994a) 1%, RGO D & TEHHISI NS
WRDY T AY = A XS s DLETH DM Pr(Smax > 5) 1,

_ps2/D

(4.4) P(Smax > s) =1 —exp[—E[m] - e ]

LEMENLZLERLA. ST Em] & CDT OB X 5B uepr #2227 5 A5 —
OB (IND Elx(Augpr)] 2DEIPND), e BT B BBIED Y T AT — DI A XD s
W DEMEFEHERTH Y, EPMIC Pr(—6s¥P), 81 8= [(D/2+1)- E[m]/E[N]*P
(D 13Z2RIRTC, E[N] ZHMEZ#BA5ERZ EVoHR OB T 2605, ZOBHICKES
&, BlENzr A7 =4 2T MiIEHEA p EFFTHE I 5.

5. RFT DRRFRE/ DINSA RN v 7 SELBEHEENDER

RET 3B WGP I BT 52 2L BB IEOEEN TR E LTREHVLNTE LD, £
DIFZ L EIZ N OPDOIEIKSAF L T b, RFT OERBCEICIE, (1) #arEA (D7 <
E DO T) Iy AMERYG (72138 T 20K & LC#bicadtcas e, @R
AR O T S TH B 2 L (I FWHM 25K 7 2 V44 XD 2-3 158 F), (3) 5
BEOMHBABENREERTH—-THET L, EPHLH. INOLDIRE, FITHT T AEEF
WHEORE L, EF—FTELITLIWMEZINGW, T, 79X —2EXKT LD
fE(CDT)ZEDEEMEOMEL LS. COLIBBERERNLD, T—FO5MICHTAREL (T
EAEBPRN YT A MN) v s T u—F, CDT REDEBBEREZWIRT AT 7u—F
EHAGDLELTFEMNEEHEINE L5k o7, RFENRDBDE LT, Permutation Test &,
FNEMAEDLETHOENL Z EDPLVWHET ) — 27 5 X % — i (Threshold-Free Cluster
Enhancement; TFCE) %% 4. Z 2 TIIMEICHD 525, IO OFHEIL, TEOHRM 2
22T 4 BV TEEN LT FEO—D Lo T 5.

5.1 Permutation Test

Permutation test |&, R. A. Fisher {2& o THREI N/ Y85 2 M) v 7 et T
ETHY, MEFRGEOFESAMICHE L CTREDHESESM 2 KE L 72\ (Fisher, 1935; Nichols
and Holmes, 2002; Winkler et al., 2014). EAKWIZIE, BTNV % T U F AICH_ER 2 5 80k
L EEITV, £T7T—5 Ly MR L TRERFTRLFHE T2 2L T, REHO T TomE
WMEHE ORI 2 G EA M 2T 5. SHERLBHIEICEHR T 5081, £7—-51y MZBw
TI7 7 3V -2k Ccidmketa] B, @R7 ervhorKt iR, Bl 5RA
TFCE ) # 3R, FO54i 53 %5 (Westfall and Young, 1993). #Billl7— & ooz
MaMEDS, Z ORKMEHRDIFEEGA D FAL o x 100 73— ¥ F 4 VEEBZ 25989 TH
BEUEZHIT 5. COFMEICLY, 7— 7 OGATIRPL ZHAMHBEREE I >V TR 208 %
B ZER<, FWER ZHl#HITZ %. FE@etilk CERORE R 2 S04, Bk iET
NNV OWAREEZ TREHEBOMNICHTHFENL 2D, R b FEFHVOENS (Winkler et al.,
2014). FEANZEIZ 3525, FTHELBOATHMEINZREZBEICLI VMY BRE, 205K
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D (5%7) 2 BB T v ¥ AR L. 2oT77a—FI12k ), MEROREL#EYIC
Wil L2t n, BIRD® 245 E DL (B ZIRED & I —Z80) OB R EHES 2 2 La°
WHREE 2 5.

5.2 Threshold-free cluster enhancement (TFCE) Dl

KBTI, 77 AY —%EHRT H-OOE(CDT) ZMAEEIMERICKET 5 LEVDH
D, CDT BEOBIUC L > THRREPARKELCEDD H B L) WEDD 72 (Woo et al., 2014).
M7V —2 5 2% —i&i (TFCE) 1&, Smith 5 (Smith and Nichols, 2009) 12 & » THREIh
72, CDT OZXEUMEL BRT 572 0D0FETH 5.

TFCE ORAMNLE 2 i, X7 L VOTORKiHEEZ, TORZLVNEL I H2ETO
Wi 7 9 A5 —D[H S GLOMEHE) JETIEA Y (7 5 A5 —H A4 X) JOTE#MEHA IR
MY DEICERTLETHA. BEMICIE, HERZEVIIHLT, E2) D42 H
LRV TZEDORZ EVDBEEINDE 7 TAT—DRESLEZOMMBEHKDOES 28T ED
2, TNOSOEEZKCEELSZOR 7 L VOKIMEE TRST 5. B ToOFEM R ERHRITE
2% (Smith and Nichols, 2009) 255 %%, ZOMHEOER, TFCE % v 7T, TOMet~y 7
ZBWTRIMMICBWETBEZFOZT TR, dIBREOEMMEGENE - L) 2fkoT
AT HESHEIFICEWVEZRTIIICRS, Thbh, HIZRGVWE -2 [2HOH
W, MEKEREEZHDVAHPA] 28I 0 &, BEEE ) EEZMWE) (BE) oL EZ/1NT
VAR R SR A I NS, ZHICX Y, BED CDT % FHEic EHINISRIRYT 5
VEZR L, HMEHNICERDD L7 TR —HROEFEMAL, TOROKNIETRICHBIT 21
MRS Zmd b 2 L sh s,

TFCE 2 X o T S NZEFHEN~ v 7 & Permutation test Z#lAFhHESL T LT, iR
OMEEZ ERL, EEOMREE T I 227 4 1BV THEER RN FEO—2 LTEL %
FANSNDDOH Y, L OEELRMENY 7 Y =7 (Bl FMRIB Software Library [FSL] %
ENZFEEINTWS, 7L, FHEIZ MRV EWIBEND ), DR L EECIAE
FEARDHLN 5.

6. ERERICARRE A

PRI G RHRAT TR0, SEBERTIEIC 510 B IibREE - B OBRILICHINS 5 20 T% <,
EEROERRIL B 2 IRE OB W SRR BB ROF BN 7% &, EAWIEHbEATY
5. AfiTIiE, ZORERWLFBZHIT 5.

6.1 TIYNAY—REHBHIXIE S X7 L VSRAD

TN NA <= (AD) 1, FHIFEA & R AAEI TR E I L SN DA TRET
5. VSRAD (Voxel-based Specific Regional analysis system for Atrophy Detection) i, 3
PR30 { S B IE IREIS S TW 2 \ngs, [l o) SPM OFAR K 3812 35w Ol
DEMOBEZ ZBIN P OB EWIIFH L, AD ORIBH 2 T 57-DICHATHES L
=V AT L LCTHIRISESFH EN T 5D (Matsuda et al., 2012). VSRAD i3, Z D%
HO 2 REAMR AR & PR il 1 20 3RV E 20 5, H RIS 35 TR S i R AR & 25 1 (ISR F8) (12
o R & L CORGEZ ZUF, 2015 £ R THI 3000 DB T AD OB Wililh > —
VELTHRIBH S TWwaS (RH, 2016). VSRAD (%, ERIIC L 2 HEMNFRICMZ TERE
W ZRERERE IR T 22T, LVEBEOE AD BHO—BIE o Twb. TOHHME
WBHEBOMETRINTEY, B2, Waragai et al. (2014) (& H Elig & LK L7 AD ©
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|

|

FZWHEIC B\ TIREE 84.1%, JRHLSE 84.6% 25 LTV 5

6.2 2UFINF—HE

BEIRIC HEZE D —Hl & LT, Uchida et al. (2023) 512X %, #EATHAE LHERRE (Progressive
Supranuclear Palsy; PSP) 33 & UV KM Bz B AL AL AE ¥ (Corticobasal Syndrome; CBS) & 125
B B OGS ZALICE T 20582 %0 5. PSP, CBS Wi hid &4 /8F — (HNICR
WYy N EBERL, T OMREEIEIZ B 2 A2 2 B I RO Al AR SV R
DB SN A MREEMEERTH O, BIRMIITRENEE T 572 0&E NN LS ED
H 5720, MEBOENAEHZEZBIN~ — 7 —OENRA SN TS (Ling and Macerollo,
2018). ZOWFZETIE, PSP EHHRE, CBS BHRE, B X ORI IEE 2 0 512, L MRI 2 v
TEHE S N7 B IR 18 2 SOWE3 2 R O & RIER IYFRHT (Fixel-based analysis, FBA)
AT o7z, FBA TIIARMAMAE S O SE & L CHRMERE (FD), #HERE log-FC), MH OF
(FDC) AT RETH 0, ERILEL DML LCTEM R EOEMMN L ELZ - X 5 Voxel-based
morphometry (VBM) & v 3111 70 fefli 5 7% 84 T & % Fractional Anisotropy (FA) DFEZRN 72 kb
$5‘c%>ﬁo 7z. VBM, FA OWEIFHIED RFT (285 <. FBA OFEFH#NTIZB W TIE, FBA T

5 NREHMES v 712%F L, TFCE % $iL5k L 72 Connectivity-based Fixel Enhancement (CFE)
(Raf‘felt etal, 2015) # WHIT A LTI IAY —HDEFZMIAL, Z D% Permutation Test
EFEATHIET, 773U =74 XLT—F(FWER) Z BEIZHH L 7- &N ERW L EH
BRIEZ T 572, ZO#ER, PSP B CIIMEE IR L L T, WNEH (SCP) R EH
Bl (CST) & ful IS a i SR B E O A BRI T AR o/, —75, CBS BEM T
EEH TOME, CST, Rt (SLF), WL Tl ) R#HAFMEOK T RSz (K2).
INODEALIZMEBOBRAAN M & —B L 72 is LT Y, IREM MRI &
Fx AV BRBW ETEATIC X D, W IR 2 iR S A L 2 e 2 o h b1
REtEAURIE S 7z, S 51, SCP IZB I 2 MIaiEG I3HAMIE T PSP IC X VBN TH 5 2

a. PSP < CBS b. PSP < HC c. CBS < HC
Not Significant ,"’, {M}%m %} & {}%{3‘ {:\;
wre (S L O 2 H8 SHE wHELE

o WGBHE 0 HBHE wHBHE
vem R 4h-4 fah {3 z& AT -.z& $ ig
a0 w8000 - has

2. MEFTHEAL LI (PSP) & KBz B L A% B B (CBS) 12 B 5 FE A S 2 Lo
L. (a)CBS & i L€ PSP THBEIHZ /R L7z 3%, (b) i # (HC) & ik L
T PSP THEIEM 2R L7250, (0HC &L T CBS THEICKMZ R L2
WA 7R LTw5 (Uchida et al., 2023 X D 5[ (CC-BY)). K L3 DD/ 8% VDf
B O MIE, MRRHED BT T B ICHT X RGB T/RENTW S Gk © EATH,
#H o BETHm, & RigAI. 72, BT 2 2080 Vo FEEEOMIE, BEk
Rt 12DV TH T =R — IV (RKME 8, R/MH 3) TRENT V3.
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EAURENTEY, SCPIZBIT 5 MRI FaEIZEG R IZ8E 5258 L v PSP & CBS O#ERICH
172, F72, 2O EBHERER SR RMBEREREE & v o 2 HREROEERE & b BES
LI EPRENS. ZOGRIE, FBA L V85 A NY v 7 G TFEEHASDESL L
T, ¥ AT —IIBT B EBREN > OMITEO HERAIE S22 RER CIRL, BED
/Y - FRFN—HI— L LTCOZFORKRNERZRLEAIEVWZ S,

7. FEHERE

ARBLTIE, MREERECB T 2 MBI T, FRICS HEILBREN OIS BN Z 4T,
WL R (RFT) 05, BUCOEHE L 72 ) DO 5 TFCE-Permutation Test I2E 5 F
TORBELMBIL 72, MREEGEREHRTOSWICB I 2/ T Tu—F1%, 4%bE6%
LB S NS, MREEREHRT X, T— 2 RFo—4% L LT, FBMER%%E
HXZARBEME LT, 5BEFTEITFOEERLZML TN THA ). KEHD, LS
O ERD, HAIFEMRBFO S S L b BEERET L7200k LhTFENWTH 5.

#HOE
AWEFEE, MEtTF A= AMBER T Y =7 OB EZIT2HRETH 5.
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Challenges and Advances in Neuroimaging Statistical Analysis: Random
Field Theory
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The advancement of neuroimaging techniques, notably Magnetic Resonance Imag-
ing (MRI), has enabled non-invasive assessment of brain structure and function, bringing
remarkable progress to neuroscience and clinical medicine. In particular, statistical meth-
ods for whole-brain exploratory analysis of structural and functional brain changes have
enabled disease evaluation independent of anatomical or pathological hypotheses, leading
to the accumulation of medically impactful findings for disease pathophysiology assess-
ment. However, neuroimaging data are inherently high-dimensional, creating a severe
multiple comparisons problem in whole-brain exploratory statistical inference. Further-
more, complex spatial dependencies exist among MRI signals observed at the voxel level,
necessitating the development of approaches different from classical multiple comparison
corrections. This review provides an overview of the characteristic statistical challenges in
neuroimaging analysis, the Random Field Theory that has been applied in the neuroimag-
ing field for many years, and the evolution of current standard statistical methodologies.

Key words: Neuroimaging, multiple comparisons, random field theory, permutation test, threshold-free cluster
enhancement.



