T 61 (R AT L F5 0 Bt 2y 7 5 A S —HEHI

e

i

VBRI R R R BB B e v 2 —

FL&®IC

54 158 2 fE AT 12 3 W T VBM (Voxel Based
Morphometry) IZfRE SN 5 eMERtHR &L,
PRERNC BRI A e Ao oiciE, #
HOWHRE IS 57— 2 h HEFEZEICHRT
BEEOR 7 V)V (EGOR/NEAL) fH2 R
LY S RN S, OFMOBICIIHE
HAZE DS W HETH A G E A SN T
Wb, FTahbREBINIE Ry VED
FHEORERZE) DERODLRKEITHSH T
L, EHBREE W CEBNCHNT 5720
11, G (ExL, L <IEBE#ERL)
TARGE L 7o B CHE SN 5 Z Oz O KHE(L
B (REME) 45505 HCT, BT
et E D AT EIREIG D Al L T 50
TRl d AN ELR D L. T OFliEEL Tp
AV EEKELIFEN LM ED p @R
NS T U IR ARG A A L ORI ARG 25 B
DALD, Tihbb, “AEICT £ZHD (L LK
FRED D) L ORI EN kR e RS, B
BKEET S O%E 0.05 BRSNS, 2O
£ D IR FIIHERI O BT RICIE, #EEmIC T 5
THEEHOBOBELET S, N EICHERED
SRR X BT — X OTHERMEICE S DT
H5H. WHBEBEFIZOO>HLOH 1 EOEA
(B L <3BEE) EMEn 5, IRERPAIE
L VCOICRERHZFENL CLED EWVWHED
NS KA ETHM R T ETH B, &
DB PR HHERTH 5 HRMERIL, EiTE

BARELXrEL W, bbb EEKER 0.05 &
FRE L RBHBRE T, 1 EOBEEERN
0.051C7% A Z ERRIESNTNHDTH 5.
LD —DODRNTHVE2FOMEA (L L <
3EkarE) EMEEN S, RSREAIE L VWL
SRR A A L 7\ VR Y 3RE R T D BT
EEIN TV,

PR AT C LIk % 72 7 A v OBFFRIC KT
TEAH— TSIV (GLM, General Linear
Model) XN HE L R->TEH, RiED
RERBE 21T - 7o E TRV RS GO 5. K
BRI 31 % GLM IZ >\ TOEMIE,
MDY 2 A 2RI S Nz, GLM 13 ME % O &
INBRETH AR VIV LA I, 2T
BITHE AR 7 LIVERE#ERDIEL T 5
(ZEBKRE) LIk, EBROBEBHERIR
EEMT LICEAERD, FHRMIZ0.05 LD
KEVEBEBERICL>TLEDDT, LEMIE
W AT > 7o b IR ARG O FEHVHI A B & 7%
L. HEMEICOVWTR IR 2RI e
W

Jok, ARECE SRR 7 & B 75 BT
ICBWTELHWONTEY, H#<O8AITH
—OFMHEBICK L THWSHNTEL., Ly
L, S 73EHTG % AT D 72 DI iT B O R H
HBNE & in o 72 LI WSERE DO SR
PHGER 7B 2 e L T« B L Tk Y,
I T INENG OB T O & D el Kz
T— RN T B0 TEE L THHWLN
TW5b. ZiExtg s LizRy YVBACIT S

COMBUL, 44 B HABRIEEFRREREV VRV T A T7 5 A7 =)V TOMEH IR OIERE H~
fMRI 57— Z #fEHEITIC £ D ARGEDiF DO < - T~ TOREZHLICE LD/ DTH 5.

* —rJ— K brain image, statistical hypothesis test, multiple comparison, cluster size test, random field theory

39



AR BB37& 25 (2017)

PS4 (G AT 1 3\ "C 26 B % i 9 4 BRI ]
BERBDIZDORET NERTZ VIV DS X
THY, EHSLEMIEE T EEKERS
7N F&ES, 3xbb, BRLTEA8D2IC
SRR e I PEH SN TR ABRICC W

EWSBRSFIN e Hk b Tro TLED . Thef#
PRI B0, WEBEWO T /2DIZR 7 v
TR RIZ7VIVOEFY, FTixbb, 75 A
R—H R L7 ECREXITD iE (V5 A
A —HEWD) AFREL, RGN O
FEE L THELK DY 7 b 2 T TETTEL L
N7 - 7.

IMER TV 5 AR —%# 2 HEICIE, MO
b, BEEEAICI RO R 7 Vi kD
TfEE LSO TEONRARTHY, BiET HR
JYNVOEEVE 7S AR—L L TR7E2ILT
LICHET AT —2OEREBH 5. 0D
127 5 AX—OHR (BRE) ZTO5BICRs &
IWIEOWB A BT A 0ERH D, BEERR
DA BT HMERG R EFAT 5. 21—
Y —D% S EFRFAIFHE & LT A7,
TSy IRy 7 AN 7 b7 27w liHT5
CEABAhL LR TOXD RN TG
L7z, Eklund YRt vt —v 3 b
EHL & BB LD nERE R A A3
L7z, ZORML EMESOBERBPHRML L TAR
Aty LD IRFEMB RO D72, KimTid
VBM O il % i 7 5 A 2 —HER Ol %
L 7- £, Eklund 5% & Z OB OHE#R OF =
Tl mE DI ETRBEY RS,

752 —L~ILHER

AEHITE D7 T AR =% MRITL7H#HT
%7 T AR—VNIHERE ST 5. LD
7T AZ—DIFO aMSilL, &7 AX—
DYARX (7T AZ—=HIRT VIVED) "WIES
LHEE, W2 —Y—D% W # Y 7
v7 7 SPM (Statistical Parametric Mapping)
DIEITIED EHHT 5.

1. SPM DOfEHR
AKiwmCTHEHIT A SPM N— U 5 v 12

(SPM12) #F\/z GLM O3 A # % =4, [H
BT —2iF, TV VRETIVYINA IR
227 ) — 712 X % Open Access Series of Im-
aging Studies (OASIS, http://www.oasis-
brains.org/) DAL TWA T — X X—A )
b EBEERHE [RRRIREERE | (CDR ;
1IEH (=0), 8\ (=0.5), ®E (=1), $%
B (=2), @& (=3)) BHElEsN TS5
B a#IR L 7o, £/ CDRz1 %7 )LV /NA
~— (AD) %\ L, CDR=0 % f## (NC)
L7z REE TidHBE GO mE S BV AD
B2 216 LT, Fhm, WAL, BHMASH, #
BEAE< v F V7 S 72 NC B 22 4% IR L
7z. AD B & NC ORI E 2 GLM I & 0
15, ATALER & L TR B L & Pk
%, SPM OHKRY — VR y 7 A ThH 5
CAT12 (Computational Anatomy Toolbox) IZ
X VI R A T L 72, R LY A X
1.5mm 2 & L 727 DA BE O R 7 IV EIT
121x145x121=2,122,945 I CTH > 7=. “FiF
RIZB T H/85 A—=2ThH s FWHM (Ful
Width at Half Maximum) (% 8 mm {ZL 7z.
GLM 0P % Fig. 1 10574, Fig. 1(A) 3R
7RV LI fThbh o tREOREREL T, R
7V EICRE s ERE (T fiE)
DG T 7V — T EICKR SN % T-map
AL T (BREIREEHEEDO LD THS).
INEEITWL O ORERHET % & Fig. 1
(B)D XD et T ROERNLBEON 5.

2. V5 AF—

LT O GLM 1IZ 3\ T Fig. 1(A) D k5
SR 7V EicEMEE T EARH Sh
TER SN/ Tmap I+ 57 5 AKX —1F
Table 1 DFIH T INS.

DIZ BT ARl height threshold, cluster-

Table 1. Cluster generation procedure

OBEMETHRIC § A EROMEE R D 5.

OZ DBEMELL EDE%Z & DR 7 LD S bk
LRI CNVOME—DDI FARZ—LEZ, 7
FAR— KT 5.

2017 474 F 10 HZ 2

AIRIGERIE  T849-8501 (B Ie g 5-1-1 B AKFEEM JIlD &
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B

Statistics: p-values adjusted for search volume

set-level cluster-level

peak-level

mm mm mm
P ¢ Peecon  Yoreor K& Puncon Pewecon  droRcon | 2 P
0.485 25 0.000 0.000 10483€.000 0.000 0.000 9.05 6.70 0.000 -29 -17 -36
0.000 0.000 8.77 6.58 0.000 -27 -9 -39
0.000 0.000 B.68  6.54  0.000 -32 -3 -42
0.001 0.001 853 0.000 0.039 0.011 5.87 4.99 0.000 56 -8 47
0.083  0.017 5.59 4.81  0.000 59 -3 39
0.000 0.000 3234 0.000 0.080 0.016 5.61 4.82 0.000 12 26 62
0.171  0.027 5.31 4.62  0.000 23 6 71
0.366 0.049 4.98  4.39  0.000 2 17 57
0.000 0.000 972 0.000 0.317 0.044 5.05 4.44 0.000 -35 42 30
0.999 0.384 3.86 3.55 0.000 -44 47 12
0.379 0.224 190 0.019 0.347 0.048 5.01 4.41 0.000 -29 26 59
0.961  0.208 4.22  3.83 0.000 -26 15 60
0.159 0.029 268 0.007 0.854 0.138 4.43 3.99 0.000 -38 -59 45
1.000 0.910 3.35 3.14 0.001 -38 -59 36
0.006 0.001 588 0.000 0.860 0.139 4.42 3.98  0.000 -2 -21 66
0.939  0.185 4.28  3.87  0.000 -9 -18 69
1.000 0.508 3.7 3,43 0.000 6 -15 63
0.866 0.228 m 0.985 0.255 4.10 3.74 0.000 -36 41 -6
0.994 0.378 47  0.212 0.990 0.278 4.07 3.71  0.000 3 -5 74
0.837 0.228 102 0.074 0.99% 0.350 3.92 3.60 0.000 -18 -5 71
0.935 0.253 79  0.111 1.000 0.409 3.83 3.52 0.000 -47 8 33
0.935 0.253 79  0.111 1.000 0.493 3.73 3.44  0.000 11 -27 66
® table shows 3 local maxima move than 8.0mm apart
Height threshold: T = 3.30, p = 0.001 (1.000) Degrees of freedom =[1.0, 42.0]
Extent threshold: k = 0 voxels FWHM = 10.3 10.4 10.3 mm mm mm; 6.9 6.9 6 8 {voxels}
Expecled voxels per dusler, <k> = 32.312 Volume: 2377725 = 704511 voxels = 2064.9 resels
Expected number of clusters, <¢c> =24.48 Voxel size: 1.5 1.5 1.5 mm mm mm; (resel = 324.91 voxels)
FWEp: 5.781, FDRp: 4.968, FWEC: 588, FDRc: 268 Page 1 < E

Fig. 1. Result for SPM (A) T-map (B) Statistics table

6-connectivity

18-connectivity

26-connectivity

Fig. 2. Cluster generation result

defining threshold (CDT), cluster forming
threshold 7% ¥ & /XN 5 2, KimTlid CDT
EIES R A CNEIMEMTEDOKRE S
TLH5H, THIC 1% 1 THRIGT S pET
520058550855, SPMOT 7 4 )L ik

uncorrected p=0.001 THV, Thix 1 HOH
TIIHHE 42 THYREMITETE AL T=
3.3 ICHLd 4. Fig. 1(B) OO#ES DAFNIC
height threshold & L TERIN TV 5. mat-
lab i 2 (X, Fig. 1(B) DOEHHFDOEIN D 5
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Degrees of freedom IC 3515 % 42 # HHE & L
T, tinv (1-0.001,42) AT 5 EKDS
EMWTES.

QIEBWTIEECETTORY vh: B
ETBPEVDERVBLEIC LS. 3 KICITHL
B INT/b 5N 7 VIVIER— D@ SITEAHTFTE
REOIC 8HOR 7 VAL TW5b. D
HEICO9ME, EFICIOMBEEEL TV, Th
O4eTaRBEE L% 2 5 D7) 26-connectivity &
WO HETHS (8+9+9=26 DR 7 LA
BEkz). &£/, EREEETICMET HR7 2L
DD B & D& BEEE L 75\ & 2 BI7ED
18-connectivity ¥ \W 5 FHETHH (26—4—4
=18 DR 7 VIVHIBEE). /o X Db
YIVICH L THOFS L e L Tk 7
BB & 4 A A 6-connectivity TH 5
GLHROE OB =6 DR 7 )L HBEE) .
26, 18, 6-connectivity DIHETKE VT F AH —
P EN %S5 TH%. SPM Tl 18-connec-
tivity Z#HHAL TV 5b. QIZBWTIIKREELT
D O & PSR E BRI 3 5§ Cd 5 P
R KRELSHES L. P LICL > TBEDE D
R VIER L DEWEZ S DL DIk % (HE
B\ OPICRD). TOBKICE ORE 2T\
fEICL TV 2% FWHM &\ 585 A —& |
Ko THET . M S TmIC3 >
DEPFREINDD, 1FEAEDRUHEETHE
FTAHDT, K Tlx DIl § AE—DTHE
F. 1HITIE 8mm & L7z, COfEIET AT
JFE G A L0 [RCEIPHO R 7 2 ) % MBI ZE
Bl TCWBHI kD, COXDICELRPICS
N/cEGRE AW BRED» HE SNz T-map b
WoOPICEBEEZOBNS. L > TFWHM
WA, KEE7IAZ—DPHEPL Tk
5.

Fig. 2 121t Fig. 1 (A) ® T-map IZ% L C,
CDT &L Cix3.3,4,5 & L 6, 18, 26-connec-
tivity IZ51F %7 5 AZ —EEERL TWb.
BiALFRIC 310 5 FWHM (3 4 & 8 Z i L
7=.

Fig. 2 ICI3BEFIEH SN2/ S AX—D DL
RRKDOLD%E —=D2FRRLTW5DH. FOHHE
CDT 9 XTCCHMAT AR LILVTHD, FRfa
22 CDT=3.3 & 4TIl d 587 V)b, K

42

BCDT=33 RTDORI7 LIV THA. Jb
HLCDT BENWE T TG AR —DREL LB L
bbb, STHICEFEL CDT TREXS &
FMWH=8 O/ HKE T 5 AZ =P S
NTWAHZ N5, 6,18, 26-connectivity
DRZIEVTRONL - 7.
3. 75 AP =Y A XROHE

PRI 52 4 (R TR % T R D 7 5 A% —D3
BoNDLILITHDN, EO75Ax— (R
TIV) BAEBICKE W% p EICHED Sl
T5H. TSAZ—=YA X ELFEKT 5 A =%
L TWARZ VO TH 5. Fig. 1(B)D
cluster level IZ 351 % ke Dfiiz CDT=3.3 T
BONIZWL DODDT S AR =T A AeF LT
W5, ZTOBEICETSIRERFE (752
A=Y A X=0] TH5. BHIN/IpHELE
BKEE X D /NS W8I &V IR S AN
ST, 2OV 5 AR —IFEEICKREVEH
Wid 5. p SR OB NSRS 2 H
WHNA. ZOREE LT, REMT=ITIKE
BLETHEDLNTHD, BH5H. LIch-> THiM
BeL MR LEERL TS LERDH.
RPILHEDK 7 5 A7 —HERNIZ DWW TIE L
MY~ D SRS Nz,

75 AR —Y A R sITHT B p il PsiZkD
IR H T ERTES.

Ps=eXp<—b|:%h(h2_1)12/3> """""" (1)

72720 DIXER T b=0.5334942---TH 5. h
{2 CDT #3 L, ri3 RESEL #33. RESEL
23 /MO FWHM Off & L TRDOEN 5.
BE L L T2 T FWHM I T-map IZ %4
HHDTHY, FIATREINIZDO LITHR
70, GLM OEEIC L - TRkdHN 5. Fig.
1B) OO OHINCH S K D1, 3 HAD
FWHM (1 6.9, 6.9, 6.8 LtHEINTH 5. ©
D 24T T, THNDOE & L T resel =324.92
voxles F BIREINTH A ZOED 7 THY, LA
TTCTRHEBAALTr=325 2L CHWA.
(D) AT Hl I fii 8 e N Th 0 Bl e 5 A
ICE o THEEITLILEPARETH S. Ps<
0.05 THIIHEEKHEE0.05 5%) T, 75 A
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B—=PARXsHHDVFAX—FHEICKEN
CHMTTES.

IO ZSsICOVWTHEL LD LD
TRAEES.

r [ —log Ps/b]-2/3

=W ........................... (2)
ZORD PsICHREAK#E (H 213 0.05) LA
F5 LT NICRIES 57 5 AF—Y A ZHRFHE
IN, TNERAIN/IBEKESTH7 5
AR —Y A4 ZDOMfE (U4 Al THo, *
OFEL D KREVWT 522 -3 X DOHEKEIC
BOWCHEBLHM T A ENTESL. ThbD
KROBHICE L TIREFEICII 70 % BB OB
LG fErsEIniov.

Fig. 1(A)® T-map IZ53 5 C OFHEROME
AlaRd. b=0.53, h=3.3,r=325 LT,
s=96 DREXITS. R(DICHEERATS
s,

Ps:exp<—0.53>< [%X 3.3

2/3
X (3.32*1)} > =0.091

L7: ) SPM H A0 0.082 LR WVMEAEH X h
TWAZ EDbns. BHEDI-DIZ b DfE%
PO BFTHEL TWAD, b wIEME Tl
AL TEET S L& Ps=0.089 &7z 0 L D SPM
HINE2 <. £/, TORW T TORBKYE
0.05 ICHBIF %Y A ARfEZRDD. R(2)ITH
AT S E,

325% [ —log 0.05/0.53]-2/3
B 3.3x (3.32—1) -1338
CNED 4L EDY S AR =Y A4 XADEE
KHE0.05 THE WD Z&ilkb. Thid
SPM ¢ Extent threshold ¢ 134 & AJJ 4 5%
LA T&%. Fig. 31Ci3 Fig. 1 ® T-map 1%}
LC, h=3.31Chnzx h=4.52,5.02 D& (=
71 Z 1 uncorrected p = 0.000025, 0.000001 {Z
) IS L ThRQ@) DD s wROFEERY
FAZ =T FRL T 5.

Fig. 3 Tid Extent threshold 170 p DA
BRERRLTED, ZEAL0.05 &LV H
PEEINTEORQ@) A LEHEIR TS
DG BifEERET SO CATI2 ©
Transform SPM-maps & \» D ¥EBERH H TH
5.

Height threshold{ T = 3.30 p = 0.001 (1.000)

Expected number of clusters, <c>=1.08
FWEp: 5.781, FDRp: 4.968, FWEc: 588, FDRc: 268

1k Extent threshold{k = 134 voxels, p = 0.044 (0.660)
3 ; Expected voxels per duster, <k> = 32.312

Y Height threshold; T = 4.52) p = 0.000 (0.783)
s Extent threshold; k = 50|voxels, p = 0.046 (0.068)

N Expecled voxels per duster, <k> = 12.347
Expected number of clusters, <c> = 0.07
. FWEp: 5.781, FDRp: 6.581, FWECc: 62, FDRc: 72

Height threshold} T = 5.02| p = 0.000 (0.339)
Extent thresholdl k = 37|voxels, p = 0.045 (0.018)
Expected voxels per duster, <k> = 8.985
Expected number of clusters, <c>=0.02

FWEp: 5.781, FDRp: 6.791, FWEc: 23, FDRc: 64

Degrees of freedom =[1.0, 42.0]

FWHM = 10.3 10.4 10.3 mm mm mm; 6.9 6.9 6.8 {voxels}

Volume: 2377725 = 704511 voxels = 2064 9 resels

Voxel size: 1.5 1.5 1.5 mm mm mm; (resel = 324.91 voxels)

Fig. 3. Significant cluster at 5% level (CDT=3.3, 4.5, 5)
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4. 75 AZ—Y A TREOHE

SHKBVWTHEBIN X275
Z—H A ZHED p fEild CDT @ &k & RESEL
DrIRIFT L b s, OROFHRIC
BWT, ChoOfEiR2HiTRAZLSIC7S
AR =TI b BE S 50T, CDT i
RESEL Rz 2EThIUIHRESI NS 7 T A
B—H A X (E723HR) bRE->TWBIE
ICHEBE LWV E W7,

Fig. 4 3R L 7 5 AZ —% A Xs=96 I L
T, h BT 5 & pfEids LUV A ZXRED &
DEDICENTHPERRLIZDDTHS. &
7o r=125, 343, 729 ¥ L7z (ZhZh FWHM
=5,7, 9 ITHY).

¥ /NS WH A Fig. 4(A) 7 513 p i/
7D Z5THD, Fig. 4(B)H» 5I3EHE LK
KRETELDOTHAS. BHLIB T E
BN/ Z A=, BL TRSWHDIERD
ThH5EELZLNALDT, Bz r=125 O
HD s=96 [FHENCKE WY 5 AKX — & Rix
N, CDT IR/ S pEEXHEETS
tEZONL. COZLEPORF 5. K
(DB WTs'=s/rbLTE2SHE T
RESEL 7DDV 5 AX—F A4 AL RAHT L
MTE%. T5 L TRESEL [CBL THE#E(p X
NIy S AR =Y A ZuFHliT 50OBREWEE
26N5. s =s/r=96/343=0.28 TH 5. r=
125 OBAEITIE, s =028 [THEYST AR7 L

[=]
("7_ —
=1
- =125
Pl — r=343
= e r=729
o
N
=1
Q
3
© -~ -
ks [=}
-9
=
o
0
O, —
=]
(=]
S i
° T T T T T T T

13 125%x0.28=35 L7 %. THLTs=96
Fr=125 T RKEWrs2x—2%z256h
. ZOLTCARDLEBLN TRV RE DI
BEDICRZADB, WHhIBTHThriFnE
SN 7 5 AR —T A AN ENT 5 AR —
LB5ZERTET, HROMIRICTEEN
LU AWML A0 LNk, r i3 aj0E
DAL K TS HEEZT DT, FiLE
FWHM O# YA E T A0ENH 5.
NI OV TRBIZHR RS, SPM OF 7 1 )

FCLHAS8mm CTRWEEZ 5.

CDT 23k X\ J77 Fig. 4(A) 2 513 p i
W7D ZS5THY, Fig. 4(B) » 613 FE
LELSBEETELDTHAH. CDTZ#Em LT
75 AR —TAEo T DTHIUE, T A ADP/PS
CTHAFEICRAH ELMRTE 5. CDT w1k
RFTBETVTAR—FINDKRELR T AR —&
LTSN D REEL DS, TD45 pflE
DREL ZAMHEAICH 5. BEDOF T CDT =
3.0, r=343 OWFIZ 200 1 ¥ TH 5. CDT %)
ST ETCKRERFAX—"EH L TL &
S EFEHEINRT %S, THOLTC, BHEHTR
N7z EBVIZ, TOBER Y T AX—TEEDOH
GABEL THERT LUNENH 5.

5. ZEMIE

INETOFTIR Y 5 AX —HeGmOIEREN 75
WHICEH L ESEMIERL O p EEZEY H -
7o, ERENTIC B W TR S EMIEALE &/

400
L

threshold
200
|

- =125
— r=343
- r=729

300
1

100
I

Fig. 4. p-value (A) and size threshold (B) for cluster size s=96
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%. SPM T FWE (Family Wise Error) &
FDR (False Discovery Rate) D#fi1EAFHET
»HAH. oy 7 FEH\WA & permutation test
LURETH H. LEMIEDOFMIZ OV TITX
[ SIS h (LN
SPM OB \WTIE, Fig. 1(B) 0O 5
DI FATICd %S FWEe 78 FWE v/
O—bEnfov A XPETH D, F7z FDRe
{ZFDR ov 1 —}l/éi(lf:i)@“ﬁ?’é% h
5OfE %, 3HiTIT -7 X S IC Extent
threshold TAJJ 4% C &T%ﬁﬁE%’:ﬁo 7z
C &2/ b, Fig 310 W TH A XMl % Mok
THI LM TESL. CDT=3.3 OHEITITHE
LT k=134 TH YD, FWEc=588, FDRc
=268 (T3 L CTIHE N O T 23 s\ m] B
W 5H. EERIZ Extent threshold 170 () A
121X FWE OFBEKELPREINTED 0.660 &
mm.bﬂ:ﬂLmDT—4a5:ﬁLTiﬁ
7L & FWEc & FDRc IZIZ KR &E7EN 7\
L5 2%5. CDT=5 t7chid FWEc=23 k7
D, WEXLDk=37 LV THS. =
5L TCFDRcICEBHEALDBRBVEDICE
Z26N%. —BRIICLEFHIEIIEEKERLS
BRETHT LI THDT, R(2) I\ T
BEK#ELZ0.01ICL (RHELEY &, CDT=
3.3,4.5, 5 [Cx IS ¥ % U A AR T 253, 96,
69 LEitE S, FDRc S \WMEIC/AR S T &
B, SO LFEMEEFANEICIT RS
753, 75 AR —#ERNC B3\ T FDR fiiE 3 L
RN HE KEED uncorrected p AR 4
LNz,

772y —HERICH S D

F4E1E Eklund 54 O Hiflcz Bz 8) D 12 fMRI
FEFTIC B0 5V 7 B« THERICH L CTEam 2
TN TE7. HiC Eklund 69 OBEEEE&
MNT70K VDSV UE—y g FIVERFIT L
TR LG -7, T2 THEEES (fase
positive rate) & i, {KFHHEIC I\ T IR
HOERL) PIEL VOIS, RN (EHD)
EHMIL CLESEIATHS CR—ROMEERE
KThHbH). —IC, KHBETBEGED A
Oy hro—)IbLTW5h. AEKEL 0.05 &

L Tp fE<0.05 THEHKMW 5 &1L, K5
HEIE=0.051CHBL TWb. Fabh,
BKE=AEHESGTH L. BEZHHER (&
BBEEIE) 125%%-> Twb (0% RV &
SPIFTiE). THED pEd BEEEE
HE 2 L5 ICHBEAZREEINS. 0.06 LW
D DIMMEHN 72T Th 5. E-BlEridmE
LTWA5DTPEZ0.05 THIFMBEELIR &
Fale\w (BEEAEL LA EERD S).
Eklund 64 CIXRERF 2T A FIC L 72D
T, JRERE (task I L TRIRZZL) HE
EWOIREIELRD, BRHD EHTL &5 72
Wi I falott LA 72, SEGI DML L ik
IZ &0 1000 BN # 1T\, DD BITHEE
DOFER L L THERD ¥ T CIR R A FEH)
L7z (BIEERAR C - 70) E¥%E 1000 TE A
C IR TRIEBHEIGEFEL 2. COBE
P A Family Wise Error T& % . SPM, FSL,
AFNI b\ 572V 7 0 = TIZ K BT R %
FHIL TW5. 2K Ty o AZ —HENC
BEE% Y TS, Eklund 59 TidR 7L v
NOVOWRLFHEL TR Y, GEEEEITIES
N7z 0.05 &7z L Te.
“P=0.001+10voxels” ZEE VD> DMH, F—
ARITIC BT L LN TV LD Th%.
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Statistical Cluster Inference in Brain Imaging Analysis
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Statistical cluster inference is integral to brain imaging analysis. We briefly review the most com-
monly used method for brain imaging analysis, namely, the cluster size test, which is based on the
random field theory. Statistical software packages, such as Statistical Parametric Mapping (SPM),
allow for easy implementation of such an analysis ; however, the user is cautioned to use the software
application in the appropriate setting. This article provides the p-value formulation with a simple
form, an explanation of how the software worked, and the appropriate settings for the computation
with applications to real data. We also provide a review about recent discussions and extensions for
the cluster inference in brain imaging analysis.
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