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1. #F

ABCMRLIC X 2% v + 7 — 73 H S, 240 RIGH O BIET 23 A

ICR 3N T %, AWIEATE TR, RIS O RS IR D —RINZAL

®D MRI i L2010 TS L7z, 20, UIERERAL & OG22 5 202 L, J58 MRI

BT T F DAL T\ 2 KIECE RS BRH DO ERAZ NS 2 . IHREY 1 AERE AT AE 7 R

FFRICEDEFHT A 2 L3 TE 7, 2T E ST, MRy B 7 — 28T D251 % Y

BERICHERR T & 7o, BT R v b7 — 7 T OIGIRIGH I RetE 2 . INIIHISASE

TADPAER Z R E L THGT L 7,



. J¥X

JEHC MRI I3 ERN DK T OfRE (Z07) ZBIZ8d 5 2 LA CE, RICHRIREHER
SWHC B 2 IEEORIR G L, AN ZE O R 18 o2 Wi[2]. TEE O
RS FE D HETE 3], BT I —FBOMFER B TORRE D = HEHGTH[4-61 & o 7B
MDA FIS T 3, 245 1331 Apparent Diffusion Coefficient (ADC) CHE 115
KT DILEHIBR D LA 2 & FARA IR B2 HEM L L RIS $ 2 b D 7223,
HAX RS R Uk 2 hui i 2 RS S o B5 M % R 3 % Diffusion Tensor Imaging
(DTI) ®+27 F 777 4781033 W0 61 ST &7z, DTIIC X 2 ARSI
GO ERIVFREE & L T Fractional Anisotropy (FA) %> Mean/Axial/Radial Diffusivity 23&%
D[9]. WisliEpe B 101528 4 OMFEEZ MR- [11-14]C FA OIR T 2t L 70128135
%\, 77 87T 7 4 Z AN TR O AT 2 RIS UL T E 5 €5
T4 ELTHE—DDH DT, MEEEoiE[15,16], Fiodhd s Frer—a v
[17,18], MR T D BE e pifERAE OfiHI[19-2117% EIcfill s 5,

BICHEAE, SAECMRI 5 27 F 75 7 4 12k 2% v F 7 — 2 RS 2Ic B L
DD H 5[22-27], MNDKAEILF DEDYD  (brain connectome) 12, BFAMTFILEE LT
77 7 Mima WA 9 2 FIED TR T28,29]. B4 2kt - MR BICEB T 2% v b

7 — 7 DEAHS I ENDODH 5[30-32], 9 L7, Wb % S aEisic



B 2bDEEZLNIMNBRZ TS, FREOBER ) ICHEEZENTNZ %Y b
7 —2 L LTHET S GRS N E—DEZTT~DBAT[33-36]ICIA 9 D TH
D WG & BRRE DR EL &\ 9 T 2> 6 & K E R HIREDYEE & 11T 5 [37-41], — /7T,
T YT T T IR B R AREEED B 1 [27,42,43]0 F v BT — 7 fENTIZ T

BRI DRERBEAIND T L[26444510 ER I NT W0 5, ZAUK, 35 N7 BT
ROZBMEE, HIEL 2O TETHRAES D 2 EDBEE L, F v M7 — 7T
DEBITIE, 1) 29 LdikimiiE 2 Ak L, BiTFEE2 LT 5. 2) ko
Fy b= EBRICK 2B LEETIVE LCHET 2. 3) ERHIBNCERNT 5.
V), 3DODKRELRIEDLD 5 [46],

EOEROG & RIFFERTER TR, KIS UIBRT% o i sk B i et/ 81
RICHE S5 2RIV MRIFTRUICEHE L, FTERAZ & ORMIBZH S0 L7z, T
12 K o T BRI MRI T TR S 1072 RIN R RS AR DA 0 i [47-49]
%, WHIRINICHERFIRE 2T RIS X DAEH L, R v b7 — 7 f@br o 2241 % [z 1

BT 5 2 EDHR, BT, BB MRS X 2% v b7 — 7 @ OREIRIE

FATTREME 2 . PIMHIEEIE T A 20 AJERI 2 SR & L TRGT L 72,



I, W% 1

KR53 GIBR T2 DR BUR DI BORFHER TOEHE 5

A. HIY

TADAAKT 2 ARSI H o MR T, FIRHE6 & 13 #in 7 Al ofis
HRAURIC, BERGERIRG C—@ME I RE S 2 R0 2RER 2 FEBR L 7. ERERTH D |
FEEEIEE D MRI CTIIBRET 2RI T2 ICHIB L7722 &6 b QIR ZE
LIFEZo6NT, YIRS U7 KIMECE & o etk ic X 2 REMW s %
FCw 2 AfREMEDNE > &8 2 7, PRI REHAR O RS S I I — ik A O
R CEESTEIRT I & E, HEAEKEO Waller 2METIE X SIS LTV B[50-52]238, 7
S CIRIE B R D S A TS 13— D A[53]C. BE DREFEIRAL & ORRIE T
W, BURTIE, HRIMEIIRGES O BB ZER BN . BURN TRIMOBEZERENL &
BREDIMGEATIC, ZEii & T2 MK COEES2R0 5 2 EBUATL D AIS LT
%[54,55], PEECRFMER T ld . KL IGIE[S6] > MIBHEEER 3 I BRT R [S T BRI EiMF
FRROTHED D D . BURMLAITIMEALES S #290 - BHIHIE O HdE AR &difg
5[58]Z & T K B “REWEREIRTH 5 EHEHI N TV S

D EoERDS & W78 1 TiE, IIVBFFIRAES O MRI IG5 2 2% 551171



MafL. 1) SR OILEERIRER CORIGES & TR & ORI ZH & i §

52 L, 2) BEOHGMHTIIZE THE S LT W 2 KBMECE -FRE A UR DAL I

[47-491E WL, ZNoD0RUMZ2HEET 22 &, ZHIWE Lz,

B. Jiik

1. ferBric s

AFEI. AR AR R be, ERZRS o - PRI e £~ 7 — Wb 2 fii

BRACB T, ERIBENED 72 1RSI 47 MRI IR O ST AR 2 17 ) 8%

M cod b, ShiskfmBEE 2O RE 2R/ Tirbinle GREUREEAARI SR i

Bl A AT 2561-(9). ENZER - AEEERIRITTE & » 7 — RO M E H & TIREFEEN

G I ), AW DOHFTICEE S QRO RIBE T OB I FHA L 2 w»

O, XETCDOALA V7 4—bFRavey OB N,

2. NR

2 fEEE DR ELT — % XR— 2 2 L, 2008 4 1 H2>5 2012 4F 1 H AR I K

WECE DRI VIR %2 & & Tilfi 2 521 . B DR IS IR BRER R DM RY S 47z 134 Bl 2 i

L 72o 134 Bilrh, TSRS AUR ICIERE LA Ttz 9 Bl 2 BRAE L. 125 61 (OF-



P 38.0 £22.0 7% (L > 0-87 %) . B 69 P/t se ) &eote, 740 —7
v TR % GO TDON 602 D MRI A Z BEIT R L L 7, 125 Gl FipR B2 o
WNERIE, KRS 73 $I(WHO grade /11 23 f4],  grade II/IV 50 ), BR a4 B2 B S2T2R% 19
B, R BEMRGEE 131, BOERGER 3 B, XM A 8 I, RS LAE 15 B, MGSE N

IMfE 1 61, FeREPREZEPSR o a7 b D 56 Th > 7,

3. MRI Ft Rokgat

MRI At B O BIE RV 1% 2 44 O PREEHREHE O &3k IC X D 17w ARG T
Mtk LR ER S OER, B L0200 %2 dHiliEHE & L7, MEENOERES
1. 13U OICHERR L 72 B TR - iRy - BITERT D 3 88 — V3 B k9
WCHZIT N0 T, K1 DX ITHSEEZ RT3 5555 LT Type 1~3 O 3 Y
ICAT L 72, Type 1 1ZFEPRAZIR & B8 ORISR T Type 2 (X FEIRIEIARTR & Blgt by
57, Type 3 I3BHR DB ST & LT, BUKDEME 513, MBEISARRAL I B D VTl

NI, BEHRZRE, SURVL, SRAIEARHC L 72 (K1),



RAER

Type 1

B 1. 8BS/ BUR DG T /0

SR OEFFIE, MEAERZHIHRT T3 %5 LT Type 1~3 O 3 24y
B L 72, Type | [ZRIRBLBETE & #5R DHIGmEBT. Type 2 (3R &
ST, Type 3 I3#GR DI & L, KD EES X, B0
JRTEIZ X o CTENMIL, ERIRZRE, SR, BURBIZERC 8 L 72,

A: SURHIZHEE, DM: HAMIRZ, VA: wiEHIEZ, VL. SMAIEHEIEZ, VP:
R, P BARHL.

233 CHR[58]% TLISTEAK.




ERMEHIT & LT, 2T D MRIFEICE W CTlifll oA L HIKRD ADC % EHHI L

7oo M DBYLEIK (Region of Interest, AT ROI) 13, JAHGHIHR CRifg 53R 6

NI B3 T OO DRSS 28 021c, ZNZNEREL 7, BfETDH 0

e W3R & SR O R4y iz ROL Z B\ 72, R - MRIBERRR 0724 % %

&L C. MNP ADC Lt (relative ADC. BLF rADC) ZPLTD Xk HITERL 72,

rADC = (FiHAz & [l ROI N D ADC i) / GRHilod ROI N D3 ADC i)

C. ik
1. Fiigg OILHERFER T DR /BUR D EIME 5 D B

125 Bl 17 B¢, FTEAL & Rl O RS BR I i —il it ICIEHER G T
HEE 2R, BES % RO IREF ORILZWT, YWIFREHAL, MRIBRGRHHZ 2 1 &
O 2, 31T, 17614 T T, WRINME L 7 5 X 9 R AR IZFED . &
B 3 FEEBIZE D MRI TIE5E4ICTHIR L, T2 #MFHAER S FLAIR TOREF 5 HRE L
2l otz IRHORTHR CEE SO S L R TR 7-46 H T, RFIC 8-21 HICHEh

LTw (K2), 17#F 6 T, itk 0-6 HD MRI TldEESZ2#O T, BHD

MRI CEESDHELT 2 & v ) B 2 BRIROE M E 2 s vk (F 1),



£ 1. FINiRICHREERIHE TR/ BUR DG 5 2 iR & 7 hiEf]

FEB ARl MR REERSH Tl MRI #%5% (POD)
1 11 M Cortical tuber HTSHEEA o VIR 13,96

2 9 F Focal cortical dysplasia HITSASE T UIBR 10, 65

3 45 M Anaplastic oligodendroglioma  RiSHZEA /IR 2,24,91, 147,202
4 44 F Hematoma HITSHEERR 0 W) BR 7,8,16,6l1

5 48 M Oligodendroglioma EIEEESG S| 7S 2,15, 191, 561

6 9 M Focal cortical dysplasia HTSASE T Ul 1,15, 133,427, ...
7 1 M Focal cortical dysplasia 127 BT 12,98

8 35 M  Oligoastrocytoma HTSAMIBEEE R 0 UIRR 3,28, 129,224

9 1 M Cortical tuber HTSHEEA o VIR 10,22, 113

100 61 F Glioblastoma (IEEE S5l oS 1,46,71

11 0 F Focal cortical dysplasia HTSASE T UIBR 14, 85

12 M Hemimegalencephaly PN RS 20

13 2 F Cortical tuber RGBT 15,97

14 43 M  Glioblastoma (IEEESIAge] oS 4,6,42,85,146, ...
15 0 M Focal cortical dysplasia T 9,118

16 0 M Focal cortical dysplasia 127 BT 7,81, 344

17 0 F Focal cortical dysplasia 127 BT 11,110

REPI D13, K 3~7 & 3.
POD = FHlitg H#. JEHBemIER TR AR ICEE523H > 72 MRI 2 7 7 TR .
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FiirEEE (d:B. m:A)

2. itk HEL & PEHOEIHE TOMSAM/ SR DB 7 DBIFR

B, AR OERESDBTEOEEE . BMEREI L ICRT, &2
O HBUI T 7-46 H T, KFi2 8-21 HOMARICER L Tw3, TR,
SWEHENRIC L 72 MRIEDOKR I Z | Flnlc X 21 VW E L HITRT,
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2. AfET DML & FMiEAL O B

PRER R DT O EME 5 DEAL & FRYIBRIAL & DENTII NG D 5 Z & D37
ot (K3~7), ML, HiSEIREE R O VIR IIMREAEOHT 1/3 12, HiSHATE
BUE DYIERS I o 13 1, —JGHBNET B X OESTET R O UIERE I 13805 1/3
12, ZNFIEBURTG CREE BB 72, SUKTIZ, VHEIE~FSE - HITHZE o
G E 2 G T, SURMICEE BB L 726123, 6l Limb%h o7, Hi
SHRTEF O YR % & & T Tl IR IS . SE I D R BRI S S35 A I SRR R I

brEfE o2l o i, OMRSEMA/MRICEZEE T 2R O 7 pli3fiEr > 7,

12
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ALH L RIML O — & s WBLCHE)H OYBYYEN "L 2T OIS "2 3 22— & s OHEH OB/ I
HE O 2 HEVE O G HEEIH O MM/ YW 3 WEL ¢
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%106 fii#&108

4. Case 2. 9 . 4GSR O BRIRME B E FDB)IR D UIBR il .
A RBAIRBZIEES & Ao ORI, IR CRES 2RO, Mo
FrblE Type 1 12335, T2 B TH, BEDOREBSZRT,

flit1H 158 ffT#133H

5. Case 6. 9 %8 M. JEniuiIE D BRIk B E SIB I D VIER 4.
hit% 1 HH® MRI TIEEEH/SIRICEEES 2B 2w, 15 HHICER
AR & B R D E{ES (Type2) 2SHBAL . 133 HHICIZWHEL T3,

14



L. wd

128

fiT128

X 6. Case 7. 1y 8 V. JUATELED BRI PE BB BIB AN L% 75 BlEWi il %
BB X912, BEWTERD O R B I A TV B, JEEUERFIR Tl
BRI (Type3) LFRMICERES 23D, ADCIETFLTW3,

15




% 7. Case 9. 1 &8N, FiniHEED KBRS i O VIERi#2.

BIBREIFR (& AT AR E T 20 & RIUARTEY & w BN I KA TV 5, HEEGR
BTOMEEDELZE 1L Type 1 & Type2 ZEHE L 7= H DICHY T 5, S
TIFE WAL, BURATRZRE, IR (B2 o < AR & AMEIIE TR )
ICEES%2#D 5, ADC IHMETLTWw3,

16




3. rADC IZ X 2 E =M EH

TEEEFER T OEG 5 2 4 U7 itk 7-46 H ORI HREE S 4172 MRI 134 104 £F

T, 209 LREHRMGRICEETZzRO DIz 16, 97257, BT

fili CEE S MDD rADC filild. RREARTIX 0.76 (95%EHEIX[H 0.73-0.79) .

KTl 0.71 (0.66-0.76) T. EE5EHEORICHARNEGEIET L Twiz (P<.0001,

Mann-Whitney ® U HiiE, £ 2),

7% 2. E¥ rADC iDLkl (#itk 7-46 H OB IR Z 4172 MRI)

IEERFR cOREIES T rADCHE (95%(SHEXH) P E

(EESUN £ (n=16) 0.76 (0.73-0.79) <.0001
fEL (n=88) 1.02 (1.00-1.04)

R fGY (0=9) 0.71 (0.66-76) <.0001
L (n=95) 1.00 (0.98-1.01)

"Mann-Whitney @ U #7E. A EKHEIX P<.05.

17



4. WfE 52RO IAER DR, TRKE
3-7ITm L &9 ic, MEHBURDEES 25807 17 34T, HIEHEED L <
—RIEEB O UIR, H % VIR OME TH > ld, Zns offilz
AT TAEBNTHL D | Wi ICEE SO L B OB OBRINE 2 ML 72 (3
3), MR ICHREGAR/BUR IR BORIIER CRifE T3 i & 1UIERNE . “FHI4ER 18.4+21.8
. MIEES 5 I(WHO grade /112 4, grade II/IV 3 ), BB G 7 61, A IERK
iE 1, AEEERERE 3 B, NSRBI | flCdh - 7, EfES 0Btk oftidEED

FEICHAE T, MRS X D D TADLANBITFM OREGI 3% Wi Th - 72,

18



& 3. MIRICHRSM/BUR ISR 5 2 U7l & A U o 7l D LLik

RfETAD e T L
s A2 E%Y izds ATIT iy i=lDs A" DAAH

FEGIE (8/%) 17 (11/6) 43 (28/15) 65 (30/35)
Fln (CFY) 18.4+21.8 40.7 +19.1 4134214
MRI HEEHREL 64 286 252

ffitt 0-6 H 7 34 47

fifit% 7-46 H 20 36 48

it 47 H LA 37 216 157
WM MRI DRF™ itk 9 (3-12) H it 3 (2-5) H it 3 (2-7) H
T2 W

EL ek 2 10 11

SR A g 3 21 26

FCD 7 5 7

R EORE 1 0 0

BB ki i 3 0 0

A w1 0 4 4

ikl ang 0 1 14

64 S EE AL L e 1 0 0

R R ZEL 0 2 3

A HIEEEED L - RIEREE O Uk, B 138 7 HEMTR. RINCEEREEWTA D &
to. TRy (P gy i) | TR MRS WHO grade I 1L THEM: RIS : WHO grade 111, TV.

19



D, &%

1. BREEMBRDILBUERE TORE TR H D

ARWTE Tl RN B &R o UIBRT42 7-46 H H @ MRI ¢, YIBRERAL & RO KR SA4/

BRIZ, IEEOERER C M IS E 52 B o 7o, Wi 5 & UIRRAAL & DRAIC 1B

HE IR > 720 BEFENTMIER 0-6 HO MRITIZR 6N\ &, 47 HM

DR OFBBIE TIRIREFE S 2RI TR L2 256 b, 2 OHERFG T

DEfEZT I SEIIRIZE CldZe < | FiRERAEEAE 2 L 2 “RIVBR LB A 65, H

SrEhyy el ThORIMBIIRBEIR D BEFE D ML M . BPRIC, T RZEMEIC & > THEEK

MM CTRETZET 5 2 DRSS N[59]. w57 DRFINTIR BRI AR o

¥ ERIB e 03 4: 2 R D [60,61]. RICEMICE S, B TIE. ZoflicE

B D REM[62] R H#EAR K D Waller 214:[63]T b HEAMEM 0 Ih R O &EfE 5 Lk

BT & OMIESNTE D | MMERES, AR L 72l - i o fki%Ic X > Tk

DR HIRSEFE T2 R T EEZoNTVW S, ZNSHERIYTY, IRHERF

BToORBTIIEEDERTIE 2, BHRIGENTHET 2 2 & $KOH TN

POE DFEEERAL & XIS 2 EPTICHBLS 2 2 & 25, ARG L@ L Twv 5, ABEHT

Rc@EmiE, s OWRBICHEBIL 7 K22 L Tw 2 AR &,

AWHFEIE. RIGTFAEE S SN SRR AR I B & 1 3 ZRINZALD MRI A bl %

20



Wt L, YIBRERGL & OR)GEZBI S 2 L7, A ORETH 5, HRIEHRZH DL

Rorob, CORET2AENMEIELIREZ T2 L2l 270, Al>TEIXNE

iR EEZ %,

. UIBRTRAL & DBHIL, KINECE R AR D Bl A2

RIS 222 7 o 7RSI RR D S 5 L YIBRERG & DRE (X8) &, ULy 2

A A AR 58] I ONEAE DL HL MRI[47-49]% functional MRI (fMRI)[64,65]9 [Hi{5

fETIIFED VTN E D KCARL, 26 2R MIT 2D E ko7, FrT, BEMAIC

w55 2 3R THEBNBIBASE D PR ICIR & 41, FREEEDSHITATED 5 D AT 2 LHE I

ZUF 5666712 & L LS WIGLT WS, B, T DRRSEM/MIR & RIKEE DAL RIS

1E IRRITERCE IR A IEIGE D X 9 e KIS GERE O H 2 5REZ 1T T4

M AR OREGI T H —H L TE D | BBDMBEZEREIEH OB D Z(L (t

FEPEDID) EH—ELTwE I Eh 5, (RERIC X 2 B 2 iHEEE Tl <)

IER A E L ToMMNIGTH S EEZ 5N,
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Motor/Premotor Primary Sensory

‘/ ‘:/4/#‘ //’/
Prefrontal / =
i~ | /
Fan o L

N \

Posterior
Association

B 8. “REMDBIGE D & Te, KIMECR-BR A/ BUR DIRHL IS
3~T7 V2R L 7 REOERFHE T O w5 FI & YIBRERAZ O R0 & | BiTSEIRE
PP IIHRSAR DT 1/3 1, BITSERTER (X0 1/3 1T, —JGHBENEF & X OEB) T
BEIZHTT 13 10, EICHIET 5 L EZ 605, GUKTIE, HIETE~HIH -
ISHZE DA B BB X GURM I . ATEARTE XS NI I PO o —
JGHE)/ R IR, 2N ZNN)IBT 2 EFEZ oD, FUREIRLHE
ICEE S 2 MR L 720ERE 1 Bl AT, Z OUIEREF X ATEEIE D EKH D 5
WD FEEL A W HEPE %2 & A T 7z (Case 9),

A: BURRITZEE, DM: AL, VA: wBiEHIEZ, Vi SMAIEHEIEZ, VvP:
HERIR%Z, P: SURHL.
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WHE, JEECMRI F 2 7 b 79 7 4 2 LT 5%y b — 7 BTDIA S fTbi
% & 92 D[22-27], A4 DR - EREEIISH I N TW 5[30-32], — /T, 7
7757 413K 7 v VNDKRGTIRE DRI D W TZN s L Wiz iy v
ZIEE T, MRHEEE 2 EE RT3 DI Tl R\W[274243], VT2 V0T 7 4
DIEL ZOYEL & LT IR BEERNTGE D tracer study & OWNHBIINTE
D3, IS LI DOIEAE L IZE VLA, BITE, WITNOES Y T4 2L T
b | connectivity (Z3&D\\ TRGREI 2 23 1 2 FZC I3 BIERIBE D& ETdh b FikR - 0f
BHEBTIREIIT—HDME SN TV R\L[68], AMFTEIE, 2D X 9 &R % 2 7
RIAHT TS S 7 KINBCE -SSR ol oot L <, Bl 2R T2 50T

HY. KT, b MEBRNIZE W THIRIICBIZ ARG Z N L 2 EERPKE 0,

3. BEEER L OB

AR DEE T 1Z, FET, TALANBITMBROMEN T, HERICEL 5
DS S 7z, RSB L T, #EAE O Waller Z21E0 2EIC B W T b | I5H0EH
BTORGBZIEEFEED 5 VIFFENRTE D ERICH S N[69-71]. FEEEREDE I
& 2 AR DK aE BEOILOBRED@E L, H 2wk, ¥ F 7 RAEIEO R

X B BB~ ONEIIE[72-7T4NCHEN T 2 LHEHI I LTV B,

23



E7. TADPATYH, VY 3 U ARIEEDIEREIL F[75]%. GABA 2/ 51575

BIEDARFEEILIREEANDIRBIT[74)03H1 & 11, fiFEHEA& 2 /i L 7 BRI L ey

BIRELEEZEZ 6%, TADATORBIKAHDOZ L E LT, AN OEKD M

wEnt i DA [76,77] & BEARGH DR T 78], MIHITEDFRIEARD N —3 2 A D

T79,80]123%1 541 %, MRI Tl fE U IEN I BURCHGRH DZEHED H D [81-83], F 77

757 4 DFENTT S E-HIK OB D5 S IR ELD D % & X1 5[84-86], 5

bl TAPA DT ERICHEEMR D EE T 2o ERIciE, 29 Lk,

PRI IR DI/ B RE S A FROEAE DRIV AL DB G 6 EZ 5N 5,

4. RS

AFEDMRA & LT, JEBNIC & 2 MRUREIRFIH DN T D EDE T 61 5, JEHER

R OG5 E R4tk 7-46 H OWIEIC. MRI 23 —E D fifT S T Ze b4

D340 B EAHMEE T 5, Fllin - PRI X o> T MRIREGR D #7222 2 LT3

FERPBETH 5, WAV, BRI HMER O MRI X, Sl I HE Y

% IGPEDIERE IR X o THRAF G DRl AN EEIC 7 2 D 23 1 5 720, itk

48-72 IR AN AT S 41 5 [87], — /5, SEEDSRAEE /N Cld, PIRRIRIEDYLE

D% TRET 22 L%\, L LAads, RiFZETIE 21 &b EORER] i
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#% 7-46 H OWIRNCHiAT L 72 MRI OFREIZ 20 U T O 415H 2 (0 2), 2 296

REFDBEDBINTAPADH 5/NAFH>TWE 2 & ETREIPS L EEZ

5, L AEFOHELES IVBEMICK 2D TADLAICK DDNNETD6 %0,

F7, BETOERICH 2IRHMHBANWELIT OV TE, B8O & 51, #Hifar:iz

i EARIBAII o 84 (VI D FRHLHIRR) . Hs L 7l - BEH o5% (Mt o

JRHCHIIR) 3EZ o2 b0, HEHDETH %, FEREIY) TIIHIRD A i 72 2

L2RH T2, 261X b CEESHEBLT 25EH] & B L 2 WIEB DT % D

BOFEBITE DD 5 D), KW S IFH S TR v,

.
ﬁf
p={113
E

KW BE B Y bR D FAfit% 7-46 HH D MRI T, Al DFRSEMA/AR I HEHGRFER ©

WHEOEES 2RO 5 2 L2 L7288, 2 DATH, & UIBREAL & ORI IS IHAE %

XIGE23H O IEBMRI t 7 7 F 77 7 4 TE DT B BUE-BRE AR D R AR )i

Z. WIRMICHERBE T RIC X D BT B Z L3k, 2, b7 057

4 27 ity b7 — 7 b O 2 BEENICHR T 2 DD TH 5, Z DM

PREIRDEE 512 2N F TIEMOME DR L . SO NREDHEFED T

A AFMOIER %2 % GATHZ L ERRT 2D H 5,
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IV. W7E2

PIIIEASE T A AT S % v + 7 — 2 i i

A, HIY

TADADHT, NHIHITEEE T A 2> A (mesial temporal lobe epilepsy. B4 F mTLE)
R DHEORVIFTH D | FEAEDIEMBEY:, I, MRI & o 7 HEESY 74T
—H L THEBDSHE S NWIEFICIEFMNIC X > TREFAFEEa Y P r— g s
N5[89]70, FEEDEHERMIFEHRICIEFICHEETH 2, LHrLENS,
H O MRI R TIE, BEFTEIHS » TR, & 5\ IZFTR2SEMOE 2SI
FTESRWVIELELDH S,

WEED T AP ADIREIE T, Ity b7 —27 DA H Z41[90-95]. [Hi{RH
5 15 7 BRI O 23D (brain connectome) (2% L C 27 7 BilEwas v 2 i 03 EE A
THB, V7 7HHETIZ. 2y b T—2 %5 (node) EfE (edge) TEHIL.
small-worldness ICfRE I N2 % v b7 — 7 2RDKHER. degree. clustering coefficient,
local efficiency. betweenness centrality % node D /87 X —% T, Fv b7 —7 O
B % FRH T 5[28,29], mTLE TOHAE MRI % v b7 — 7 @t D efrifge <ld. E il

PO ERE L ORNC AR ZI|E L TE D[96-101]. K FA'E D ZiE H I SELE NS 72
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Ve { BTUREE - HRIRIAD - BUR - Bk & v o 2 EIRIC B FL S 181-83]. HE D FA K
b, BRMOMBETED R b VDS, X D IAGHEIPIIC R S[102,103]2 & &, KA

LTw3, Wige 1 TR X ) I, RIMFMBOTRMERDREETIE. TA»LA
DIEGICEFRICHBL L COZ AL H D | TA DA TORGMAIR O S ETE O
ZA0[84-86]75% v b 7 — 7 IZ MIFTRBIC L AL - 5,

I, EHRE L DD & — B A CERIRAVHEINNIC IS % 72 ® 12, support vector
machine (SVM) %I U & & T 2802 E % 7 v b7 — 7@t LflatbE 2 5k
H5[26], Hifl§ 5 L SVM i, L BIZIXMRI 7—%) & HIVER (IR
HBofE) OoflatabE TEZSNAEMT =806, @R Z KD % FET
H2 (X9), HEARE[104], MHEIFWE[105]. Alzheimer JR[106]FDIEE T, v b7
— 7 fRNT & B & A bR OB RBE L RO 2 1T - 72 03 % B,

DEoHEREDD & 982 Tld, EEL MRI O v b7 — 7 fight o B RIS H I 6E
PG & LT, 22 mTLE IZ@EH L, SVM LiflladbE TTAD» A RO

Al % il 7z,

27



[X] 9. support vector machine (SVM) Dflf%

2O0FE (X, Y) IKkoT, 28 (R, &) 2@l 4256 %25R7,
AN (FigE) &R (B oo CwaEEMT =6, 2 e
\J 2 BEA S ol 2 a2 RE T 5, TR 2 D8R 2 HIIR
T O(ERR LR . AR, Y v OV BRI T, AEH T =8
WTW L O DOEN ZE L T, Filo T =21 L THEEMT
— % LRSS TIEE 2 2 e ifFE N s, —77, fitZAEM T —
FIZR L TIE 100% D IEMEME T TE T 523, Ho»ICERIBIRTH
D, FEHT—ZIGBEEE L Cws LR, FlloT7T—2 126 L TH
BRI ORI 2R 9 2 LIIRFTE v, 2D X9 il RE)S N
{bERE DREIZME | cross-validation 5% T, FEIHEH L 2o 77
— 2T palge e WA Z L TREEI NS,
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B. Jjik

1. f R

PEEBBEICBE L T, SRR AEE AR @B 12 3\ THRIR VA BN D 72 O IR S
7z MRI HIf % W 72 55N Th D | HastmHEE 20 KR 2/ rbiik
(RFRABE T ERE MR AR 2561-(9)) . AHZEDHEFTICHE > CGEMO
BRBBTHOLLERIFEEL 2 icd, XFHETDA Y 7xr—LFarey ORI
MRS T, R 7 VT 4 7 O E X RN O W TRE, MistmizE
ROARZ T (KRR AR ERR WS EET 3317-(1) . 2TOSMNED

LXETDODA VY 74— Favey 2008 L o7,

2. MR

JESRELT — & R— 2 2 B T AR L (2007 4F 1 H22 5 2014 4% 10 H DI I,
mTLE OREE & LT MRI Z ftifT U 7z 44 JEF CPY94ENR 33.0 = 11.6 %, H1E 21 4/
M234) Z2RNRELE (4, 5), BRMlZ, FMEOREMBY:, MRIFTH, REHYE
7 A Wi, FDG-PET. BNIfLfE SPECT. HH=ENEMEE IE I X 2 GG O f A ry ST
k> TEE L, Flfif - R Z <y F IR B LDEER T 74 7 CFHER

31381 %, B 6 /Mg 4) 25D, F—d 7w ka)LCMRI ZHREL 7,
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# 4. mTLE DR 1

45 mTLE 7£ mTLE P
i 30.6 + 10.4 347+ 12.1 0.37
Tenl (3/%) 8/7 13/16 0.59
PRI (4) 12.6+7.7 18.4+10.0 0.07
MRI Tt i, T S A MBI LEE 22 0.49
SHER L L 5
Jr Bk A e K JRPEARIER 2
i oFEfEay ba—L Class 1 8 Class 1 16 0.12
(ILAE 43%[107]) Class2 1 Class2 1
Class3 1 Class3 2
Class4 O Class4 5
Class5 3 Class5 O
Class6 O Class6 O
ForE 2 FoH s

DAL Student D t RE, AEEBUI A A TIMUE. HREAKHEIL P<.05.

TFMiEd. b LEFHiB7+a—7y 7R 1 FICHi20wd o,
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# 5. mTLE BRI 5 2

Gl fEA Pl MRl R MRIATA Tt = ILAE 4%
1 A 44 & 12 wEEE ¥ MST 2
2 A 46 L 27 HBERL HISEEEER 7 Yl BR+MST 3
3 A 21 K 7 HEEZLL HIEZETR 7 Y BR+MST 5
4 £ 26 B SHE R L ISAZER 70U B 5
5 4 31 % 12 HEEZLL -

6 £ 43 B 9  MEEELAE I SE AT 1
7 B 27 & WEGEALEE  SEEE NS Y BR 1
8 H 22 & JRPRARIER  EEEE NS Y BR 1
9 A 24 B 13 EBEE  ISESENARE S YIER -f
10 & 21 5 18 ESEHMBAE  MISHEENIRE T U BR 1
11 A 30 % 23 HERL fHISE ZE YARIER 73 BT B 5
12 4 24 X 8 IS LEE  MUSHZENRER O YIER 1
13 & 50 5B 24 ESEMWIE  MISEHEENIRE U BR 1
14 A 30 B 17 WS E  (USEZENREE o YR 1
15 A 14 5 5 EEAUEE  EEIENER S Y ER 1
16 & 32 & 29 ESEUIE  MISEEENRE U BR 4
17 /& 36 & 31 ESERE  IEEZEARRT YRR 4
18 /& 29 5B 21 ESEMWE  MISEEENRE U BR 1
19 /A 34 #2101 HHEkLL ¥ MST 4
20 A& 22 B 20 SR RE IEEZEANRRET YRR 3
21 k£ 24 B 8 HHELL ISAEEER 7 Yl BR+MST 4
22 kK 40 29 BBEMEE  EEIEESYIER+MST 1
23 k46 & 37 SRERE IEEZEANRRT YRR 1
24 kK 63 L 3 JWPRAIER
25 kK 22 B 6 MEEEELAE ¥ MST 1
26 /£ 36 & M SRR AE 1§55 MST 3
27 k26 19 EERE IEEZEANRRT YRR 1
28 A& 37 B 26 S RE IEEZEANRRT YRR 1
29 k& 37 5B 27 ESEAUE  MISEEENREE T UIER 1
30 /£ 35 & 18 HEEAL ISHEEER 7 Yl BR+MST 2
31 A& 38 & 26 HEAEL MST (k5. HIHZE) 4
32 k& 46 A 22 ESEHMUAEE  BISEEENREE T UIER 1
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33 /&£ 59 #& 15  J@bkREX

34 K 26 L& 2 EEUEE  EASER S YIBR+MST 1
35 & 61 5 23 ESEHMUE  MISEHEENRREE T UIER 1
36 & 20 H 3 WEEEUEE  EEIENER Y ER 1
37 K& 29 5B 19 ESE{UE  MISEEENRREE T UIER 1
38 k&£ 25 B 12 HHE4LL ISAEEER 7 Yl BR+MST 1
39 &£ 22 B 7 WS -

40 £ 27 B 17 WS E  (ISEZENREE o YR 1
41 /£ 48 & 37  EEE{UEE - -
42 20 & 8  MEMELEE  EEIENER S YIER 1
43 & 40 5 26 MgBOHEAE (USESEANIER o U ER 1
44 £ 26 & 15 #EEBE{ULE

FRIMBICHEEIRA SN TRV, 7 —7y TR 1 FICHi .
MST = multiple subpial transection (FXKE T 52 & % YIifT).

3. MRI #&f%

3T #:i& (Signa HDx, GE Medical Systems) % ffif L. DTI & b ffi 1000 s/mm®, MPG
13 i, HGREIRY 3 sy 0 70 b a2 L7, 3D-T1 5313, inversion recovery
% {fiF] L 7z spoiled gradient recalled acquisition in the steady state (IR-SPGR)> —77 ~ X %

A L. RBIENIZF 2 030 D Th o7, BRIBITI A= 26, TIIRT,
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£ 6. DTI Dfff 87 X —%

Settings

Acquisition  single-shot spin-esho EPI
b value 1000 s/mm’

MPG 13 directions

TR/ TE 13000 ms / 62 ms

FOV 288 x 288 mm’

Voxel size 3x3x3mm’

NEX 1

Scan time 195 sec

£ 7. 3D-T1 #FHRDIREN T A —5

Settings

Acquisition  IR-SPGR
TR/TE/TI 59ms/2.3 ms/450ms

FOV 280 x 280 mm’
Voxel size 1x1x1mm’
NEX 0.5

Scan time 159 sec

4. EEAMRIIC K ARy v —27 L 7o 7 BN EEO B H

IEBCMRIIC X A% v b 7 —72 (brain connectome) DERGEFEZ . 10 12789,

LU OIC.DTIDF —ZIZX LT mEIRIC & 2 EA EAKEOHHIEZ . FMRIB Software

Library (FSL) M ® eddy correct Z [l L TfT> 7z, 3D-T1 48R IC FreeSurfer % fifi

L. KINEE B & OTREIK A % BEHEMY 72 Desikan-Killiany @ 7+ 7 A[108]IZ D\
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T 83 il ROT 1277 (Segmentation) L 7z, 2415 dD ROI % Z #1Z ¢1, boundary-based
linear registration (bbregister)Z Fi\>"C, DTI DHRIZHE S DY (Registration) L.,
Y b7 —7 D node & LTV, 2IMOWERII T Z 7 277 7 4 % Diffusion
Toolkit (dtk) THfi Z. £ ROI D streamline count % edge DE A & L T, 83 1T 83 4D
connectivity matrix %37z, 45 4172 connectivity matrix (ZBEICBE (sparse) ZIRFEETH
27D T, BENHIZfTH o7,

77 7 BN 2 45 node DFFEFEEE & L T, SE1TIH9E[97,99-101,109] % 2% (T | degree
(k). clustering coefficient (C). local efficiency (E). betweenness centrality (b) 7% R-iffiZE H
& L. Brain Connectivity Toolbox ZfifH L T I o2& T L7z, I DIFEDOER

EfRFRIZOWT, K11, £8 IR,
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Tiw images Diffusion images

eddy correct

Freesurfer

* dtk

Parcellation Tractography

bbregister = /
Register to ditusion images

'

Cortical ROls Network Construction
(nodes)

X 10. ¥5EL MRI 12 X 6% v + 7 — 27 i@t FIE
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triangle
clustering
coefficient

(C)

shortest path g ——

hub nodes
betweenness centrality (b)

local efficiency (E)

A

degree (k)

B 11 B L 72% % v + 7 — 2 Rtkiai oz

8. K2 P — 7 HBEDEH[29]

FElE 7 FELS
Degree (k) Degree of node i, 3% node IZHEDY D edge DEL
ki=2 jen Wij
Clustering Clustering coefficient of node i, 5% node ITBEE L TV % node
coefficient . 5 nen(wiwanw n) > HoOH T, EWVCHEL WD
(C) : ki(ki=1) (MFAT VT NERT D)
Ci=0fork; <2 HDODEE.
Local Local efficiency of node i, Shortest path length DRV v
efficiency . i3 N7 SRR LE
(E) - 2j heN, j=i (Ml:ij(vl:ih[d:]l'r)l(Ni)] ) %XN5.
i(K;
Betweenness Betweenness centrality of node i, % node M T % shortest
centrality (b) , 1 pi;® path DZ . Xy FU—Z7HT
T h—-Dm-2) Z pnj D% node O HEELE”,

R,JEN
hej hei,j#i

N: 4 node DEEAY, n: node DFEEL, wy: node i & node j Z i 5 edge DE A djy(N,): node
i 5 TP nodej & node h DE]D shortest path length. o5;: node & & node j D[ D shortest
path DA%z, p,”: node h & node j D P shortest path T node i & @i T 5 & D DAL,
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4, TR

4 mTLE, /£ mTLE ®ZNZ U7 T, MHERE L D% . nonparametric

permutation test % F\ > CTfT > 7z, ZHEHEOHiIEIZ, FDR correction Z 7z,

5. SVM IZ & %l

k., C. E. b D AFHEOIEED ZNZHUTDWT, SVM % HWC, 4 mTLE vs fi#
#E. /£ mTLE vs f#@%#E, 45 mTLE vs /£ mTLE Dkl % 17> 72, FEGIBUTRT L TR
BPLME 25 Z LT X % over-fitting Z T % 72 ORHEEHRHI[110]1%. sparse linear
regression 1%z V> TiTo 72, @l as DINALIEREIZ. leave-one-out cross validation
(LOOCV) % {7\, receiver operating characteristic (ROC)HHFRIC X - THEMi L 7z, SVM &
ROC fEHT, M OVHITIE D BER LRI D 72 & D nonparametric permutation test I%, #taly 7

F7 =27 RZHVT,
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C. ik
1. BER
fRETEL OHITH v b7 — 7 RHERIRICHEEE 2RO 72 node 2, £ 9, 10 1T
9. 4 mTLE T3 % HHEHRIER ICHBKEICEDE L 72 node 352> 7 DT, AR
KR P<0.005 (ZEIEAMIERT) & LCRL7, /£ mTLE Tk, fHFEFL/INE, £
R, AREArRE, ABRE. B X OHHREE I, clustering coefficient & local
efficiency DIE N 2@ 7z, AAHIRBIFEIC S | local efficiency DIE 23 &tz £
mTLE T, H¥#EEIZ, degree, clustering coefficient, local efficiency DK T % FB & 7z,
BIC RN R 2 R T 2 720, @ETE L OHKIC K 2 thal Rz MERIcv v E
Y LTCHKEZ A, A mTLE /£ mTLE & b (& S AL 2 | (ISESE R, BERGE,
BIEAHPIRIE] & > 5 72 default mode network[37,111] & E 41 % 4% Huly & L T, clustering

coefficient & local efficiency DI T 2D 7= (X 12),
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# 9. i mTLE C, k& OMICARE A2 7 node

Brain region Clustering coefficient (C) Local efficiency (E)
P’ P’

R. paracentral gyrus 0003 .0008"

R. pericalcarine gyrus 003" 001"

R. hippocampus 001" .0003"

L. posterior cingulate 001" 001"

L. cuneus 0006 0007

L. hippocampus .0004" .0002"

L. isthmus cingulate — 002"

"L REIEARIERT. A K YE P<.005.
“FDR correction I & % %R OMIERICHHE (¢<.05).

#¢10. i mTLE T, ##h & OMICARE A %297 node

Brain region Degree (k) Clustering coefficient (C)  Local efficiency (F)
P18 P1E P1E

R. lateral occipital — 0.001 -

R. pallidum 0.002 - —

R. accumbens area — - 0.001

R. hippocampus 0.004 0.003 0.001

L. frontal pole 0.003 - -

L. cuneus — - 0.003

"L E TR, A KT P<.005.
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Clustering Coefficient Local Efficiency
Left mTLE Right mTLE Left mTLE Right mTLE

50 -10 10 50

t-statics

B 12. mTLE & fEHREOHEE (t HEHETHR)

£ mTLE - /2 mTLE & I fE BNz I, Wl & e flgazED & | BERGHEE,
BuparIRal % & L EIEEE 2 dly & L T, clustering coefficient & local
efficiency DK N 2§89 5.
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2. SVM IZ X %5

a9 2 Rt i Ic 3 T b | BERIERE T oI & Rk, SR gEfr I 3
I23#5%% % default mode network & SN A ML S 7z (FZ 11), LOOCV IZ & %
sl de DYEBERHE T3, 45 mTLE vs f@H#¥E, /& mTLE vs {@% 8, 5 mTLE vs /£ mTLE
DZNZILTGRANEEE X 75.9-89.7%. 74.4%-86.0%. 72.7-86.4%.ROC Hi#ED area under

the curve (AUC)IZ 0.79-97. 0.84-0.91, 0.82-0.91 £ % ->7 (F 12, ¥ 13),
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£ 11, @D 7-oDOFE E LT3y b7 — 7 KGR

Right mTLE vs controls Left mTLE vs controls Right mTLE vs Left mTLE

k  R.pallidum R. posterior cingulate . medial orbitofrontal
R. hippocampus R. amygdala . rostral middle frontal
L. frontal pole L. medial orbitofrontal R. superior frontal
L. precentral L. pars triangularis . caudal anterior cingulate
L. rostral anterior L. pars opercularis . fusiform
cingulate L. precentral . parahippocampal

L. entorhinal . banks of superior temporal sulcus
. superior temporal

. pallidum

. frontal pole

. caudal middle frontal

. superior temporal

C R lateral occipital R. paracentral . pars orbitalis
R. accumbens area R. entorhinal . frontal pole
R. hippocampus L. posterior cingulate . caudal middle frontal
L. frontal pole L. cuneus . caudal anterior cingulate
L. cuneus L. transverse temporal . cuneus
. fusiform
. accumbens area
. posterior cingulate
. isthmus of cingulate
. precuneus
. lingual
. temporal pole
E  R.accumbens R. paracentral . pars orbitalis
R. hippocampus R. pericalcarine . frontal pole
L. frontal pole R. entorhinal insula
L. cuneus R. hippocampus accumbens area
L. middle temporal L. posterior cingulate . isthmus of cingulate

L. superior parietal . precuneus

oo RERAEFAFRAICOCEC0®RAERRAERARRARAAICDEDRARRER R R ARARARF

. entorhinal
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R. supramarginal

R. lingual

L. frontal pole

L. caudal middle frontal

L. pericalcarine

R. rostral middle
frontal

R. lateral occipital

R. fusiform

R. middle temporal

R. amygdala

L. caudal middle
frontal

L. isthmus of
cingulate

L. cuneus

R. caudal middle frontal
R. lingual

R. fusiform

R. inferior temporal

L. pars orbitalis

L. isthmus of cingulate
L. middle temporal

L. transverse temporal

k = degree, C = clustering coefficient, £ = local efficiency, b = betweenness centrality.

#¢ 12. Leave-one-out cross validation T &k nlks e

0 02 04 06 0.8 1.0
false positive rate

0 02 04 06 08 1.0
false positive rate

Right mTLE vs controls Left mTLE vs controls Right mTLE vs Left mTLE
k 89.7% 86.0 % 86.4 %
C 828% 86.0 % 72.7 %
E 862% 74.4 % 84.1 %
b 759% 74.4 % 86.4 %
k = degree, C = clustering coefficient, £ = local efficiency, b = betweenness centrality.
Right mTLE vs controls Left mTLE vs controls Right mTLE vs Left mTLE
) o, ) —
o - o o - F
g ﬁ d i b ig
£3 £ 31 £3
g % | k — AUC=0.97 8 x| | k — AUC=0.87 S « k — AUC=0.90
Q o e o o e 0 ol e
o C AUC=0.90 o C AUC=0.89 o (o AUC=0.88
g3 E—AUC=085| 2 & E —Auc=091 | g & J E — AUC=0.82
b AUC=0.79 b —— AUC=0.84 b —— AUC=0.91
o o o

0 02 04 06 08 1.0
false positive rate

4 13. ROC i

k = degree, C = clustering coefficient, £ = local efficiency, b = betweenness centrality.
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D. &%

1. ¥5BXMRI % v b 7 — 7 gyt o i AR s F R

mTLE CTli&, SN IC clustering coefficient & local efficiency D& [ 278 &, ¥
HBICE 22y V=208 2 2 L IdHEL, W @EOE FRIZ, T~
SNl b7 =27 LW clustering coefficient 23 ¢ (segregated, {EATITAIZ 4
72). local/global efficiency 23f\>, HI% path length 23% < [EHISIERFR DI R W
(integrated, $iAIN) 2y b7 —27ThHDH, H OEETIZ IS OFEDNEZ
HILB[30,46], HL, TV T 4 PITEIC L > TRERICIEIANTZ Y X23H D, FUE
HTbH AR OV T EA LR T OREDIRET 5 2 L1FH1[30,46], TADAI
BOTHHEBET REDA Y 7 F VT ATIE Ry b7 — 7 2RDFEETIX clustering
coefficient (X 57 L | path length HIE/T % (efficiency 1K T T %) & LT 5[112]
D3 node BDFIFIZ DOV TUE B EAR T ORE DR L L E F - TW72113[96,99,100],
BZ5L, FHEMT, 2y b7 —=7Dedge & L TR TWENRD, EEHIZH 3 5%
ZICFA—TIE R el Nng, ERART LI DL A, BEFRED? S 02 Lz
N9 node/edge DA DFTH, ZHFEHTHEL T 2PN H O AL & JLHL MRI
TOSATIHZE[90-1011 & DREITH o AIF L L T3,

ZD &I %77 7HmNIEEOZZ R L7z, £ mTLE vs /& mTLE DA%,
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FEFEE LT 72.7-86.4%. ROC HHERD AUC 1% 0.82-091 &£ 72 ) . VBM. DTIL. fMRI % >

THESMERR 2 17 o 72 e TIFE[109,113-115] & . IZIFFRMRDERSE TH - 72, Fex D

L FIRENC . %13 D BB MRI O % | 7 — 2 T & RSB OMLA 12 X ) mTLE

DDA %2 17 - 7o 23— D D [116]. 1% 5 1F connectome % 7 7 7 BREH 124

TIFD LR D IT, edge DEA, DED FF 7 75 7 4 D streamline count % [H 2,

R e LT Twe s, HIEREF U | R & I FEOEELS SR

D, FEILIS T EDREBGSNTVE I LiE, 2y b7 — 7 BT OEKIGH D

SREICHER L TW 2 LI 2iarE 25D TH 5,

2. Mxy by =71 E 2T 5 EE

—HRIIS, B v b7 — 7 T 2 BRI T 2 B A IR, 1) @Al Ik

S Er A2 ME 2) B FETIEG NGV, BRNICEHRERPFEONS

E.3) XD UL TaAARMDORRLEWLHELD LERMNENMENTHEI L, D

=0 DRUMETIL I N B [26], HB—DFAEIZ OV TIE, 4 AllE LOOCV & ROC fi#HTIC

k2 TOL FTTRD WL KHETH > 72, BB DHHETIZ, ASHTTIE% L DRE

BICHEH O MRI IS & - TS B 2 S THE b - 7o %, PR CIZ I8

DWFBREALFEDS MRI TRE L ST 5% L WwIyE[117,118]1b H . —EDHHME
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BHIAEN S, £/, WE O MRI TIZIRMREEZ, SRR IR DS 2 FEE O
A5 I EIck ), FHigoFMa Y F a— LR FHDTRE & T 24
HOHOOH D[46,95]. K D EEKRINICH M 2GRz 5% T E 2 WREED H 5, 5
ZOHEHETIE, AL TIE, FH O MRI G RRH E 7 4 B, IKIME SPECT.,
FDG-PET &\ 72fllE 5" 7 4 & DFRAIRED I T > T e, WHIBIEHEZETA
A DE RN L, MEHIEFEEEOE S Y 7 4 OfAGHE Tiibi, I
TENBRFOIERMT I X D FEEDW R L 25 ADPROMEFE L k25, B _oHMEICH BT
%78, ARTFIED LB KRR BE DB 725t 13, 2 A 2 FIWTICHH AIA T 2 & Tl @

Jefka b u—VREEDSI LT 2000 K0T, SRilED D S N BELD B,

3. MEHBIKDO Ry b7 —2

MEMBIRIZOWTIE, mTLE Ik 2 % v b7 =27 o2 I Nz o7, —
DUTiE, AV AEEE MRI 70 b a)vid, BERBREDOREWHETIS H D b H 1000
s/mm’, MPG 13 iiff &L IR/ NS WF— 5 B TH 5 2 ENERIN D, BRI
5 BB~ DMFG L, 58T 5K E RAFERHED S W2 @B T 5 3, SCERMER T
STCTHEL TRy b7 —Z N R AT 9 I HskAUL b fiE 2500 s/mm® BA_E MPG 60 i

DL EDSBAR & S 415[119,120], #i2, Rz 7 —4% Td LADIRNE LB I
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N7 2 EIF AEECMRI % v b7 — 7 T ORI~ 2 R 72 2 KR TH H 5,

7o, WS 1 THRZCRREEMMIR D " RINZGIC DT RBIRRE I G b

—iaM: - WD o 7S, BBIT 2 EHERT L2 R U 2 B SEER O @R A & 13RO

AHHNZALS H 2 EfIESI NS, Thz, fiifl - iR TOFy P -7 DR LEL

TIASZ LI, SROBEL 1 5,

72, SENIIEBMRI Z 7205, 79 7BEmBEKRIEZ Ry b7 —7 &2 7-

DOBHNTETH 555, MOEFY 7 4 HIZIE MRIDBHET S ATHETH D,

NG ZHCIUTES RRBIF O N 2000 Ly, —MICHHERED D (3HERET

HEHZ HABREMET S EEZON IMBMRIICKE Sy b7 —27 & IMRIICK %

ZNIA—N=F v 72500, 5ERE 1 D I HIETIERLS, €Y T4 BT

HOD3H 5 I EBFSNT WV 5[95], B2, #os & GURIC DWW TE, FAHEMRI 128

WTDARFY b7 =27 OFRDLIERERE (rich-club) & L CTHE I L TW3[23], £,

JEECMRI @D % v ~ 7 — 7 f#H7 1%, Huntington 5 CTORREAR/FIK D connectivity DZAL

RHABZLICHRHLTVB[BE2 Cho2EE L TARIZEB MR ICE 2 % v b

7 — 7@ WS, TADATIE IMRI RIRIC L 2 2y b7 — 7R D RBEE

J& £ [46,91,93-95]. ITD tMRI DS TIZMIBEEE T A D> A TORRSEMA AR D ZEALH

BRI N T B[121-124], BB&EMN Ry b7 — 7 LBERE v b7 — 27 DED
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uncoupling 23T A A DIRFEMRHTICEHEL & § 285G b H 5[38],
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Right mTLE vs controls Left mTLE vs controls Right mTLE vs Left mTLE
k 86.4% 80.0 % 91.7 %
C  909% 83.3 % 87.5%
E 955% 76.7 % 95.8%
b 90.9% 90.0 % 87.5%
k = degree, C = clustering coefficient, £ = local efficiency, b = betweenness centrality.

Right mTLE vs controls Left mTLE vs controls Right mTLE vs Left mTLE
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k = degree, C = clustering coefficient, £ = local efficiency, b = betweenness centrality.
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