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Abstract

There is growing evidence for modules in structural networks of neural populations and brain regions. Modular
organization is extensively observed in functional networks as well, where connectivity in networks is quantified
based on statistical dependencies between neuronal or regional time series. Studies of such functional networks
derived from human functional magnetic resonance imaging have shown individual variability in modularity. In
parallel, recent studies reported that functional networks during resting state vary on a time scale of tens of seconds.
However, little is known about fluctuations of modularity in time-varying functional networks, as well as their
relation to individual variations in modularity measured over longer time scales. Here, we relate individual variations
and dynamic fluctuations in the modularity of functional cortical networks and investigate connectivity patterns in

networks during periods of high and low time-resolved modularity. After confirming that individual differences in



long-time-scale modularity persisted across multiple resting-state sessions, we showed that time-resolved functional
connectivity displayed highly modular connectivity patterns more frequently in subjects exhibiting high
long-time-scale modularity. Compared to the low modularity periods, time-resolved functional connectivity patterns
during the high modularity periods exhibited greater similarity to each other, where the patterns were characterized by
pronounced dissociation of the default mode network from the attention and primary sensory networks. The
functional connectivity patterns averaged within periods of high/low modularity exhibited lower/higher similarity to
connectivity patterns observed in structural networks, respectively, indicating that characteristic connectivity features
observed during the high modular state were associated with a shift away from the underlying structural connectivity.
Taken together, these results suggest that individual variations in long-time-scale modularity can be traced to
individual variations in ongoing fluctuations of short-time-scale modularity, which can be characterized by the
recurrence of increased default mode network segregation and significant divergence from structural connectivity

patterns.
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1. Introduction

Neural populations and brain regions form networks linked by structural connections (White et al., 1986; Felleman
and Van Essen, 1991; Scannell et al., 1995; Hagmann et al., 2007). In such structural networks, there is growing
evidence for modules, defined as subnetworks of densely interconnected populations or regions that are only sparsely
connected with the rest of the network, in the Caenorhabditis elegans nerves system (Jarrell et al., 2012; Towlson et
al., 2013), the cat and macaque brain (Hilgetag et al., 2000; Zamora-Lopez et al., 2010; Harriger et al., 2012; de Reus
and van den Heuvel, 2013) as well as the human brain (Hagmann et al., 2008; van den Heuvel and Sporns, 2011,
2013; for a review, see Sporns and Betzel, 2016). The modular organization of networks is known to have several
advantages in function; e.g., adaptability to a changing environment (Kashtan and Alon 2005; Kashtan et al., 2007)
and conservation of wiring cost (Bullmore and Sporns, 2012; Clune et al, 2013). Modular organization is also found
in brain functional networks in which connectivity strength is defined based on statistical dependencies (e.g.,
correlation coefficient) between neuronal or regional time series (Yu et al., 2008; Meunier et al., 2009b; Power et al.,

2011; Shen et al., 2012).



Modular organization of functional networks in human cerebral cortex is often derived from temporal correlations
among regional blood oxygenation level dependent (BOLD) time series, estimated over several minutes of
resting-state functional magnetic resonance imaging (rs-fMRI) scans (Power et al., 2011). In human cortical
functional networks, previous studies reported that modularity (i.e., the degree to which modules dissociate from each
other) varies across individuals and exhibits relationships with demographic measures (Meunier et al., 2009a; Betzel
et al., 2014; Cao et al., 2014b; Chan et al., 2014; Geerligs et al., 2015) and behavioral performance (Bassett et al.,
2011; Kitzbichler et al., 2011; Stevens et al., 2012). In parallel, recent studies have demonstrated that resting-state
functional connectivity dynamically varies on a time scale of tens of seconds (Chang and Glover, 2010; Handwerker
et al., 2012; Hutchison et al., 2013b; Gonzalez-Castillo et al., 2014; Zalesky et al., 2014; Shen et al., 2015; Zhang et
al., 2016; for reviews, see Hutchison et al., 2013a; Calhoun et al., 2014), resulting in dynamic changes of connectivity
patterns in functional networks (Leonardi et al., 2013; Allen et al., 2014; Damaraju et al., 2014; Barttfeld et al., 2015;

Chen et al., 2016) including their modular organization (Jones et al., 2012; Betzel et al., 2016).

While modular organization of functional networks was shown to vary between and within individuals, little is known
about within-individual fluctuations of modularity measured over shorter time scales and their relation to
between-individual variability in modularity measured over longer time scales. For instance, it is unknown how
fluctuations of modularity in “time-resolved” analysis differ across individuals expressing high and low modularity in
“time-averaged” analysis. For modularity fluctuations within each individual, connectivity patterns during periods of
high and low modularity remain relatively unexplored. In particular, it is unclear what spatiotemporal patterns in
networks are behind the ongoing modularity fluctuations and how these patterns are related to the underlying

structural connectivity.

To address this gap in knowledge, we aimed to clarify relationships between individual variations and dynamic
fluctuations in the modularity of functional connectivity and characterize dynamic functional connectivity patterns
during high and low modularity periods. Specifically, we related long-time-scale modularity to metrics representing
fluctuations of short-time-scale modularity across individuals and investigated time-resolved functional connectivity
in each modularity state by examining its network topology referring to known intrinsic resting-state networks (Yeo et
al., 2011) and its similarity among transient connectivity patterns as well as to structural connectivity. Reproducibility
of our findings was assessed using two public datasets employing different methodologies for cortical parcellation and
time-resolved functional connectivity. Test-retest reliability of modularity measures in time-averaged and

time-resolved analyses was evaluated using multisession rs-fMRI data.



2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Data sets

Two publicly available imaging datasets were used in this study. The first dataset comes from Release 1-5 of the
enhanced Nathan Kline Institute-Rockland Sample (NKI-RS; http://fcon_1000.projects.nitrc.org/indi/enhanced). The
data were collected with the approval of the institutional review board and all subjects provided written informed
consent (Nooner et al., 2012). The original number of subjects in this dataset was 418 across the lifespan. Using
exactly the same procedure as in Betzel et al. (2016), we extracted a quality controlled sub-sample of healthy adults
aged > 18 yearsand < 30 years, comprising 80 participants (42 males). Within this sample, diffusion MRI (dMRI)
data were available in 73 individuals (37 males). Imaging data were acquired with a 32-channel head coil on a 3T
Siemens Tim Trio scanner. We utilized rs-fMRI data with the shortest repetition time (TR) of 645 ms in the NKI
dataset because fast sampling of rs-fMRI volumes is advantageous when focusing on connectivity dynamics. The
rs-fMRI data were collected in a single run of about 10 min (900 time points) in an eyes open condition with the
following scanning parameters: echo time (TE) =30 ms, flip angle = 60°, voxel size = 3 mm isotropic, field of view
(FOV) = 222 x 222 mm?, and 40 slices. Scanning parameters of dMRI data were TR = 2400 ms, TE = 85 ms, flip
angle = 90°, voxel size =2 mm isotropic, FOV =212 x 212 mmz, and 64 slices. The total number of dAMRI volumes
was 137, which included 128 volumes with an effective mean b-value of 1500 s/mm” with different gradient
directions and 9 interleaved low diffusion volumes (b0 images) with a b-value of 5 s/mm” with the same gradient
direction. A T1-weighted structural image was collected with TR = 1900 ms, TE = 2.52 ms, flip angle = 9°, voxel size

= 1 mm isotropic, FOV = 250 x 250 mm?, and 176 slices.

The second dataset comes from the Washington University-University of Minnesota (WU-Minn) consortium of the
Human Connectome Project (HCP; http://www.humanconnectome.org). Participants were recruited by the WU-Minn
HCP consortium and all subjects provided written informed consent (Van Essen et al., 2013). We focused on the
sample labeled “100 Unrelated Subjects” in the database of HCP (ConnectomeDB, https://db.humanconnectome.org).
There were 15 participants excluded because of their head movement during rs-fMRI scans, which met at least one of
the following criteria in any of runs: (1) maximum translation > 3 mm, (2) maximum rotation > 3°, or (3) mean
framewise displacement > 0.2 mm (Xu et al., 2015; Betzel et al., 2016), where framewise displacement was computed
using the /2 norm of the six translation and rotation parameter differences in motion correction. We eliminated in

addition one participant aged = 36 years and finally obtained a sample of healthy adults aged > 22 years and < 36



years, comprising 84 individuals (40 males). Imaging data were acquired using a modified 3T Siemens Skyra scanner
with a 32-channel head coil. Resting-state fMRI data in an eyes open condition were collected in four runs of
approximately 15 min (1200 time points) each, two runs in one session at day 1 and two runs in another session at day
2 (scanning parameters: TR = 720 ms, TE = 33.1 ms, flip angle = 52°, voxel size = 2 mm isotropic, FOV =208 x 180
mm?, and 72 slices). In each session, the data were acquired with opposing phase encoding directions, left-to-right
(LR) in one run and right-to-left (RL) in the other run. Diffusion MRI data were acquired with 270 gradient directions,
three shells (b-value = 1000, 2000, 3000 s/mmz), two repeats, and in a total of 18 x 2 b0 scans (TR = 5520 ms, TE =
89.5 ms, flip angle = 78°, voxel size = 1.25 mm isotropic, FOV = 210 x 180 mm?, and 111 slices). Scanning
parameters of a T1-weighted structural image was TR = 2400 ms, TE = 2.14 ms, flip angle = 8°, voxel size = 0.7 mm

isotropic, FOV =224 x 224 mmz, and 320 slices.
2.2. Image preprocessing

The acquired images in the NKI dataset were preprocessed using the Connectome Computation System pipeline
(CCS; https://github.com/zuoxinian/CCS) (Xu et al., 2015), which incorporates functions included in standard
neuroimaging software: AFNI (Cox, 2012), Diffusion Toolkit (Wang et al., 2007), Freesurfer (Fischl, 2012), FSL
(Jenkinson et al., 2012), and SPM (Ashburner, 2012). The preprocessing steps of rs-fMRI data included (1) discarding
the first volumes of 10 s, (2) removing and interpolating temporal spikes, (3) slice timing and motion correction, (4)
4D global mean intensity normalization, (5) co-registration between individual functional and structural images, (6)
regressing out global, white matter, and cerebrospinal fluid mean signals and the Friston-24 motion time series
(Friston et al., 1996), (7) temporal band-pass filtering (0.01-0.1 Hz), (8) removal of linear and quadratic trends, and
(9) projection of the preprocessed 4D time series onto standard volumetric (MNI152) and cortical surface
(fsaverage5) spaces. Temporal spikes were removed and interpolated using the function “3dDespike” in AFNI, where
the spikes were determined based on signal deviations in the BOLD signal. Correlation coefficient between the
number of interpolated voxels and mean framewise displacement was low (» = 0.08). The dMRI preprocessing
included (1) correction for eddy current distortions, (2) realignment of all images to the mean of 50 images, (3)
diffusion tensor fitting at each voxel, (4) computation of fractional anisotropy in each voxel, (5) deterministic
streamline tracking using the FACT algorithm (Mori et al., 1999), and (6) co-registration between diffusion and

structural images.



For the HCP dataset, we used images in ConnectomeDB preprocessed with the minimal preprocessing pipelines
adopted by the HCP (Glasser et al., 2013). The minimal preprocessing for rs-fMRI data included (1) gradient
distortion correction, (2) motion correction, (3) bias field removal, (4) spatial distortion correction, (5) transformation
to MNI space, and (6) intensity normalization. The pipelines for dMRI data included (1) intensity normalization, (2)
spatial distortion correction, (3) eddy current and motion correction, (4) gradient nonlinearly correction, and (5)
transformation to MNI space. The rs-fMRI data were further preprocessed in the following order: (1) discarding the
first 10 s volumes, (2) despiking and interpolating time series using 3dDespike [correlation coefficient between the
number of interpolated voxels and mean framewise displacement; session 1—phase LR (run 1LR), 0.30; 1RL, 0.15;
2LR, 3.5 x 10°%; 2RL, 0.26], (3) regressing out global, white matter, and cerebrospinal fluid mean signals and the
Friston-24 motion time series, (4) temporal band-pass filtering [cutoff: low, 1/(66 TRs) Hz; high, 0.1 Hz], and (5)
linear and quadratic detrending. From the preprocessed dMRI data, white matter fibers were reconstructed using
generalized g-sampling imaging (Yeh et al., 2010, crossing fibers can be reconstructed) and deterministic streamline
tractography. Tractography procedures are detailed in de Reus and van den Heuvel (2014) and van den Heuvel et al.

(2015, 2016).

2.3. Cortical parcellation

Functional and structural connectivity analyses were performed in a region-wise manner within the cortex. In the NKI
dataset, we used a functional cortical parcellation defined based on the similarity of intrinsic FC profiles in 1000
subjects (Yeo et al., 2011). The whole cortex was separated into 114 regions forming a subdivision of 17 network
components in the Yeo parcellation (Fig.1 A and Table 1; also see Betzel et al. 2014). One region (dorsal prefrontal
cortex in the left hemisphere, numbered 84 in Fig. 1 A) was discarded due to its small surface area and the remaining
113 regions were used as nodes in functional and structural networks. In the HCP dataset, the cortex was parcellated
into 114 distinct regions on the basis of a subdivision of the Desikan-Killiany anatomical atlas in FreeSurfer (Fig. 1B)
(Cammoun et al., 2012; subdivision can be performed using the atlas files “myatlas_ 60 lh.gcs” and

“myatlas 60 rh.gcs” in Connectome Mapper, https://github.com/LTS5/cmp). Based on the area of overlap, each
region in this parcellation was uniquely associated with one of the 17 network components in the Yeo parcellation.
The association of regions and networks is shown in the lower right columns of Figure 1. All 114 regions were

represented in at least one of the 17 networks.
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Figure 1. Cortical regions projected onto inflated left and right cortical surfaces. A, Cortical parcellation in the NKI dataset (a

subdivision of the Yeo 17-Network parcellation). The numbers placed on the surfaces indicate the position of regions listed below

the surfaces (for abbreviations, see Table 1). The order of numbers corresponds to the order of regions in functional and structural

connectivity matrices in subsequent figures. B, Cortical parcellation in the HCP dataset. A part of the 34 x 2 cortical regions in the

Desikan-Killiany atlas in FreeSurfer are subdivided into 2—4 subregions. The color of squares next to the region list indicates the

maximally overlapped network component in the Yeo 17-Network parcellation. The labels of network components were used for

sorting regions in connectivity matrices. In each network components, regions in the left hemisphere are shown first and regions in

the right hemisphere second. Regions within each left/right network component were sorted alphabetically.



Table 1. Abbreviations for cortical regions in the NKI dataset.

Abbreviation Region name

AntTemp Anterior temporal cortex

Aud Auditory cortex

Cent Central sulcus

Cinga Anterior cingulate cortex
Cingp Posterior cingulate cortex
ExStr Extrastriate cortex

ExStrinf Inferior extrastriate cortex
ExStrSup Superior extrastriate cortex
FEF Frontal eye fields

FrMed Medial frontal cortex

Ins Insula

IPL Inferior parietal lobule

IPS Intraparietal sulcus

OFC Orbitofrontal cortex

ParMed Medial parietal cortex
ParOcc Parieto-occipital cortex
ParOper Parietal operculum

PCC Posterior cingulate cortex
pCun Precuneus

PFCd Dorsal prefrontal cortex

PFCI Lateral prefrontal cortex
PFCId Dorsolateral prefrontal cortex
PFCIv Ventrolateral prefrontal cortex
PFCm Medial prefrontal cortex
PFCmp Posterior-medial prefrontal cortex
PFCv Ventral prefrontal cortex
PHC Parahippocampal cortex
PostC Post-central cortex

PrC Pre-central cortex

PrCv Ventral pre-central cortex
Rsp Retrosplenial cortex

S2 Secondary somatosensory cortex
SPL Superior parietal lobule
Striate Striate cortex

Temp Temporal cortex

TempOcc Temporo-occipital cortex
TempPar Temporo-parietal cortex
TempPole Temporal pole




2.4. Functional connectivity and window parameters

As a metric of functional connectivity, we used the Fisher z-transformed Pearson correlation coefficient between pairs
of rs-fMRI time series averaged within each cortical region. In time-averaged analysis, functional connectivity was
estimated with this metric computed from the total duration of rs-fMRI time series. Whereas in time-resolved analysis,
time-resolved functional connectivity was estimated using a tapered sliding window approach. We used two types of
tapered windows to obtain results that are not window parameter specific. In the NKI dataset, an exponential tapered
window employed in Zalesky et al. (2014) was used with a window width of 100 s, a step size of 1 TR, resulting in a
total number of 730 windows. In the HCP dataset, we used an approach adopted in Allen et al. (2014). Specifically,
the tapered window was created by convolving a rectangle (width = 66 TRs = 47.52 s) with a Gaussian kernel (=9

TRs = 6.48 s) and was moved in steps of 3 TRs = 2.16 s, resulting in a total number of 369 windows.

2.5. Structural connectivity

We quantified structural connectivity based on the number of streamlines between cortical regions. Since the size of
regions has an effect on the number of streamlines (Hagmann et al., 2008), we derived its density, computed as the
streamline count between regions i and j, divided by the geometric mean of the surface area of regions i and j. For
purposes of comparing structural to functional networks, we rescaled the magnitude of structural connectivity
strengths by resampling the streamline density into a Gaussian distribution with a mean of 0.5 and an SD of 0.1
(Honey et al., 2009), maintaining the rank order of edge weights across the raw and resampled values. When
averaging connectivity strength across subjects, we set to zero all those connections for which no streamlines were

found in more than half of the subjects.

2.6. Community detection and a measure of modularity

Communities in networks were identified by maximization of a modularity quality function (Newman and Girvan,
2004). Since functional networks may contain negative edge weights, the asymmetric generalization of the quality
function introduced in Rubinov and Sporns (2011) as Q* was applied throughout the paper (hereafter we denote by O
this quality function). The maximized Q was used as a measure of modularity for evaluating the degree of modularity
or the “goodness” of a given partition. Since the behavior of this modularity measure Q depends both on the size of
networks and the resolution of community partitions (Good et al., 2010), we compare Q only between functional

networks derived from individual datasets and computed for a single default setting of the resolution parameter.



Community detection and O computation were performed using the function “community louvain.m” in the Brain
Connectivity Toolbox (BCT version 2016-01-16; http://www.brain-connectivity-toolbox.net) with the default
resolution parameter y= 1. We ran this function 100 times and chose the maximum Q and its corresponding
community partitions. Similarity of partitions (or modules) between networks was quantified by the normalized
mutual information using the BCT function “partition_distance.m.” For time-resolved functional networks, the quality
function was computed separately in each window, yielding a time-resolved modularity measure Q,, forw=1, ..., W,

where w is a window index and W is the number of windows.

2.7. Periods of high and low modularity

Periods of high/low modularity in time-resolved functional connectivity were defined as periods in which
time-resolved modularity was significantly higher/lower than its median across subjects, respectively. To compare
time-resolved connectivity patterns across individuals, we used a single set of thresholds for determining high/low
modularity periods. The significance of high and low modularity was evaluated based on null distributions of
fluctuations in modularity amplitude, derived from null models assuming stationarity of time-resolved functional

connectivity.

Null time-resolved functional connectivity was generated using stationary vector autoregressive (VAR) models as
described in Zalesky et al. (2014). Parameters in null stationary VAR models were first estimated from actual rs-fMRI
time series for each pair of regions. The order of VAR models were set to 12 (NKI) and 11 (HCP) to use a maximum
lag of approximately 8 s as in Zalesky et al. (2014). The VAR models with the estimated parameters were then used
for individually simulating null stationary rs-fMRI time series for each pair of regions (initial values for simulation: a
randomly-sampled contiguous block of actual rs-fMRI time series; the innovation term: a randomly-sampled residual
of the VAR estimation). Finally, from the simulated rs-fMRI data, the null time-resolved functional connectivity was
computed in the same way as the actual data. As in Zalesky et al. (2014), a total of approximately 2500 null samples
were generated from actual data of all subjects for each run (NKI, 32 samples x 80 subjects; HCP, 30 samples % 84

subjects) (Fig. 2A).

Null distributions of fluctuations in modularity amplitude were obtained from the modularity time series of null
time-resolved functional connectivity (Fig. 2B). A threshold with &= 0.01 was used for testing whether time-resolved

modularity fluctuates significantly more than expected by chance. Figure 2C shows the way of determining periods of
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Figure 2. Workflow diagram. A, Schematic view of the computation of actual and null time-resolved functional connectivity. N:
Number of regions; 7: Number of time samples; £: Number of connections; /#: Number of windows; S: Number of subjects. B,
Modularity time series of null time-resolved functional connectivity (left) and null distributions of fluctuations in modularity
amplitude (right). The threshold with &= 0.01 was used for determining periods when time-resolved modularity was higher or
lower than expected by chance. C, Modularity time series of actual time-resolved functional connectivity. Based on the threshold
specified in B and the median of time-resolved modularity, state labels (high modular/intermediate/low modular) are assigned to
each window. m,.,,: median of actual time-resolved modularity across all subjects; m,,;;: median of null time-resolved modularity

across all null samples.

high and low modularity using this threshold. The “high modular state” was defined as periods in which time-resolved
modularity was larger than m,wa + (threshold / 2) X (maea1 / Minan), Where magwa and myy, are the median of actual and
null time-resolved modularity across all samples, respectively, and the threshold was multiplied with m1,.4,a / P15 for
normalization. Similarly, the “low modular state” was defined as periods when time-resolved modularity was less
than m,a — (threshold / 2) X (myepar / M), and the “intermediate state” as periods other than the high and low
modular states. Note that generating null data by phase randomizing (Prichard and Theiler, 1994) the regional time
series is not appropriate for defining the states since phase randomization does not necessarily ensure stationarity of

the time series of time-resolved functional connectivity (see supplemental information in Zalesky et al., 2014).

2.8. Metrics for state representation

States derived from time-resolved functional connectivity were assessed using frequency, mean dwell time, and

transition probability (Allen et al., 2014; Damaraju et al., 2014; Hutchison and Morton, 2015). Frequency is defined
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as the ratio of the number of windows classified into a particular state relative to the total number of windows. Mean
dwell time is the number of consecutive windows classified into a particular state, averaged within each subject. We
set to zero the mean dwell time of a state to which no windows were assigned. We omitted the first and last segments
of consecutive windows in a subject’s time series from the mean dwell time since the beginnings and end of these
episodes fall outside of the scanning period. We did not define the mean dwell time of a state in a subject when all its
consecutive windows overlapped with either the start or end windows. The transition probability is measured as the
averaged proportion of states in the window immediately following a given window with a particular state. We did
not define the transition probability from a state to another in a subject if no windows were classified into the

corresponding state.
2.9. Test-retest analysis

Test-retest reliability of modularity measures in time-averaged and time-resolved analyses was evaluated using the
intra-class correlation coefficient (ICC; Shrout and Fleiss, 1979). ICC has been used in a number of test-retest studies
on rs-fMRI data (Schwarz and McGonigle, 2011; Wang et al., 2011; Braun et al., 2012; Guo et al., 2012; Cao et al.,
2014a; Zuo and Xing, 2014; Andellini et al., 2015). Using the multisession rs-fMRI data in the HCP dataset, we
assessed across-run consistency of O, %szl Q,,, frequency and mean dwell time by computing ICC under a
two-way mixed model (McGraw and Wong, 1996): (BMS — EMS) / (BMS + (/-1)EMS), where BMS is the
between-subjects mean square, EMS is the error mean square, and / is the number of repeated runs per subject.
According to previous rs-fMRI test-retest studies (Guo et al., 2012; Andellini et al., 2015), we interpreted 0.2 <ICC
< 0.4 as indicative of a fair test-retest reliability and ICC > 0.4 as moderate to good test-retest reliability. Consistent
with Braun et al. (2012), Cao et al. (2014a) and Andellini et al. (2015), negative ICC scores were set to zero, since the
reason for a presence of negative ICCs is unclear (Muller and Buttner, 1994) and negative reliability is difficult to

interpret (Rousson et al., 2002).
2.10. Linear regression analysis

We performed linear regression analysis to examine relations of modularity measures between time-averaged and
time-resolved analyses. We used a standard linear regression model: y, = o+ S xes + ﬂnTx ns T & fors=1,..., 85,
where s is a subject index, S is the number of subjects, y, is a target variable, x, ; is an explanatory variables, X, is a

column vector of nuisance variables, & is an error term, and £, S., and B, are regression parameters to the constant
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term, explanatory variable, and nuisance variables, respectively. In our analysis, Q was used as an explanatory
variable and %Zwﬂ Q,y, frequency, or mean dwell time was used as a target variable. Gender, total intracranial
volume, mean framewise displacement and linear and quadratic terms of age were used as nuisance variables. In the
HCP dataset, the middle years in each age category, 24, 28.5, and 33.5 years, were used instead of the exact subject
ages since they are not part of the open data release. A one-sample #-test was performed on the regression parameter S

. to assess the significance of the linear relationship.
2.11. Principal component analysis

To visualize trajectories of time-resolved functional connectivity and modularity state transitions in a two dimensional
space, we applied principal component analysis to the time series of functional connectivity (Leonardi et al., 2013).
According to the approach taken by Leonardi et al., principal components were obtained by eigenvalue
decomposition: CC" = UDU". C is a matrix of time-resolved functional connectivity concatenated across subjects (an
E X WS matrix), where temporal average of time-resolved connectivity in each subject (an £ X 1 vector) was
subtracted individually. U is a matrix containing the eigenvectors of CC" (i.e., the principal components of C) in its
columns and D is a diagonal matrix containing the corresponding eigenvalues. The weights of principal components
were derived as U'C, representing the contribution of each principal component in the variability of time-resolved
functional connectivity over time. Trajectories of time-resolved functional connectivity were visualized by plotting
the weights of the first and second principal components and modularity state transitions were represented by

embedding state metrics into this two dimensional principal component space.
2.12. k-means clustering

We compared the states determined based on modularity to states derived from k-means clustering, which has been
used for detecting a small set of brief functional connectivity patterns in previous studies (Allen et al., 2014;
Damaraju et al., 2014; Barttfeld et al., 2015; Hutchison and Morton, 2015; Gonzalez-Castillo et al., 2015). The
k-means clustering was performed using the same procedure as in Allen et al. (2014) and Barttfeld et al. (2015). In
this procedure, time-resolved functional connectivity concatenated across subjects (E X WS) was subsampled along
the time dimension before clustering of all time window data. The subsampling was performed by choosing local
maxima of the time series of functional connectivity variance, resulting in 24—41 (NKI) and 15-35 (HCP) windows

per subjects in subject exemplars. The clustering algorithm was first applied to this set of subject exemplars 500 times
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with the /1 distance metric and random initialization, and then the obtained median centroids with the minimum error
were used as an initial starting point for the subsequent k-means clustering of all time window data. We varied the
number of clusters & from two to ten and investigated how the states derived from k-means clustering were expressed

in each modularity-based state.

3. Results

3.1. Individual variability in modularity

Figure 3A shows functional connectivity derived from time-averaged analysis. Both in the NKI and HCP datasets,
functional connectivity matrices averaged across subjects exhibited, on average, positive block-diagonal correlations,
positive off-diagonal correlations in DAN-VIS, VAN-SMN, and SMN-VIS (peripheral) and negative off-diagonal
correlations in DMN-DAN/VAN/VIS (see Fig. 1A for abbreviations). While such canonical connectivity patterns
were found in the averaged functional connectivity, connectivity patterns differ across subjects, resulting in individual
variations in the spatial patterns of connections (Fig. 3A) and the modularity measure Q (interquartile range of Q

distributions: NKI, 0.067; HCP-1LR, 0.079; 1RL, 0.062; 2LR, 0.047, 2RL, 0.050) (Fig. 3B).

Individual variability in the modularity Q exhibited moderate test-retest reliability (Fig. 3C). The ICC of Q across all
four runs in the HCP dataset was 0.45 and its 95% confidence interval (CI) was 0.33—0.56. In addition to computing
0 by optimizing partitions in each subject, we also computed Q in each subject given a fixed 7-network partition
(CONT, DMN, DAN, LIM, VAN, SMN, and VIS) derived from earlier work (Yeo et al., 2011). This approach also
yielded a moderate to good test-retest reliability [ICC (95% CI) among all four runs: 0.60 (0.50—0.70)]. Detected
modules were similar across runs in each subject. The mutual information of partitions among all combinations of
runs (mean + SD, 0.44 + 0.12; number of modules, 2—4) was significantly greater than expected by chance (at the 99th
percentile of null distributions made by randomly permuting module labels, 0.064 across all comparisons; 2500 null
samples generated in each comparison). Mutual information of partitions was only weakly correlated with differences
in O (r=-0.11, p=0.012), but appeared more strongly correlated with the magnitude of Q averaged over two runs (»

=0.36,p=52x10".
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Figure 3. Time-averaged analysis of modularity in functional networks. A, Functional connectivity in time-averaged analysis. A
connectivity matrix averaged across subjects (as well as runs) and matrices with maximum and minimum modularity Q are shown
for each dataset. See caption of Figure 1 for the order of rows and columns in a connectivity matrix. B, Distribution of modularity
O over subjects in time-averaged analysis. A yellow line indicates the median of distribution. C, Scatter plots of modularity O
between different runs in the HCP dataset. ICC was shown at the top left of each scatter plot with its 95% CI. The lower triangular
six scatter plots are for Q with partitions optimized by the modularity maximization (the default setting of Q computation in this
paper) and the upper triangular part is for Q with the fixed 7-network partitions. The inner color of circles in the lower triangular

scatter plots indicates mutual information of partitions between different runs.

Head movement is a potential confound for the detection of modules in functional networks (Power et al., 2012). In
the NKI dataset, modularity Q was not significantly correlated with mean framewise displacement (» =—0.10, p =
0.36). In the HCP dataset, significant correlations with mean framewise displacement were observed in two of the
four runs (1LR: »=-0.27, p = 0.014; 1RL: »r=-0.18, p=0.11; 2LR: r =-0.10, p = 0.37; 2RL: r=—-0.36, p = 8.4 x

107*; the least motion affected run was 2LR) although these correlations were relatively weak.
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Figure 4. Time-resolved modularity. A, Modularity time series Q,, (w=1, ..., ) in actual and null time-resolved functional
connectivity are plotted for representative subjects (subject ID 0117902 in NKI and 133928 in HCP [run 2LR]). A broken line
indicates modularity in time-averaged analysis. Histograms show distributions of fluctuations in modularity amplitude in actual
and null data (distributions for the HCP dataset were shown across four runs). B, Framewise displacement and its sliding window
average (black and red time courses, respectively) in the same subjects shown in A. Histograms show distributions of the
correlation coefficient between modularity time series and sliding window average of framewise displacement. The vertical line

near zero indicates the mean of correlation distributions.

3.2. Dynamic fluctuations of modularity

Time-resolved modularity Q,, (w =1, ..., W) varied in time with a median amplitude of 0.21 in both datasets.
Fluctuations in modularity amplitude were larger than the fluctuations found in the stationary null models (Fig. 4A).
High and low modular states appeared in most of the subjects in both datasets. The number of subjects that did not
express the high modular state was 4 (NKI; 80 subjects) and 1, 3, 1, 3 (HCP-1LR, 1RL, 2LR, 2RL; 84 subjects each),
while the number of subjects that did not express the low modular state was 4 (NKI) and 0, 1, 0, 1 (HCP-1LR, 1RL,
2LR, 2RL). Modularity fluctuations were not consistently correlated with the magnitude of subject motion (Fig. 4B).
On average, the correlation between the time-resolved modularity and the sliding window average of framewise
displacement exhibited was found to be very weak (NKI, —0.064; HCP, —0.072), and remained very weak when
adding a time lag between these two time series [for time lags between —30 s and 30 s, the subject-averaged

correlations ranged —0.047 to —0.067 (NKI) and —0.057 to —0.074 (HCP)].
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Figure 5. Relationships of modularity measures between time-averaged and time-resolved analyses (NKI and HCP [run 2LR: the
least motion affected run]). Scatter plots of modularity Q in time-averaged analysis and mean time-varying modularity %25‘,’:1 Qw
are shown in the leftmost panel. In the other panels, scatter plots of Q and frequency (upper panels) or mean dwell time (lower
panels) are shown for each modularity-based state and each dataset. The red linear fitting lines are presented in each panel if p <

0.01. Similar scatter plots and significance levels were obtained across all runs in the HCP dataset.
3.3. Interrelations of individual variability and modularity fluctuations

Figure 5 shows relationships of modularity measures between time-averaged and time-resolved analyses. In both
datasets, the modularity Q in time-averaged analysis was positively correlated with the mean time-resolved
modularity % wW_.Q, aswell as the frequency and mean dwell time of the high modular state, and was negatively
correlated with the frequency and mean dwell time of the low modular state (R* and p from the linear regression
analysis are shown in Fig. 5). Test-retest reliability of modularity measures in the time-resolved analysis was
moderate for %Zﬂ,’zl Q. and for the frequency of the low modular state and was fair for the frequency of the high
modular state and mean dwell time of the low modular state (Table 2). These observations indicate that, in high/low

modular subjects as specified from time-averaged analysis, time-resolved modularity is also high/low on average and
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Table 2. Test-retest reliability of modularity measures in time-resolved analysis (bold, ICC > 0.4; bold italic, 0.2 <ICC < 0.4).

1 ¥ High modular state Intermediate state Low modular state

HCP run WW:1 Frequency Dwelltime Frequency Dwelltime Frequency Dwell time

Same session, different phase encoding

1LR-1RL ICC 0.41 0.25 0.08 0.20 0.09 0.49 0.27
95% Cl 0.22-0.58 0.04-0.44 0-0.29 0-0.39 0-0.30 0.31-0.64 0.06-0.46

2LR-2RL ICC 0.48 0.34 0.01 0.33 0.14 0.47 0.33
95% CI 0.30-0.63 0.713-0.51 0-0.23 0.12-0.50 0-0.34 0.29-0.62 0.13-0.51

Different session, same phase encoding

1LR-2LR ICC 0.45 0.34 0.03 0.30 0 0.47 0.42
95% Cl 0.27-0.61  0.14-0.52 0-0.24 0.09-0.48 0-0.14 0.29-0.62 0.23-0.58

1RL-2RL ICC 0.32 0.24 0.08 0 0 0.27 0.09
95% ClI 0.11-0.50 0.02-0.43 0-0.29 0-0.21 0-0.19 0.06-0.46 0-0.30

Different session, different phase encoding

1LR-2RL ICC 0.54 0.33 0.30 0,10 0 0.50 0.49
95% CI 0.37-0.68 0.72-0.50 0.09-0.48 0-0.31 0-0.07 0.33-0.65 0.31-0.64

1RL-2LR ICC 0.25 0.21 0.01 0.08 0 0.22 0.12
95% ClI 0.04-0.44 0-0.40 0-0.22 0-0.28 0-0.15 0-0.41 0-0.33

All runs across sessions
ICC 0.42 0.28 0.11 0.16 0 0.42 0.31
95% Cl 0.31-0.54 0.177-0.40 0.01-0.22 0.06-0.28 0-0.08 0.30-0.53 0.20-0.44

the high/low modular state is more likely to appear, respectively, suggesting that individual variations in modularity

measured over long time scales are related to individual variations in modularity over short time scales.

As in the case of modularity Q in time-averaged analysis, significant correlation with mean framewise displacement
was not found in the NKI dataset for %szl Q,, as well as the frequency and mean dwell time of the high and low
modular states. Significant correlations observed in the HCP dataset were » =—0.32, p = 3.1 x 10 (ILR) and r =
—0.38, p=4.2 x 10* (2RL) for % We1Qu,r=—031,p=4.0x 10~ (2RL) for the frequency of the high modular
state, » =—0.23, p = 0.039 (2RL) for the mean dwell time of the high modular state, » = 0.32, p=2.7 x 10~ (1LR), r =
0.27, p=0.012 (IRL), and = 0.31, p = 3.7 x 10 (2RL) for the frequency of the low modular state, and = 0.22, p =
0.043 (1LR), »=10.26, p = 0.016 (1RL), and » = 0.25, p = 0.023 (2RL) for the mean dwell time of the low modular

state. For the run 2LR, no significant correlation was observed in all measures.
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Figure 6. Principal component analysis (NKI and HCP [run 2LR]). A, Upper panels in each dataset: trajectories of time-resolved
functional connectivity projected into a two dimensional space spanned by the first and second principal components, PC 1 and PC
2. Trajectories are separately displayed in high, middle, and low modular subjects (see text in Results for definition) in
time-averaged analysis. Each dot represents time-resolved functional connectivity at a given time window and its color indicates
the assigned state label. Lower panels in each dataset: state metrics averaged within each subject group. Frequency is shown as the
area of a circle placed at the median coordinate of each state. Mean dwell time is represented by the transparency of the inner color
of a circle and transition probability is expressed by the width of a line outgoing from a circle. Area of a circle and width of a line
are proportional to frequency and transition probability, respectively. Linear gradation is used in a colormap for showing mean
dwell time. For reference, functional connectivity in time-averaged analysis averaged within each subject group is shown in the
lower right corner of this figure. B, Loadings of the first and second principal components. Diagrams for the HCP dataset were

similar across all runs.

Heterogeneity in the dynamics of modularity across individuals can be summarized using principal component
analysis. In Figure 6A, the trajectory of time-resolved functional connectivity is shown in a two dimensional space
spanned by the first and second largest principal components, PC 1 and PC 2 (see Fig. 6B for loadings of these

principal components). The trajectory plot is created for sets of individuals with high, middle, or low modularity Q in
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time-averaged analysis (defined as subjects with Q greater than the 80th percentile, between the 40th and 60th
percentiles, or less than the 20th percentile of Q distributions, respectively). Metrics for state representation
(frequency, mean dwell time, and transition probability, averaged within each subject group) are presented below the
trajectory plots (Fig. 6A). Results suggest that different subject groups were transitioning between states across the
PC 1 axis with different transition profiles. For instance in high modular subjects, the low modular state appeared less
frequently, with shorter dwell time, and greater transition probability to the intermediate state, compared to low
modular subjects. Greater probability of transitioning toward the high modular state was accompanied by an increase
of the PC 1 weight. The spatial pattern of PC 1 exhibits a marked dissociation of the DMN module from the DAN,
VAN, SMN, and VIS modules (Fig. 6B). This suggests that greater probability of dissociation between task-negative
and task-positive modules in time-resolved functional connectivity contributes to increased modularity as measured in

time-averaged analysis.

3.4. Connectivity patterns during high and low modularity periods

To characterize connectivity patterns during periods of high and low modularity, we derived the median centroid of
time-resolved functional connectivity in each modularity-based state (Fig. 7A). In the centroid of the high modular
state, the dissociation of the DMN module from the DAN, VAN, SMN, and VIS modules was more pronounced,
compared to the centroid of the low modular state. This characteristic was also found in individual time-resolved
functional connectivity (Fig. 7B, connectivity matrices). We further investigated these connectivity patterns with a
particular focus on similarity in connectivity and modules within each state. Similarity matrices in Figure 7B show
that instances of time-resolved functional connectivity during the high modular state more strongly resemble each
other, compared to the low modular state. This was found to be the case for similarity of both connectivity patterns
and community partitions, measured as the correlation coefficient and mutual information, respectively. Higher
similarity during periods of high modularity was observed across all runs in the NKI and HCP datasets, not only
between time-resolved functional connectivity (Fig. 7C, black plots) but also between centroids and time-resolved
functional connectivity (Fig. 7C, gray plots; p-values of Wilcoxon rank-sum test were essentially zero due to a large
number of time windows and subjects). These findings suggest that connectivity and modules in time-resolved
functional networks exhibit relatively uniform patterns during periods of high modularity; whereas the patterns are

more variable and dissimilar to each other during periods of low modularity.
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Figure 7. Connectivity patterns in each modularity-based state. A, Centroid of the high modular, intermediate, and low modular
states (NKI and HCP [run 2LR]). The median of time-resolved functional connectivity during periods of each state is shown as a
centroid. Each state centroid in the HCP dataset was quite similar across all runs (correlation coefficient of functional connectivity
> 0.95). B, Connectivity patterns in representative subjects (the same subjects in Fig. 4). Upper: instances of time-resolved
functional connectivity (green: high modular state, magenta: low modular state). Middle: sequence of state transition (H: high
modular state, I: intermediate state, L: low modular state). The green and magenta triangles indicate the time points of the
time-resolved functional connectivity shown in the Upper figure. Lower: similarity of connectivity and modules. Correlation
coefficient between time-resolved functional connectivity is shown in the lower-triangular part and mutual information of
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state centroid. Blue lines indicate the median of each distribution.
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Figure 8. Relation to k-means clustering (NKI and HCP [run 2LR]). A, Centroid of k-means clustering with k£ = 2. The upper
centroid has a higher modularity value. B, Ratio of states derived from k-means clustering in each modularity-based state. Cluster
centroids (k =2, ..., 10) were represented using their strength of modularity. Similar diagrams were obtained across all runs in the

HCP dataset.

Connectivity patterns similar to the high and low modular centroids were also observed in the median centroids of
states derived from k-means clustering with k = 2 (Fig. 8A). During periods of the high/low modular state, cluster
centroids with higher/lower modularity were more frequently detected, respectively. This characteristic was
consistently observed across k =2, ..., 10 (Fig. 8B), suggesting that high and low modular durations can also be
detected by a standard clustering approach with a variable number of clusters, as pursued in previous work (Allen et

al., 2014).

3.5. Relation of functional patterns to structural connectivity

Finally, we compared functional connectivity patterns during periods of high and low modularity with the patterns
observed in structural connectivity. Figure 9A shows resampled structural connectivity averaged across subjects. Even
though there was a substantial difference in density of structural networks between the two datasets (NKI, 381 /;15C,
=0.060; HCP, 1044 / 114C, = 0.162), common profiles in similarity to structural connectivity were obtained from
these datasets (Fig. 9B, upper plots). The high modular state centroid exhibited the lowest and the low modular state
centroid the highest similarity to structural connectivity. This holds even when the similarity was assessed only within
structurally-connected pairs of regions. Likewise, except for the run 2RL in the HCP dataset, modules in the high

modular state centroid were the most dissimilar to modules in structural connectivity (Fig. 9B, lower plots).
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Figure 9. Relation to structural connectivity. A, Resampled structural connectivity averaged across subjects (NKI and HCP).
Resampled strengths at structural connections were highly correlated with logarithm of strengths without resampling (» = 0.97 in
both datasets). B, Upper plots: correlation coefficient between averaged structural connectivity and state centroids (H: High
modular state, I: Intermediate state, L: Low modular state). Correlation coefficient is computed across all pairs of regions (black)
and only with structurally connected pairs of regions (red). Results obtained from structural connectivity strengths without
resampling are shown by broken lines for reference. Lower plots: mutual information of partitions between averaged structural

connectivity and state centroids.

Moreover, similar trends were observed in structural connectivity strengths without resampling (Fig. 9B, plots with
broken lines). These observations indicate that, on average, the more stereotypical functional connectivity patterns
during periods of high modularity deviated more from the underlying brain structural networks, compared to

functional connectivity patterns in the other states.

Discussion

In the present study, we investigated relationships between individual variations and dynamic fluctuations in the
modularity of functional connectivity and examined connectivity patterns observed during periods of high and low
modularity. Using multisession rs-fMRI data, we first confirmed that modularity measured over longer time scales
displayed individual differences with moderate test-retest reliability (Fig. 3C). We then showed that, in individuals
expressing high modularity in time-averaged analysis, time-resolved functional connectivity exhibited highly modular
patterns more frequently (Figs. 5 and 6). During the high modular state, time-resolved functional connectivity

exhibited higher similarity to each other, where its connectivity patterns were well characterized by the dissociation of
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the DMN module from the DAN, VAN, SMN, and VIS modules (Fig. 7), and their average connectivity pattern was
more dissimilar to the patterns in structural connectivity (Fig. 9B), compared to the low modular state. These results
suggest that individual variability in long-time-scale modularity and dynamic fluctuations in short-time-scale
modularity are closely interrelated and these fluctuations arise from the recurrence of functional connectivity patterns

accompanied by increased DMN segregation and marked divergence from the background structural connectivity.

4.1. Test-retest reliability of modularity measures

Previous studies examined test-retest reliability of modularity in time-averaged analysis in a variety of data
preprocessing conditions (Schwarz and McGonigle, 2011; Wang et al., 2011; Braun et al., 2012; Cao et al., 2014a).
Scores similar to the ICC score in our study (0.45 across four runs) were also found in several conditions in each of
these previous studies. Reliability of modularity measures derived from time-resolved analysis was first evaluated in
this study. Reliability of mean time-resolved modularity (ICC = 0.42) and frequency of the high and low modular
states (ICC = 0.28, 0.42) were fair to moderate, indicating somewhat stable individual variability across sessions and
run in time-resolved modularity. In comparison to state frequency, the mean dwell time of a state was found to be less
reliable (ICC: the high modular state, 0.11; the low modular state, 0.31), possibly due to a limited number of state

transitions in each rs-fMRI run.

4.2. Individual variability and modularity fluctuations

We found that individual variations and dynamic fluctuations in modularity were closely interrelated. In individuals
with higher/lower modularity in time-averaged analysis, mean time-resolved modularity was also high/low and
frequency and mean dwell time of the high/low modular state were large, respectively (Fig. 5). This relationship can
be interpreted in two ways. First, it can be seen to indicate that modularity in time-averaged analysis constrains the
dynamics of time-resolved modularity. The notion that connectivity dynamics are constrained by their time-averaged
properties was examined in recent dynamic functional connectivity studies (Thompson and Fransson, 2015; Betzel et
al., 2016). The second interpretation is that individual variations in long-time-scale modularity arise from individual
variations in short-time-scale modularity. The observation that the reliability of the modularity in time-averaged
analysis and the frequency of the high and low modular states were comparable suggests that the magnitude of
long-time-scale modularity originates from the heterogeneity in the dynamics of short-time-scale modularity. This

implies that previous findings on relationships between modularity in time-averaged analysis and demographics
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(Meunier et al., 2009a; Betzel et al., 2014; Cao et al., 2014b; Chan et al., 2014; Geerligs et al., 2015) or behavior
(Bassett et al., 2011; Kitzbichler et al., 2011; Stevens et al., 2012) can be associated with individual differences in the
dynamics of time-resolved modularity. This perspective is supported by recent studies demonstrating associations of
the dynamics in connectivity patterns with demographics (Hutchison and Morton, 2015) and behavior (Barttfeld et al.,

2015; Gonzalez-Castillo et al., 2015).

4.3. Connectivity patterns and modularity fluctuations

In the high modular state, connectivity patterns were similar to each other and were characterized by the recurrence of
somewhat stereotypic patterns wherein the DMN module was decoupled from the attention and primary sensory
modules. While in the low modular state, these modules tended to dissolve in dissimilar ways. The relatively stable
modules during periods of high modularity contributed to form the modular state centroid within which overall
absolute magnitude of functional connectivity was high (Fig. 7A). On the other hand, the many mutually dissimilar
connectivity patterns during periods of low modularity resulted in the "flat" state centroid wherein the magnitude of
functional connectivity was low due to the averaging of variable connectivity strengths (Fig. 7A). These two
distinctive state centroids were also observed when connectivity states were detected using a k-means clustering
algorithm (Fig. 8A), as in the prior literature (Allen et al., 2014; Damaraju et al., 2014; Barttfeld et al., 2015). This
observation suggests that these characteristic spatiotemporal features of states did not depend on the precise manner

by which connectivity states are detected or defined.

The present study does not allow firm conclusions about specific neurobiological mechanisms that underlie
fluctuations in the modularity of functional connectivity. Nevertheless, our findings regarding the specific patterns of
functional connectivity that underlie modularity fluctuations suggest a link to temporal changes in information
segregation and integration across cortical networks (Sporns, 2013; Deco et al., 2015). During the high modular state,
functional networks shared a common configuration of modules, with the DMN decoupled from the attention and
primary sensory networks. This suggests that the high modular state corresponds to periods of increased segregation
among task-positive and task-negative subsystems. In contrast, more variable connectivity patterns with less coherent
modules were encountered during the low modular state. This state appears to be generally characterized by increased
integration among functional subsystems, which collectively correspond to a large set of different connectivity
patterns that may support efficient global communication across networks. In parallel, Shine and colleagues also

reported that time-resolved functional connectivity exhibited transitions between states of segregated and integrated
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network topology and that their state frequency was modulated by task demand and performance (Shine et al., 2016a)
as well as attention and alertness (Shine et al., 2016b). Taken together, these findings suggest that fluctuations in the
modularity of functional connectivity can be interpreted as a result of temporal changes in functional segregation and

integration across whole-brain networks.

Another possibility is that fluctuations in the modularity of functional connectivity are not directly related to transient
"moment-to-moment" cognitive processing but rather may reflect structured spatiotemporal patterns inherent in
individual anatomical brain networks and relatively stable functional coupling strengths among networks of neuronal
populations. As observed in oscillatory dynamics of a simple pendulum, a state point of a dynamical system fluctuates
in a state space even when the system itself is time-invariant (Laumann et al., 2016). For connectivity dynamics,
Zalesky et al. (2014) demonstrated that a model simulating neuronal population dynamics, consisting of neural mass
models interconnected according to macaque axonal connectivity with time-invariant coupling parameters (Honey et
al., 2007), can generate characteristic time-varying functional connectivity patterns exhibiting fluctuations in
efficiency of networks, which is indeed closely related to modularity of networks. In another cortical dynamics model,
consisting of the Kuramoto oscillators coupled based on structural connectivity and time-invariant coupling
parameters, fluctuations in the global synchrony degree (metastable synchronization; Shanahan et al., 2010) emerge
when parameters in this model are fitted to reproduce empirical functional connectivity (Cabral et al., 2011). Based on
these prior findings, fluctuations in the modularity of functional connectivity may be interpreted as a manifestation of
self-organized cortical dynamics emergent from dynamic process that unfold on a relatively stable backbone of

structural connectivity.

4.4. Relations to structural connectivity

The state centroid during high modularity periods exhibited lower and the centroid during low modularity periods
exhibited higher similarity to structural connectivity, respectively (Fig. 9B). This finding is in line with earlier results
in the macaque brain (Barttfeld et al., 2015), which demonstrated that more/less modular cluster centroids were
less/more similar to structural connectivity derived from tract tracing studies. Similarly, Liégeois et al. (2016) showed
that functional networks during periods of low similarity to structural networks exhibited a canonical modular
network topology where the default mode and primary sensory networks were clearly dissociated from each other.

Liégeois et al. associated this state with low modularity—this inconsistency with our findings likely results from their
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use of absolute functional connectivity for computing the modularity score, which underestimates modularity when a

large number of between-module connections have strong negative weights.

From these observations on the relations to structural connectivity, fluctuations of wakefulness and drowsiness are
emerged as another possible interpretation for the fluctuations of high and low modularity. Tagliazucchi et al. (2015)
reported that similarity between functional and structural connectivity increases during deep sleep. Barttfeld et al.
(2015) showed that connectivity states of which centroid has greater similarity to structural connectivity are detected
more frequently in moderate and deep sedation conditions than in an awake condition. Furthermore, Laumann et al.
(2016) pointed out that drowsiness is one of the factors causing the temporal variability in functional connectivity.
Therefore, the low modular state with higher similarity to structural connectivity may correspond to drowsiness and
the high modular state to wakefulness. With this assumption, the decrease of within-connectivity strength in DMN in
the low modular state centroid (Fig. 7A) is consistent with previous findings on the breakdown of the DMN module
during deep sleep (Horovitz at al., 2009). Significant divergence of the functional connectivity patterns from the
underlying structural connectivity in the high modular state can be attributed to increased participation of indirect

structural paths in neuronal communication during wakefulness.

4.5. Limitations

Several issues on methodological limitations have to be taken into account when interpreting the results. First, subject
head movements are potential confounds in rs-fMRI data (Power et al., 2012). In our case, subject motion may affect
characterization of modularity fluctuations. To solve this issue, we excluded high motion subjects, interpolated spikes
in the BOLD time series, and regressed out motion time series. Although it remains difficult to completely exclude
motion effects, modularity measures were significantly correlated with mean framewise displacement in only a subset
of rs-fMRI runs and therefore our findings cannot be fully attributed to motion artifacts. Second, while a sliding
window approach is a simple and the most commonly used method for estimating time-resolved functional
connectivity (Hutchison et al., 2013a), this method has limitations especially in detecting sharp connectivity
transitions (Lindquist et al. 2014; Shine et al., 2015; Shakil et al., 2016). We used a window length longer than the
reciprocal of low cutoff frequency to suppress spurious connectivity dynamics (Leonardi and Van De Ville, 2015;
Zalesky and Breakspear, 2015) though it may decrease temporal sensitivity. This highlights the need to establish
methods that can handle connectivity dynamics on multiple time scales. Third, modularity maximization has a

shortcoming in detecting modules below a certain scale under certain conditions (the resolution limit; Fortunato and
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Barthelemy, 2007). We used a single (default) resolution parameter to properly compare the modularity quality
function across subjects and time samples. However, this prevents the algorithm from detecting modules of different
sizes. A possible strategy to circumvent this issue is to explore a range of resolution parameters in each analysis to

reveal multiscale modules in networks (Betzel et al., 2013).

Another limitation comes from the data processing steps independently applied to the NKI and HCP datasets. The use
of multiple datasets with their own data processing pipeline was helpful for finding observations independent to
manners of data acquisition and processing. However, with the current approach, one cannot determine which factor
(data acquisition, parcellation scheme or window parameters, etc.) was responsible for the discrepancies in the results
between the two datasets. While in this study we have primarily focused on the results commonly obtained from the
NKI and HCP datasets, there were several discrepancies in the results. For instance, the dissociation of the DMN
module from the DAN and VAN modules in the high modular state centroid was more pronounced in the NKI dataset
(Fig. 7A) and the overall similarity to structural connectivity in the state centroids was greater in the HCP dataset (Fig.
9B). Factors causing such discrepancies may be uncovered by applying multiple combinations of data processing

steps to both datasets.

4.6. Future directions

Our study demonstrated characteristic dynamic connectivity patterns during high and low modularity periods and
established that these fluctuations are linked to individual differences in modularity expressed on longer time scales.
Important topics for future research are further investigating fluctuations in the modularity of functional connectivity
to explore their functional meaning and structural substrates. Potential roles of modularity fluctuations in function and
behavior can be explored by relating modularity fluctuations to demographic and behavioral data across individuals.
Investigating structural features predictive of the dynamics of modularity may reveal an anatomical basis of
modularity fluctuations, including the causes for higher/lower similarity to structural connectivity in the low/high
modular state. In addition, analyzing fluctuations in the modularity using whole-brain computational models that can
simulate switching behavior of functional connectivity (e.g. Hansen et al., 2015) may allow investigating the
mechanistic origin of modularity fluctuations and their individual variability. Future studies are needed to provide a

more comprehensive understanding of fluctuations in the modularity of functional connectivity.
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5. Conclusions

While modularity of human cortical functional networks was shown to vary between and within individuals, little is
known about within-individual dynamic fluctuations in short-time-scale modularity and their relation to
between-individual variability in long-time-scale modularity. Here, we have characterized dynamic modularity
fluctuations by relating them to individual variability in modularity in a conventional time-averaged analysis and
examining connectivity patterns during periods of high and low time-resolved modularity. After confirming moderate
test-retest reliability in modularity measured over longer time scales, we found that time-resolved functional networks
exhibited highly modular connectivity patterns more frequently in subjects expressing high modularity in
time-averaged analysis. Connectivity patterns during high modularity periods were well characterized by a
dissociation of task-positive and task-negative systems, exhibiting greater similarity to each other compared to low
modularity periods, and connectivity patterns averaged within high modularity periods less reflected connectivity
patterns observed in the underlying structural cortical networks. Altogether, these results suggest that individual
variations and dynamic fluctuations in modularity are interrelated, wherein fluctuations of modularity emerge from
the recurrence of stereotypic functional connectivity patterns accompanied by a shift away from their background
structural connectivity. These findings provide new insights into individual variability in modular organization of

human cortical functional networks from a time-varying network perspective.
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