Increased neuromodulation ability through EEG connectivity

neurofeedback with simultaneous fMRI for emotion regulation

Amin Dehghani®®”, Hamid Soltanian-Zadeh®¢9, Gholam-Ali Hossein-Zadeh?®®

aSchool of Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Tehran, Tehran, Iran
b Department of Psychological and Brain Sciences, Dartmouth College, Hanover, New Hampshire, United States
¢School of Cognitive Sciences, Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM), Tehran, Iran
d Department of Radiology, Henry Ford Health System, Detroit, MI, USA

* Corresponding author: Amin.Dehghani@dartmouth.edu



Abstract

Emotion regulation plays a key role in human behavior and one’s life. Neurofeedback (NF) is a non-
invasive self-brain training technique used for emotion regulation to enhance brain function and
treatment of mental disorders leading to behavioral changes. Most neurofeedback studies were
limited to using the activity of a single brain region of fMRI data or the power of a single or two EEG
electrodes. In a novel study, we use the connectivity-based EEG neurofeedback through retrieving
positive autobiographical memories and simultaneous fMRI to upregulate positive emotion. The
feedback was calculated based on the coherence of EEG electrodes rather than the power of
single/two electrodes. We demonstrated the efficiency of the connectivity-based neurofeedback to
traditional activity-based neurofeedback through several experiments. The results confirmed the
effectiveness of connectivity-based neurofeedback to enhance brain activity/connectivity of deep
brain regions with key roles in emotion regulation e.g., amygdala, thalamus, and insula, and increase
EEG frontal asymmetry as a biomarker for emotion regulation or treatment of mental disorders such
as PTSD, anxiety, and depression. The results of psychometric assessments before and after
neurofeedback experiments demonstrated that participants were able to increase positive and decrease
negative emotion using connectivity-based neurofeedback more than traditional activity-based
neurofeedback. The results suggest using the connectivity-based neurofeedback for emotion
regulation and alternative therapeutic approaches for mental disorders with more effectiveness and
higher volitional ability to control brain and mental function.
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1. Introduction

Emotion regulation is an intrinsic/extrinsic process to manage and modulate emotional experience and
includes enhancement, inhibition, or maintenance of emotional responses as changes in behavior, feeling,
or physiological reactions (Gross, 2015; Thompson, 2019). Emotion regulation plays a key role in
behavior and one’s life quality. Different strategies proposed for emotion regulation include situation
selection, situation modification, attention deployment, cognitive change, and response modulation
(Gross, 1998). Neurofeedback (NF) is a noninvasive self-brain training technique used for emotion
regulation to enhance brain function or treatment of mental disorders leading to behavioral changes. EEG
neurofeedback has several medical and non-medical applications (Bolea, 2010; Coben et al., 2010; Gapen
et al., 2016; Kaur and Singh, 2017; Lackner et al., 2016; Mennella et al., 2017; Quaedflieg et al., 2015;
Zuberer et al., 2018). EEG frontal asymmetry has been used in several previous neurofeedback studies
(Friedman et al., 2015; Peeters et al., 2014b) to modulate emotion or mood according to approach-
withdrawal theory. According to approach-withdrawal theory, higher activity of the left hemisphere in the
pre/frontal cortex is associated with positive emotions like happiness and surprise (approach), and
negative emotions like sadness and fear (withdrawal) are associated with higher right hemisphere activity
(Davidson, 1998; Palmiero and Piccardi, 2017). EEG frontal asymmetry was considered as a biomarker
for mental disorders like PTSD, anxiety, and depression (Allen and Reznik, 2015; Mennella et al., 2017;
Meyer et al., 2018; Peeters et al., 2014a). It was hypothesized by (Peeters et al., 2014b) that participants
were able to up/downregulate positive/negative affect using EEG frontal asymmetry as neurofeedback.
The results revealed that positive/negative affect would result in increased activity of the left/right frontal
hemisphere and decreased activity of the right/left frontal hemisphere. Similar to most previous
neurofeedback studies, this study lacked the control group for neurofeedback. Simultaneous recording of
EEG and fMRI during emotion regulation were used in several previous studies especially using EEG
frontal asymmetry alone or both EEG frontal asymmetry and fMRI as neurofeedback. In a study by
(Cavazza et al., 2014), the emotion regulation was based on interactive narrative tasks and using EEG
frontal asymmetry neurofeedback with simultaneous fMRI recording, but the success rate of emotion
regulation by this study was low and it lacked a control group for emotion regulation. In studies by (Zotev
et al., 2018, 2016, 2014), emotion regulation was done through retrieving positive autobiographical
memories. The neurofeedback in these studies was based on both EEG frontal asymmetry and BOLD
signal of the amygdala. The results demonstrated the effectiveness of simultaneous EEG-fMRI

neurofeedback for emotion regulation but the redundancy of neurofeedback based on both modalities was



not clarified in these studies. Most previous neurofeedback studies were limited to the activity of a single
brain region of fMRI or the power of single or two electrodes in EEG neurofeedback. According to
previous studies (Kim et al., 2015; Sulzer et al., 2013; Zotev et al., 2011), feedback based on network or
connectivity may result in better/higher regulation through feedback. In this study, we hypothesize that
emotion regulation through coherence of EEG electrodes as neurofeedback leads to higher modulation of
brain function and activity than traditional frontal asymmetry neurofeedback and it provides more
volitional ability to control brain and mental function. For this purpose, the neurofeedback is applied based
on the coherence of EEG electrodes according to the results of our previous study. The results demonstrate
the effectiveness of connectivity-based neurofeedback to change EEG power/connectivity, fMRI BOLD
signal/connectivity, and psychometric tests in comparison to traditional EEG frontal asymmetry as

neurofeedback and sham control group.

2. Methods

2.1 Task Design

The research protocol was approved by the ethics committees of the Iran University of Medical Sciences,
Tehran, Iran. Ten healthy subjects (age 26.5 + 3.6 years, all-male) for connectivity-based EEG
neurofeedback (experimental group 1) participated in this study and the results will be compared with the
previous study based on EEG frontal asymmetry neurofeedback (experimental group 2) and sham control
groups. Participants in experimental group 2 received neurofeedback based on EEG frontal asymmetry in
the alpha frequency band and group 1 received neurofeedback based on the coherence of EEG electrodes.
Participants in the control group received sham feedback without knowledge of being sham feedback
(Dehghani et al., 2020a, 2020b; Zotev et al., 2018). All participants were examined by a resident physician
before the experiment (to check the blood pressure and safety issues of MRI imaging) and filled the
consent form for participation in the experiment.

The paradigm was based on retrieving positive autobiographical memories (Dehghani et al., 2020a,
2020b). The experiment contained 10 runs and each run consisted of rest, view, and upregulation blocks.
The duration of the rest, view, and upregulation blocks were 20, 40, and 60 seconds, respectively. During
the rest block, no image was shown, and only the message of “please rest” was displayed on the screen to
instruct the subject to relax with open eyes. In the view block, two pictures (related to positive
autobiographical memories of each participant) were presented and the participant was asked to see them
without trying to remember the related experience or memory. In the upregulation block, two images of

positive autobiographical memories similar to images of the view block were presented and the participant



was asked to try to increase the height of the neurofeedback bar by retrieving autobiographical memories
related to presented images. Before the neurofeedback session, we explained the experiment to each
participant by a sample run of the paradigm (without showing selected individual pictures).

The neurofeedback in the experimental group 2 was based on approach—withdrawal hypothesis
(Davidson, 1998), defined as the difference between the EEG power in right and left hemispheres in the
alpha frequency band in 2-seconds time windows with 50% overlap between the consecutive windows
updated every 1s and for the experimental group 1 is based on the connectivity of EEG channels and will
be explained in following sections. According to a recently published study (), the coherence between F4
and F3 electrodes in the alpha frequency band during emotion regulation blocks increased significantly to
other blocks of experiment and therefore the change of coherence between two electrodes in 2-seconds
time windows with 50% overlap between the consecutive windows updated and presented to participants
as feedback. The experimental protocol for one run is depicted in Fig. 1.

TIME(s)

Fig. 1: The diagram of the neurofeedback paradigm consisted of rest, view, and upregulation blocks.

2.2 Data Acquisition
The MRI data were acquired using 3 Tesla scanner (Prisma, Siemens, Erlangen, Germany) located in the
National Brain Mapping Lab (NBML), Tehran, Iran. Structural images and functional data were acquired
using a gradient-echo, T1-weighted MPRAGE pulse sequence (Tl = 1100 msec, TR = 1810 msec, TE =
3.47 msec, and voxel size = 1x1x1 mm) and a T2*-weighted gradient-echo, echo-planar (EPI) pulse
sequence (TR = 2000 msec, TE = 30 msec, matrix size = 64x 64x30, and voxel size = 3.8x3.8x4 mm),
respectively. During the 10 runs of the experiment session, 650 volume images were acquired.

The EEG data were recorded at 5k samples/sec using a 64 channel MR-compatible EEG system
(Brain Products, Miinchen, Germany) according to the 10-20 system. The impedance of EEG electrodes


http://www.nbml.ir/

was kept below 5K Ohms. The task was presented by the Psychtoolbox program through a coil-mounted

display, which helped participants to see each block of paradigm during the neurofeedback experiment.

2.3 Real-time Data Processing
Due to practical limitations, neurofeedback was only based on the EEG signal. The MRI gradient and
ballistocardiogram artifacts were removed using a moving average algorithm through BrainVision
RecView software (Brain Products GmbH). The average head movement was less than 0.42 mm for all
participants, therefore removing MRI gradient and ballistocardiogram artifacts in real-time was effective
as well as counterpart methods (Moosmann et al., 2009; Niazy et al., 2005).

The denoised data were down-sampled to 250 samples/sec. Then, the coherence of channels F3 and
F4 were calculated every 1 sec using a 2-sec moving window. The relative EEG coherence between F4
and F3 was calculated with respect to the baseline by averaging the coherence value in the view block and
presented as a bar during upregulation blocks.

2.4 fMRI Data Analysis

Pre-processing of a single subject fMRI data was performed in FSL software package (S.M. et al., 2005;
Smith et al., 2004; Woolrich et al., 2009) and included slice-timing correction, motion correction, temporal
high pass filtering, spatially smoothing using an 8 mm full-width at half-maximum Gaussian kernel, and
standard GLM analysis with three regressors for rest, view and upregulation blocks convolved with the
hemodynamic response function and also six motion confounds were used in the GLM model. Finally,
the whole brain is thresholded at p-value = 0.01 for voxels and for cluster correction at p-value = 0.01 in
the cluster-level correction algorithm, which corrects for the multiple comparisons using the Gaussian
Random Field (GRF) model (Fsl, 2006; Smith et al., 2004; Woolrich et al., 2009). Then, the mean BOLD
signal of activated regions of the preprocessed fMRI data registered to the Montreal Neurological Institute
(MNI) atlas for different contrasts of upregulation versus view and rest were calculated using anatomical
masks from "WFU_PickAtlas" and FSL (Desikan et al., 2006; Gorgolewski et al., 2015; Maldjian et al.,
2003; Tzourio-Mazoyer et al., 2002).

2.5 EEG Data Analysis
The offline analysis of the EEG data for each participant included two main steps to remove artifacts and
was performed using the FMRIB plug-in as a Matlab toolbox (Niazy et al., 2005). The first step was MRI

gradient removal and the second step was removing the ballistocardiogram artifact. The details of these



two steps were discussed in (Niazy et al., 2005). After MR and BCG artifact removal, the EEG data were
down-sampled to 250 samples/sec and low-pass filtered at 100 Hz. The fMRI slice selection frequency
and its harmonics were removed by bandpass filtering. Then, independent component analysis (ICA) was
applied over the entire EEG data (excluding noisy and motion-affected intervals). Next, independent
components (ICs) corresponding to different artifacts, e.g., eye blink, head movement, ballistocardiogram,
or BCG residual were identified and removed, using time course, spectral, topographic map and kurtosis
(Mognon et al., 2011), (Mayeli et al., 2016). Then, the changes of EEG frontal asymmetry in the alpha
frequency band of different blocks were compared with each other Therefore, a moving window with a
length of 2 sec and 50% interval overlap was a slide on the EEG data to calculate the EEG asymmetry of
channels F3 and F4 in the alpha band for each block.

2.6 Psychometric Testing

To measure the changes in the mood state, participants filled short Persian version of the Profile of Mood
States (POMS), the complete Persian version of the positive-negative affect scale (PANAS), and Persian
version of the Beck Anxiety Inventory (BAI), questionnaire before and after neurofeedback test (Beck et
al., 1988; Ghassamia et al., 2013; Khesht-Masjedi et al., 2015; McNair et al., 1989; Tirgari et al., 2012;
Watson et al., 1988).

3. Results

The signal change for upregulation versus view and rest for activated brain regions of different
experiments and those of previous studies is summarized in Table 1.

Table 1: Percentages of signal change in different regions for Upregulation versus View and Rest for connectivity-based
neurofeedback and activity-based neurofeedback (p-value < 0.01, FDR corrected).

Activity-based neurofeedback Connectivity based neurofeedback Previous studies
. Signal change (%) Signal change (%)
Regions
UP-View  Up-Rest = t-score (UP-View) = UP-View UP-Rest t-score (UP-View) Sig % UP-Rest
0.7 (Young et al.,
2014), 0.3 (Zotev et
al., 2016), 0.3 (Zotev
Left Amygdala 0.83 0.84 3.85 1.08 0.79 5.7 etal,, 2016), 0.1 (Li et
al., 2016), 0.2 (Kim et
al., 2015)
0.4 (Young et al.,
Right Amygdala 0.69 0.77 4.20 0.94 0.82 6.1 2014), 0.3 (Zotev et
al., 2016)
0.5 (Johnston et al.,
Left Insula 111 0.73 7.35 1.32 0.82 13.16 2010), 0.5 (Li et al.,

2016)
Right Insula 0.96 0.62 6.88 1.04 0.70 10.22



Left Anterior Cingulate Cortex 1.03 0.74 3.81 1.26 0.99 5.33 0.3 (Lietal., 2016)

Right Anterior Cingulate Cortex - 0.54 - 0.75 0.8 4.6 -
0.5 (Johnston et al.,
Left Cuneus 0.29 1.6 5.15 - 1.7 2010)
Right Cuneus 0.5 1 3.97 - - - -
Left Lingual Gyrus 0.76 13 4.25 - - - -
Right Lingual Gyrus - 1.8 - - - - -
Left Posterior Cingulate Cortex 0.36 0.34 6.10 - 0.19 0.5 (Joggsltg)” etal,
Right Posterior Cingulate Cortex 0.36 0.22 6.22 - 0.11 - -
Left Thalamus 0.8 0.92 431 0.99 0.8 6.02 -
Right Thalamus 0.67 0.78 6.1 0.91 0.56 5.94 -
Left Caudate 0.77 0.76 431 0.89 0.71 6.30 -
Right Caudate 0.63 0.51 7.1 0.93 0.58 9.15 -
Left Hippocampus - - - 0.97 0.94 5.95 -
Right Hippocampus 0.42 0.67 4.93 0.62 0.79 51 -
Left Dorsomedial Prefrontal Cortex - - 4.15 1.26 1.26 6.35 -
Right Dorsomedial Prefrontal 048 082 6.1 0.95 0,69 6.71 :
Cortex
Left Orbitofrontal Cortex 13 0.84 412 1.49 1.12 6.25 -
Right Orbitofrontal Cortex 0.89 0.68 6.12 1.09 0.78 7.63 -
Left Middle Temporal Gyrus 0.19 0.43 6.45 0.41 0.51 8.26 -
Right Middle Temporal Gyrus 0.54 0.71 6.1 0.40 0.52 7.43 -
Left Ventral Striatum 135 0.84 5.93 136 0.82 11.88 05 (Joggsltg)” etal,
Right Ventral Striatum 0.89 0.68 6.64 0.74 0.79 9.22 = (Joggsltg)” arel.
Left Ventrolateral Prefrontal 0.5 (Johnston et al.,
Cortex 1.03 0.74 413 0.82 0.84 11.38 2010)
Right Ventrolateral Prefrontal 066 0.68 8.48 0.37 0.65 78 }
Cortex
Left Dorsolateral Prefrontal Cortex 1.03 0.74 4.1 - 1.29 7.78 -
Right Dorsolateral Prefrontal 0.66 0.68 9.77 0.82 1 797 }
Cortex
Left Superior Parietal 0.45 0.52 6.7 - - -
Right Superior Parietal 0.33 0.78 5.8 - - -
Left Inferior Parietal 0.65 0.29 7.1 - - -
Right Inferior Parietal 0.63 0.52 53 - - -
Left SupraMarginal 0.92 0.32 8.87 0.8 0.5 4.5
Right SupraMarginal 1.07 0.38 8.7 11 0.6 4.3
Left Postcentral 0.60 0.55 7.8 0.6 0.52 45

The percentage of signal change in the activity-based neurofeedback experiment is higher than those

of previous studies (listed in the last column of Table 1) (Bado et al., 2014; Burianova et al., 2010; Ino et



al., 2011; Johnston et al., 2011, 2010; Kim and Hamann, 2007; Lempert et al., 2017; Li et al., 2016;
Pelletier et al., 2003; Zotev et al., 2014, 2016) and it is related to the effectiveness of neurofeedback
training and paradigm used in this study. Also as reported in Table 1, the amount of signal change and the
peak of activity in most brain regions including deep brain regions such as the amygdala, insula, and
thalamus beside frontal/prefrontal regions like orbitofrontal cortex or dorsolateral prefrontal cortex
obtained by connectivity-based neurofeedback is higher than activity-based neurofeedback. The signal
change for Upregulation versus View and Rest blocks was not significant for any region in the control
group. The EEG frontal asymmetry (LnP(F4)-LnP(F3)) in the alpha frequency band for upregulation

versus view and rest in three experiments is presented in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 3: EEG frontal asymmetry (P(F4)-P(F3)) in the alpha frequency band for (a) upregulation versus view (b)
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upregulation versus rest in different experimental groups.

Fig. 3 is a comparison of "LnP(F4)-LnP(F3)" for upregulation versus view and rest of different
experiments and shows that "LnP(F4)-LnP(F3)" of upregulation versus view and rest in connectivity-
based neurofeedback was higher than activity-based and sham neurofeedback. The higher amount of the
"LnP(F4)-LnP(F3)" in upregulation versus view and rest in connectivity based neurofeedback is a marker
of being more happiness during emotion regulation, reduction negative affect and anxiety, and treat mental
disorders like PTSD and depression (Allen and Reznik, 2015; Mennella et al., 2017; Meyer et al., 2018,
2015; Peeters et al., 2014b; Reznik and Allen, 2018). The change of "LnP(F4)-LnP(F3)" in upregulation
versus view/rest for the connectivity bases neurofeedback was significantly different from those of the
sham and activity-based neurofeedback groups (two-sample t-test). The results of psychometric tests for
all experiments are summarized in Table 2. The difference between the post and before neurofeedback of

all psychometric tests and different experimental groups is plotted in Fig. 4.



Table 2: psychometric tests of all groups for before and after neurofeedback experiment.

mean score before neurofeedback (+ SD) mean score after neurofeedback (+ SD)
Measure Activity = Connectivity Sham Activity Connectivity Sham
PANAS 522+115 50%6.2 54.2+509 51.6+8.38 51.7+5.7 53+ 4.8
PANAS negative mood
208+7.2 21+5.7 221+6 14.1+48 13.7+3.8 19.3+5
states
PANAS positive mood
31.4+6.1 29+3.2 32157 37.5+6.4 38+5.6 33.7+x5.6
states
POMS 246+109 255+89 27.1+11.3 17+6.9 18.7+88 228+11.1
Total Mood Distribution
(TMD) 75+115 9.8 +13.7 6.6 +11.2 4771 -5.3+10.6 3.6+11.7

The average scores for the PANAS positive and negative mood states, POMS and TMD in
connectivity based neurofeedback group changed significantly from before to after neurofeedback
(p-Valuepositive mood states of PANAS = 5.5 %10, p-valuenegative mood states of PanAs = 2.7 X107, p-valuepoms = 8.4
%102 and p-valuetmp = 7.6 x10%). The psychometric assessment results of connectivity-based
neurofeedback show higher changes in positive and negative mood states and TMD in comparison to other
experimental groups. In other words, the amount of increased happiness and decreased sadness in

connectivity-based neurofeedback were more than traditional activity-based neurofeedback.
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Fig. 4: The difference between the after neurofeedback and before neurofeedback of all psychometric tests and different
experimental groups. E, experimental group based on frontal asymmetry neurofeedback; C, connectivity-based
neurofeedback; S, sham group; PAN, panas psychometric test; PANN, panas negative mood state; PANP, panas positive

mood state; PO, poms psychometric test.

4. Discussion

In this study, emotion regulation was investigated in three different experiments including activity-based,
sham, and connectivity-based neurofeedback. The results demonstrated more success of connectivity-
based neurofeedback for emotion regulation based on the higher fMRI BOLD signal change of emotion
regulatory regions, EEG frontal asymmetry, and also according to the higher changes of psychometric
assessments. The increase and decrease of positive and negative emotion extracted from PANAS
psychometric assessment by connectivity-based neurofeedback were higher than other groups of
experiment and it demonstrated the effectiveness of connectivity-based neurofeedback to upregulate and
downregulate positive and negative emotion. The change of total mood distribution (TMD) defined as the
difference between negative and positive emotion in connectivity-based neurofeedback was higher than
other groups of experiments. It means participants in connectivity-based neurofeedback increased and
decreased positive and negative emotion more than other groups of the experiment.

As mentioned in (Dehghani et al., 2020b), the functional connectivity analysis was calculated based on
the Pearson correlation of BOLD signal time series among thirty-eight brain regions (left/right amygdala,
thalamus, insula, dorsomedial prefrontal cortex, caudate, cuneus, hippocampus, posterior cingulate cortex,
orbitofrontal cortex, middle temporal gyrus, lingual gyrus, ventral striatum, dorsolateral prefrontal cortex,
ventrolateral prefrontal cortex, superior parietal, inferior parietal, supramarginal, postcentral, and anterior
cingulate cortex). The comparison between Upregulation and View blocks (paired t-test, FDR corrected
for multiple comparisons, q = 0.05) and also between experimental and control groups (two-sample t-test,
FDR corrected for multiple comparisons, q = 0.05) results revealed 11 significant connectivity links in
upregulation versus view and between experimental (activity-based neurofeedback) and the sham group
as an effect of neurofeedback as mentioned in Fig. 5. As a result of connectivity-based neurofeedback,
connectivity (upregulation versus view) of 6 connections out of those 11 links increased significantly in
comparison to activity-based neurofeedback and these 6 connections are amygdala-thalamus, thalamus-
insula, thalamus-orbitofrontal cortex, DMPFC-ventral striatum, the amygdala - DMPFC, and orbitofrontal

cortex — the ventrolateral prefrontal cortex.
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Fig. 5: differential connectivity graph links between brain regions in activity-based neurofeedback group for upregulation

versus view blocks.

The role of brain regions and connections extracted in this study were discussed in previous studies
(Dehghani et al., 2020b) according to the emotion regulation model (Kohn et al., 2014).

Higher functional connectivity as a result of connectivity-based neurofeedback can be interpreted
according to three steps of emotion regulation. It means higher involvement of key regions in emotion
regulation e.g., amygdala, thalamus, and prefrontal regions and therefore more transferred information in
three steps of emotion regulation led to more emotion regulation as revealed in EEG/fMRI signal change
and psychometric assessments.

The results show that in the theta frequency band and for upregulation versus rest, the coherence of 4
connections among 5 significant connections increased in connectivity-based connectivity in comparison
to EEG frontal asymmetry neurofeedback (activity-based neurofeedback). In alpha frequency band and
for upregulation versus view/rest, the coherence of 1/1 connection among 5/6 significant connections
increased in connectivity-based connectivity in comparison to EEG frontal asymmetry (only coherence of
F3-F4) and for upregulation versus rest of beta frequency band, the coherence of 2 connections among 3
significant connections increased in connectivity-based neurofeedback in comparison to EEG frontal
asymmetry neurofeedback (activity-based neurofeedback). The increased connectivity in the frontal

electrodes is related to the involvement of electrodes in this region in emotion processing, memory



encoding, memory retrieval, and working memory. Parietal and temporal electrodes involve in attention,
visual processing, working memory, and emotion processing and retrieval of an unpleasant event. The
occipital lobe involved in visual attention and processing. The increased connectivity of fronto-parital
electrodes is related to the involvement of both regions in emotion and memory retrieval (Shahabi and
Moghimi, 2016).

5. Conclusion

In this study, a novel connectivity-based EEG neurofeedback along induced positive autobiographical
memories and simultaneous fMRI were used to modulate brain function. The effectiveness of traditional
activity-based neurofeedback in changing the activity of brain regions during emotion regulation was
demonstrated in previous studies (Allen and Reznik, 2015; Dehghani et al., 2020a, 2020b; Mennella et
al., 2017; Meyer et al., 2018; Peeters et al., 2014a; Zotev et al., 2018). Here, to evaluate the effectiveness
of connectivity-based neurofeedback, several experiments were done. The results confirmed the
effectiveness of connectivity-based neurofeedback according to higher BOLD signal change and activity
of brain regions listed in Table 1 (e.g. amygdala, insula, thalamus, and frontal/prefrontal), higher
interaction/connectivity among multiple brain regions including prefrontal and limbic, increased EEG
frontal asymmetry in alpha frequency band as a biomarker for treatment of PTSD, depression, and anxiety
(Allen and Reznik, 2015; Mennella et al., 2017; Meyer et al., 2018; Peeters et al., 2014a), more coherence
between EEG channels and finally increased happiness and decreased sadness by the psychometric
assessments. It confirms that using connectivity-based neurofeedback, participants will be able to do
emotion regulation more than activity-based neurofeedback and it provides more volitional ability to
control brain and mental function than traditional activity-based neurofeedback. In most previous emotion
regulation studies and mental disorders, several EEG electrodes and brain regions are involved, therefore
understanding the interaction between them and using connectivity-based neurofeedback rather than
activity-based neurofeedback may lead to an increase the effect of neurofeedback and related treatment
or intervention. Modulation of brain function using the proposed paradigm and connectivity
neurofeedback method can be used in future studies for the treatment of mental disorders especially MDD
and PTSD to modulate behavior and cognition with more effectiveness than traditional neurofeedback
methods.
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