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Multimodal Brain Disease Classification with

Functional Interaction Learning from Single fMRI

Volume
Wei Dai, Ziyao Zhang, Lixia Tian, Shengyuan Yu, Shuhui Wang, Zhao Dong, and Hairong Zheng

Abstract—In neuroimaging analysis, functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) can well assess the function changes for brain
diseases with no obvious structural lesions. To date, most deep-learning-based fMRI studies have employed functional

connectivity (FC) as the basic feature for disease classification. However, FC is calculated on time series of predefined regions of
interest and neglects detailed information contained in each voxel. Another drawback of using FC is the limited sample size for the
training of deep models. The low representation ability of FC leads to poor performance in clinical practice, especially when dealing
with multimodal medical data involving multiple types of visual signals and textual records for brain diseases. To overcome this
bottleneck problem in the fMRI feature modality, we propose BrainFormer, an end-to-end functional interaction learning method for
brain disease classification with single fMRI volume. Unlike traditional deep learning methods that construct convolution and
transformers on FC, BrainFormer learns the functional interaction from fMRI signals, by modeling the local cues within each voxel with
3D convolutions and capturing the global correlations among distant regions with specially designed global attention mechanisms from
shallow layers to deep layers. Meanwhile, BrainFormer can deal with multimodal medical data including fMRI volume, structural MRI,
FC features and phenotypic data to achieve more comprehensive brain disease diagnosis. We evaluate BrainFormer on five
independent multi-site datasets on autism, Alzheimer’s disease, depression, attention deficit hyperactivity disorder and headache
disorders. The results demonstrate its effectiveness and generalizability for multiple brain diseases diagnosis with multimodal features.
BrainFormer may promote precision of neuroimaging-based diagnosis in clinical practice and motivate future studies on fMRI analysis.
Code is available at: https://github.com/ZiyaoZhangforPCL/BrainFormer,

Index Terms—Functional MR, brain disease classification, multimodal, Transformer, 3D CNN.
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INTRODUCTION

Ecent years have witnessed the significant development
Rin deep learning. Extensive progresses have been made
in areas such as vision [1f], [2], [3] and language [4]. Deep
learning is also proliferating in medical domains, including
digital health, patient monitoring, disease diagnostics and
so on. These application scenarios involve data in multiple
forms or modalities such as various types of medical images,
clinical records and tabular data. There are urgent demands
for multimodal medical analysis due its wide application
prospect [5]. Methods for disease classification, lesion de-
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tection, structural segmentation, image registration, mul-
timodal image synthesis and fusion, using cutting-edge
deep learning models, e.g., Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNN) [6], [7], [8], Graph Convolution Network(GCN) [9],
[10], [11]], and Transformers [5], [12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [17],
[18], [19], [20]], are developing quickly.

Among diversified types of medical imaging modali-
ties, magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) is a powerful non-
invasive tool for disease diagnosis. For example, structural
MRI (sMRI) can record the detailed structure and reflect
the signals of lesion areas. sSMRI is particularly useful for
evaluating complex organs such as the brain, and promising
progresses have been achieved recently using CNN [21]
and Transformers [12]], [13[, [14], [15] as the backbone.
However, sMRI appears to be less effective for evaluating
diseases displaying no obvious structural changes, such as
psychological disorders, autism, headache disorders and
so on. These diseases are traditionally considered as brain
functional disorders rather than structural abnormalities.
Diagnoses of these diseases are based on clinical interviews
and behavioral assessments, so the accuracy is highly de-
pendent on the skills and professionalism of doctors. Thus,
sMRI cannot facilitate diagnosis or treatment well on these
diseases in medical practice.

Unlike sMRI, functional MRI (fMRI) uses the blood
oxygen level dependent (BOLD) signals to reflect neural
activity along the temporal dimension with a 4D tensor, see
Fig.[1](a). As shown in Fig.[I| (b), the 4D tensor consists of a
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Fig. 1. (@) sMRI and fMRI data of the same person; (b) 4D brain
fMRI data: 3D fMRI volumes of the brain along temporal dimension,
and sections of sagittal, coronal and axial views are shown for better
visualization; (c) the functional connectivity between two predefined
brain regions is calculated by the correlation coefficients between the
time series of the two regions.

sequence of scanned 3D brain volumes arranged along the
temporal dimension, where each voxel in the 3D volume
recording the BOLD signals of a specific brain region in a
given time interval. Since fMRI provides an indirect mea-
sure of neural activity, the major challenge is to model the
actual functional interactions among brain areas from the
fluctuating fMRI data. There have been a bulk of techniques
for extracting features from fMRI data in a hand-crafted
manner to model the connectivity from spatial-temporal
correlation, frequency, region or modularity aspects [22].
In particular, the functional connectivity (FC) is the most
widely used technique, which records the pair-wise cor-
relation coefficients between sets of predefined regions of
interest (ROI). Two ROIs are assumed to be functionally
connected if they display synchronous functional activity
fluctuations, see Fig.[I| (c). FC has been playing an essential
role in fMRI-based brain disease classification, in compan-
ion with off-the-shelf models, e.g., Support Vector Machine
(SVM) [23], Deep Neural Network (DNN) [24], [25], [26],
GCN [9], [11] and Transformers [5].

However, FC-based models have often been reported to
be of relatively low accuracies, due to the following reasons.
The FC feature is built on the whole 4D tensor of one specific
person with predefined brain ROIs, and calculated as the
overall correlation between brain region pairs using all 3D
volumes. This leads to extremely low dimensions of FC, and
accordingly insufficient representation ability and training
data size for consequent classifications. Given the coarse
granularity of FC, the disease biomarker may be hard to
detect even with strong DNN. Of even greater concern, due
to the physical differences among MRI scanners used in
different study sites, FC features calculated using a single
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fMRI dataset can hardly be calibrated and aligned to those
of other datasets, and thus possesses poor generalizability
across different datasets and brain diseases.

Given the limitations of traditional hand-crafted features
and the corresponding classification paradigms, we employ
deep feature learning directly on fMRI volume instead of the
4D tensor in existing paradigms [10], [11], [22], [23], [24],
[25], [26], [27], aiming to model the functional interaction
among different brain areas in a fine-grained manner. We
assume reasonably that each 3D volume contains all the
information in need, so working on the 3D volume input en-
hances the available training data size by hundreds of times
through using volume-wise feature instead of the subject-
wise FC feature, meanwhile avoiding drastic information
losses brought by FC feature, thus the feature representation
ability has the potential to be stronger.

On the 3D volume input, the key to learn functional
interaction is to capture the correlation among components
of different levels flexibly. Towards this goal, we apply 3D
CNN [28], [29], [30] together with a data normalization layer
to extract the informative features from the 3D volume. The
3D convolution is more accurate than any hand-crafted tech-
niques in modeling the correlation within a certain spatial-
temporal receptive field, while the data normalization is
useful in alleviating the distribution divergence among dif-
ferent fMRI volumes collected from multiple sites. On top
of 3D CNN, we design global attention mechanism inspired
by Transformer [4] to model the long-range function con-
nectivity among different brain areas. Directly applying the
original self-attention [4] to fMRI data leads to prohibitive
computation complexity, especially at shallow layers with
high feature resolution. We thus design two attention mech-
anisms towards better computational efficiency, i.e., Shallow
Global Attention (SGA) for shallow layers to exchange
information globally through fully connected layer, and
Deep Global Attention (DGA) for deep layers to fuse global
information through global attention mask. Our hierarchical
feature extraction framework is constructed with collabora-
tion of the global attention and 3D CNN capturing local
feature correlations (Fig. [2), and trained end-to-end without
manual brain region labeling.

Furthermore, it is necessary to fuse the complementary
modalities for disease classification. Different neuroimag-
ing methods provide different views for the same brain.
Take Alzheimer’s disease (AD) for example, AD in early
stage usually shows no structural changes but functional
alterations of the brain, thus fMRI is capable to evaluate
the dynamic function. With the progression of AD, sMRI
can detect signs of brain atrophy due to cell death and
tissue loss. Other neuroimaging methods can provide infor-
mation including metabolic activity, biochemical changes,
and so on. Phenotypic data provide clinical information
regarding patients’ disease symptoms, as well as relevant
demographic data, such as age, ethnicity and sex. Therefore,
combining multiple modalities can provide more compre-
hensive information for disease evaluation and prediction,
and probe indepth into the underlying pathophysiology.

Accordingly, we propose BrainFormer, an ROI label-free
multimodal brain disease classification framework. As for
the fMRI modality, it can effectively learn the functional
interaction features in various brain disease classification



tasks. Beyond that, it can also fully leverage other comple-
mentary modalities such as sMRI, FC and phenotypic data
via a simple multimodal feature fusion structure to further
boost the brain disease classification accuracy.

We evaluate BrainFormer on five independently ac-
quired brain disease datasets that contain multi-site data:
ABIDE, ADNI, MPILMBB, ADHD-200 and ECHO. The dis-
eases evaluated include major depressive disorder (MDD),
AD and mild cognitive impairment (MCI), autism spectrum
disorder (ASD) and Asperger’s syndrome (AS), attention
deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), migraine disease
(MD) and medication-overuse headache (MOH). Brain-
Former achieves state-of-the-art performance on all the eight
brain diseases. In clinical practice, we have also applied our
method on different types of headache detection.

The main contributions of this study are summarized as
follows:

o We propose BrainFormer, the first brain disease clas-
sification model, which learns functional interaction
among brain regions directly on single fMRI volume.
BrainFormer can fuse multimodal medical data to
achieve more comprehensive brain disease diagno-
sis. It demonstrates strong generalizability on eight
types of brain diseases.

e BrainFormer well captures both local and distant
feature correlations by specifically designed SGA
and DGA. The disease-related biomarkers can be
precisely located within fMRI volumes by gradient-
based localization, facilitating brain disease diagno-
sis in clinical practice.

o Experiments on five independent datasets with eight
types of brain diseases validate the promising abil-
ity of our multimodal brain disease classification
framework, and the generalizability on brain disease
diagnosis without obvious structure changes.

2 RELATED WORK

fMRI-based classification: Extensive studies on brain dis-
ease classification using fMRI are based on FC, which char-
acterizes the pairwise correlation between two predefined
brain regions [31], [32], [33]. Wang et al. [31] perform sparse
multiview task-centralized ensemble learning for ASD bi-
nary classification with age and sex information on FC fea-
tures. Wang et al. [33] conduct 3-class classification on ASD
by introducing label distribution learning to FC matrix (the
labels describing either shared or specific disease features
of the subjects). GCN is also widely used for fMRI data
analysis [9]], [10], [11]. Parisot et al. [9] design a spectral
graph convolution that predict brain disease based on FC
features. Huang et al. [10] propose edge-variational graph
convolutional networks to predict ASD, AD and ocular
disease. Huang et al. [34] construct multiple FC networks
for each participant, and create a multi-task learning model
to learn the most discriminative features in each template
for ASD classification. A recent work by Zhang et al. [5]
introduces diffusion kernel attention module in Transformer
to construct functional brain networks and conduct clas-
sification on ADHD and AD. However, FC only encodes
the correlation between different brain regions, and loses
detailed cues within each individual region; therefore, it
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is difficult to locate disease-related biomarkers that aid
diagnosis. Very few studies employ single fMRI volumes
for disease classification [35]. Vu et al. [35] build a vanilla
3D CNN for single fMRI volume classification, which con-
sists of 3 convolution layers, however, the correlation cues
between distant regions are still lost.

Multimodal classification: Deep models have been built
to process and correlate information from multiple modal-
ities for joint feature representations (including but not
limited to sMRI, fMRI, positron emission tomography,
electroencephalogram and phenotypic data) [36]. Different
modalities can provide information in various aspects and
compensate the shortcomings of each other to boost the per-
formance for classification. Liu et al. [36] combine sMRI and
fMRI with a multiheaded gating fusion model and achieve
remarkable accuracies for ASD, ADHD and schizophrenia
classification. Huang et al. [37] use GCN to incorporate
multimodal data including sMRI, fMRI, fundus photos and
phenotypic data for AD, ASD and ocular disease classifica-
tion. Ji et al. [38] perform deep graph hashing learning to re-
store semantic space as well as topological features in fMRI
for brain-network-based classification for ADHD and ASD,
using age, seX, handedness and clinical features. Supekar
et al. [39] develop a spatiotemporal deep neural network
model that can identify interpretable dynamic markers,
which combines fMRI time series, age, sex and study site
to predict ASD from neurotypical individuals. Sun et al. [40]
take FC, two BOLD-derived features (ReHo and ALFF), and
gray matter volume from sMRI as input, and select features
using two-nested leave-one-out cross validation method for
MDD prediction.

3D CNN: The 3D CNN encodes the spatial-temporal
cues or 3D structure through sliding 3D convolution kernel
along consecutive video frames [41], [42]. Tran et al. [28]
design a convolution 3D network (C3D) through directly
stacking several 3D convolution layers. However, the 3D
CNN lacks pretrained parameters on large-scale datasets,
which increases the model training difficulty. Carreira et
al. [41] build a deep Inflated 3D (I3D) network through
inflating the 2D convolution kernels in 2D CNN to the
corresponding 3D kernels. Qiu et al. [42] factorize the 3D
convolution kernels into 2D spatial kernel and 1D temporal
kernel, which significantly reduce the parameters without
performance drop. Li et al. [29] build a compact Multi-scale
3D (M3D) convolution to learn multi-scale temporal cues
with dilated temporal convolution. 3D CNN is also suitable
for fMRI data. However, 3D CNN is unable to capture
long-range relations among distant brain regions. Moreover,
previous 3D CNN methods are designed for single-site
data, which suffer serious performance drop when directly
applied to multi-site fMRI data.

Transformer: Transformer [4] is proposed to model long-
range dependencies among tokens. Inspired by the suc-
cesses in language, recent studies are trying to introduce
Transformer into computer vision tasks [2]], [3], [20], [43].
Transformer is also used in medical image classification [5],
segmentation [12]], [13]], [14], [15], [17] , registration [18],
multimodal image synthesis and fusion [16]], [19]. Specifi-
cally, Gao et al. [13] propose a hybrid transformer architec-
ture for sMRI image segmentation. Chen et al. [18] create
a hybrid CNN-Transformer model for volumetric medical
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(a) BrainFormer

(b) Multimodal framework

Fig. 2. The illustration of proposed (a) BrainFormer and (b) multimodal framework for brain disease classification. BrainFormer is used to process
3D volumes include fMRI and sMRI, the functional connectivity (FC) feature and phenotypic data are processed by Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP).

image registration in MRI and CT. In multimodal medical
image synthesis, Dalmaz et al. [16] has improved the capture
ability of contextual relations while maintaining the power
of localization by aggregating convolutional operators and
transformers. Multiscale adaptive Transformer is proposed
by Tang et al. [19] to achieve multimodal medical image
fusion, facilitating clinical diagnosis and surgical naviga-
tion. Transformer is capable of modeling long-range de-
pendencies between distant brain regions in fMRI volume.
Nevertheless, computing fully connected attention mask
for high-dimensional fMRI data may suffer unaffordable
computation.

Our BrainFormer is an end-to-end architecture for brain
disease classification based on single fMRI volumes. Com-
pared with FC-based method, our method jointly cap-
tures local details within each brain region and global
relationships between the regions directly on single fMRI
volumes, and exhibits stronger capability in brain disease
classification. Moreover, our method directly make predic-
tion on fMRI volume, hence is more suitable to locate
disease-related biomarkers, which may further facilitate
neuroimaging-based disease diagnosis in clinical practice.

3 PROPOSED METHOD
3.1

In this study, we consider multimodal data for brain disease
classification, including fMRI volume, sMRI volume, FC
feature and phenotypic data. As shown in Fig.P|b), the brain
fMRI of one person can be viewed as a sequence of 3D tensor
v = (W V.. VI, v e RPXHXW where T denotes

Multimodal brain disease classification framework

the temporal length, and D, H and W represent the depth,
height and width of a 3D volume, respectively. We only use
single 3D fMRI volume in our method. The sMRI can also
be represented as 3D tensor V¢ € RP*H*W The FC feature
is a fully connected similarity matrix f/¢ € RP*P, where p is
the partition number brain ROIs. And the phenotypic data
s is a series of scalar values.

As shown in Fig. [2} in our multimodal framework, the
fMRI and sMRI volumes are processed by BrainFormer.
BrainFormer can be used for single fMRI volume classifi-
cation, and can also be used to process sMRI in multimodal
framework. The FC feature and phenotypic data are pro-
cessed by a 3-layer Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP). The fea-
tures from data modalities are combined for classification.
The following sections will introduce BrainFormer in detail.

3.2 Formulation

As discussed above, our multimodal framework consists
of four modal input data, including fMRI volume, sMRI
volume, FC and scalar phenotypic data. Based on these
multimodal data, the brain disease classification can be
performed by,

Pi = f(Vf’VS’ffC’s), (1)

where p; € R" denotes the classification score for the i-th
volume, and n is the predefined class number, e.g., 2 classes
for diseased and healthy individual. We use f to denote
our classification model. Our model takes multimodal diag-
nosis data as input and outputs the predicted classification
score. Fig. [2] illustrates the overall framework. As shown



in Fig. Ekb), our multimodal framework use BrainFormer
to process fMRI and sMRI volumes, and use MLP process
FC feature and clinical data. The features of multimodal
data are unified in a self-attention model for classification.
The following section will introduce the BrainFormer model
in detail, consists of a data normalization layer, 3D CNN
backbone and global attention blocks.

3.3 BrainFormer

3.3.1 Data Normalization Layer

The fMRI datasets are usually collected from multiple sites,
among which data distributions differ. Therefore, we apply
a data normalization layer to normalize all fMRI volumes
to identical distribution. We apply instance normalization
on 3D volume V; to normalize it to zero-mean and unit-
variance distribution,

o Vi— mean(V;)
Vi= —sav) @)

where V; is the normalized volume.

3.3.2 3D CNN Backbone

We employ 3D CNN as backbone feature extractor. The 3D
CNN accepts 3D fMRI volume V € RP*XHXW ag jnput and
outputs the corresponding 3D feature maps f € RI*'xw
(we omit the channel dimension for simplicity). Our 3D
CNN consists of several convolution blocks, which are made
up of 3D convolution layers, batch normalization layers and
nonlinear activation layers. The stride of last convolution
layer in each block is set to 2.

3D convolution layer: The 3D convolution layer encodes
the 3D structural cues through sliding 3D kernel along each
dimension of 3D fMRI volume. A 3D convolution kernel can
be formulated as a 3D tensor W € R4*"*% where d, h and
w are the depth, height and width of kernel (the input and
output channels are omitted). Computation of a 3 x 3 x 3
sized 3D convolution can be formulated as,

2 2 2
. _
fihw = Z Z Z £ rin—14j w14k X Wik, ()

i=0 j=0 k=0

where W is the weight of 3D convolution kernel, and "
and f°! are input and output features, respectively.

Batch normalization layer: A batch Normalization (BN)
layer is inserted to mitigate this internal covariate shift [44]
and speed up training. The BN layer is achieved through a
normalization step and a transformation step,

. T —p
==+ @)
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where 1 and ¢ are mean and variance for normalization, and
v and f3 are learnable parameters for scaling and shifting.
Nonlinear activation layer: We employ ReLU layer to
provide nonlinear ability in BrainFormer,
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Fig. 3. The detailed structure of (a) Shallow Global Attention (SGA) block
which consists of spatial-mixing block and channel-mixing block, and (b)
Deep Global Attention (DGA) block which consists of Multi-head Self-
Attention and Feed-Forward layer. C is the number of channels. D, H,
W are depth, height and width of kernel. N = D x H x W is the total
number of features.

3.3.3 Global Attention

3D CNNs only encode information within each local re-
gion, but are unable to capture the correlation between
distant brain regions. The self-attention is widely used
to formulate global relationship in computer vision and
natural language processing tasks [2], [4], [43]. Traditional
self-attention learns global relationship through computing
fully connected attention mask for 1D/2D input signal.
However, the attention computation for 3D fMRI volume
will suffer unaffordable computation complexity, especially
on the high resolution feature in shallow layer. Towards
more effective attention modeling for fMRI data, we design
different attention blocks for shallow and deep layers, re-
spectively.

Shallow Global Attention: Fig.[B[a) depicts the detailed
structure of SGA. It accepts a sequence of volume features,
shaped as “#seqxchannels” as input, and uses two MLP
blocks for spatial-mixing and channel-mixing, respectively.
The spatial-mixing block allows communication between
different spatial locations, by operating on each channel in-
dependently. The channel-mixing block allows information
communication between different channels. These two types
of blocks are interleaved to enable interaction among input
dimensions.

The input 3D feature is first flattened to x €
where C' is the number of channelsand N = D x H x W is
the resulting number of features (the input sequence length).
The first MLP block acts on z-columns to mix global spatial
information, and the second MLP block acts on the x-rows
of to mix channel information. Each MLP block contains two
fully connected layers with nonlinear mapping,

T =i+ W5(Wia, ), fori=1..C,
o, =l + Wiop(W35a/ ), forj=1..N,

Ji* Jr*

NxC
RY X%,

(6)



where ¢ is ReLU activation layer and W7, W5, W and
WY are the weights of the fully connected layers. Both
MLP blocks are inserted with residual connection. W73 is
initialized to zero to retain the original initialization. For
an input * € RV*¢, the SGA reduces the computational
complexity of self-attention from O(N?) to O(N), thus
relieving the memory and computation costs in shallow
layers where the feature resolution is high.

Deep Global Attention: DGA is designed to fuse the
global information in deep layer. Fig. B(b) depicts the de-
tailed DGA structure. A DGA block consists of a Multi-
head Self-Attention (MSA) and a Feed Forward (FF) layer.
Considering that the computation complexity of MSA is
O(N?), we only insert it into deep layers. Similarly, the
DGA also flattens the input to z € RV*©_ Extra position em-
bedding E,,; € RV*C is added to volume features to retain
the positional information. The resulting feature sequence
serves as the input to the DGA block. The computation of
the DGA block can be formulated as,

20 = + Epos, 21 = MSA(z0) + 20, 22 = FF(21) + 21.
@)
An MSA layer consists of multiple Self-Attentions (SA). A
standard SA can be formulated as mapping a query q, key k
and value v to an output, where queries, keys, values, and
outputs are all volume features. The output is computed as
a weighted sum of values, where the weight for each value
is computed by a similarity function between query and key.
For input features z € RN*C QA first computes q, k,
and v through fully connected layer. The attention mask
M is then computed through pairwise similarity between q
and k,

a,k, vi= WPz M = softmax(qk’ /\/C},), SA(v) = Mv,

®)
where WP € RE*3Ch is the learnable weight matrix in fully
connected layer, C}, is the channel number of g,k and v,
\/C}, is scale factor for normalization, and M € RV *V is the
attention mask. The Softmax function is used to normalize
the attention mask to probabilities. The MSA is an extension
of the SA in which k SAs are computed in parallel,

MSA (20) = [SA1(20), ..., SAk(20)] W5, )

where WP € RFCnXC ig the weight matrix of the linear
layer. The WQD is initialized to zero to retain the original
initialization. Finally, the weighted sum of value is added to
original input,

21 =29+ NISA(ZQ)7 (10)

where z; € RV*Y is the MSA output. MSA can effectively
capture the global correlation between distant brain regions.

Besides MSA, each DGA block contains an extra FF layer.
An FF layer consists of two fully connected layers with
ReLU activation, and the output of FF layer is added to
input feature with residual manner,

FF(z1) = max(0, Wz, + b)) W + b,

11
22221+FF(21), (1

where W2 and WP are weights of fully connected layers
in FF, and 2 is the final output of DGA block. We visualize
the FC feature and the attention mask in SGA and DGA

TABLE 1
Evaluation of individual components in proposed method

Name | output size | layers
input | 64 x 72 x 64 | -
stem conv |32 x 36 x 32| 7 X 7 % 7,64, stride 2
3x3x3,64 % 2
conv block1 | 32 x 36 x 32 3x3x3,64
SGA block

[3 x 3 x 3,128] 9
conv block2 | 16 x 18 x 16 3 x3x3,128

" SGA block

(3 x 3 x 3,256 <9
conv block3| 8x9x 38 3 x 3 x 3,256

- DGA block

(3 x 3 x 3,512] 9
conv block4d| 8 x9x 38 3x3x3,512

" DGA block
classifier | 1x1x1 |average pool, 512 — c¢ fc, softmax

SGA:Shallow Global Attention, DGA:Deep Global Attention

in Fig. @} In comparison with FC computed by Pearson
correlation between the mean time series of predefined
ROIs, the attention map in SGA and DGA automatically
learns correlation between finer brain voxel through end-to-
end training, hence could learn more reliable correlations.

3.3.4 Classifier

The output feature map is pooled with global average
pooling and then classified with classifier. The classifier
consists of a fully connected layer to map the features to
class index, and a softmax function that normalizes the
predicted probability to [0, 1]. We choose cross-entropy loss
to optimize our model,

eWIi

where n is the number of classes, [; is one-hot label for
classification, W is the weight of fully connected layer, and
p; is the normalized classification score for the i-th class.

['ce = — le log(pz)a bi = (12)
=1

3.3.5 Multimodal fusion

With the designed data normalization layer, 3D CNN and
global attention blocks, we build BrainFormer based on 3D
ResNet18 [6]. The overall BrainFormer model is illustrated
in Fig. Pfa) and the detailed structure is summarized in
Table [1} Based on BrainFormer, we design the multimodal
framework in Fig. [[b). The features from four data modali-
ties are concatenated for final classification.

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Dataset

We evaluate our method on five independently acquired
neuroimaging datasets in Table

MPILMBB dataset [45] contains 426 fMRI sequences
from 318 individuals, including 228 with MDD and 198
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layers..

healthy controls (HC). Individuals who underwent more
than one scan are labeled as either depression or HC. The
dataset can be obtained from the MPI-Leipzig Mind-Brain-
Body projecﬂ

ADNI dataset includes subjects with AD, MCI, and
HC from 55 study sites. We filter out samples with irregular
shapes, and finally get 448 fMRI sequences. Most prior stud-
ies conducted binary classifications (AD vs. HC, or MCI vs.
HC). Here, we report both binary and 3-class classification
performances. The ADNI dataset can be accessed from the
Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative projecﬂ

ABIDE dataset contains fMRI data of 988 subjects
acquired in 17 neuroimaging centers worldwide with differ-
ent imaging protocols. The dataset includes 339 individuals
with ASD, 93 with AS, and 546 HC. Most previous studies
conducted binary classification (ASD wvs. HC). Here, we

1. MPILMBB dataset is available on https://www.neuroconnlab.
org/data/
2. ADNI dataset is available on https://adni.loni.usc.edu

report both binary and 3-class performance. The ABIDE
dataset can be accessed from Autism Brain Imaging Data
Exchange projecﬂ

ADHD-200 datasef|[48] contains fMRI data of 1,151 sub-
jects, including 309 with ADHD and 842 HC. The dataset is
acquired from eight different neuroimaging centers world-
wide.

ECHO We have an ongoing project for constructing a
new fMRI dataset Evaluation and Classification of Headache
disOrders using MRI, (ECHO) from 12 study sites. Two types
of headache from two sites in ECHO dataset, including MD,
MOH, as well as HC are included in the analysis, which
consists 107, 38 and 52 individuals, respectively. The study
was approved by the Ethics Committee of Chinese PLA
General Hospital and registered at Chinese Clinical Trial
Registry (ChiCTR2200056871).

3. ABIDE dataset is available on
preprocessed-connectomes-project.org/abide /index.html

4. ADHD-200 dataset is available on http:/ /fcon_1000.projects.nitrc.
org/indi/adhd200/

http://
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TABLE 2
Summary of five brain disease datasets

Dataset #individual #healthy control #diseased #class  disease category | #site volume number
MPILMBB 426 198 228 2 MDD 1 657
ADNI 448 167 127AD, 154MCI 3 AD, MCI 55 145
ABIDE 988 556 339ASD, 93AS 3 ASD, AS 17 82-320 (avg:194)
ADHD-200 1,151 842 309 2 ADHD 8 76-261 (avg:162)
ECHO 187 52 107MD, 38MOH 3 MD, MOH 2 240

MDD: major depressive disorder, AD: Alzheimer’s disease, MCI: mild cognitive impairment
ASD: autism spectrum disorder, AS: Asperger’s syndrome, ADHD: attention deficit hyperactivity disorder

MD: migraine disease, MOH: medication-overuse headache
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Fig. 5. (a) Multimodal comparison on ABIDE and ADNI datasets. (b) Evaluation of individual components, and (c) Performance on each disease

class on ECHO dataset

4.2
4.2.1 Data Preprocessing

Implementation Details

Before training, we preprocess all fMRI data (except ABIDE
and ADHD-200) using DPARSF toolsetﬂ based on MAT-
LAB2013b (8.2.0.701). The steps are as follows: (1) remove
the first five volumes; (2) slice timing correction; (3) re-
alignment; (4) normalize to Montreal Neurological Institute
(MNI) standard space through DARTEL and resample to
3 x 3 x 3 mm? resolution; (5) spatial smoothing with a 6-
mm full width at half maximum (FWHM) Gaussian kernel.
Above process results T' x 61 x 73 x 61 tensor for each
fMRI sequence, where T is the length of sequence. For the
ABIDE dataset, the Configurable Pipeline for the Analysis of
Connectomes (CPAC) minimally preprocessed data [47] is
used. For the ADHD-200 dataset, the Athena preprocessed
data [48] is used. All sMRI data are in nifty format and
trained as they are.

4.2.2 Training

We apply 3D ResNet18 [41] as backbone feature extractor
and initialize it with weights pretrained on ImageNet [1]. All
our models are trained with Adam optimizer for 10 epochs,
and each batch contains 16 3D volumes. The initial learning
rate is set to 0.0001, and is reduced by factor of 10 at the 8-th
epoch. The 3D fMRI and sMRI volumes are padded to 64 x
72 x 64 before input to model. We flatten the CC200 [47] as
FC feature, and the scalar phenotypic data is concatenated
as one vector before input into model. All models are trained
with only cross-entropy loss.

5. http:/ /rfmri.org/DPARSF

TABLE 3
The classification accuracy with multimodal data on five brain disease
datasets
Modal \MPILMBB ADNI ADHD ABIDE ECHO
fMRI 97.2 953 720 725 812
fMRI+FC 97.2 952 722 72.8 814
fMRI+PD 97.3 954 724 729 814
fMRI+sMRI 97.2 95.8 722 73.3 815
fMRI+sMRI+FC+PD 97.3 959 723 73.3 81.5

FC: functional connectivity, PD: phenotypic data

4.2.3 Testing

We use 5-fold cross validation to verify our method on
MPILMBB, ADNI, ABIDE and ECHO datasets, and report
the average performances. For participants who have mul-
tiple scans in one dataset, the splitting ensures the data of
the same individual enter either training or testing data. As
the ADHD-200 dataset provides split of training and testing
data, we follow the recommended protocol when verifying
our method on this dataset.

4.3 Multimodal experiments

In this section, we first verify the effectiveness of each
modality for brain disease classification on five dataset.
We compare our model trained with different data modali-
ties, including fMRI volumes, sMRI volume, FC and scalar
phenotypic information. The experimental results are sum-
marized in Table |3| It can be observed from table that,
fusing multiple modalities can improve the classification
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TABLE 4
Evaluation of individual components in BrainFormer

Method \ MPILMBB ADNI ABIDE ADHD ECHO
BrainFormer 97.2 95.3 72.0 72.5 81.2
w /o0 data norm 94.2 93.8 58.7 56.7 79.3
w/0o SGA 95.3 93.4 68.7 69.2 75.0
w/o DGA 94,7 92.2 67.9 68.5 75.9
w/o0 SGA, DGA 94.1 90.6 65.5 67.1 73.9

accuracy. For example, introducing sMRI leads to the im-
proved classification accuracy on ADNI dataset by 0.5%.
The reason may be that AD patients exhibit brain structural
changes that can also be detected by sMRI. Nevertheless,
introducing FC feature does not significantly improve classi-
fication accuracy on the other five datasets. This result again
supports our main hypothesis that FC neglects the detailed
information in each voxel that is important to identify the
disease, and cannot compensate our model by using single
fMRI volume. When combining all the four modalities,
our method achieves the best performance on all the five
dataset. This proves the effectiveness of multimodal fusion
for brain disease classification.

We further compare the proposed methods with recent
multimodal methods on ABIDE and ADNI dataset. The
result are summarized in Fig. f(a). The compared methods
include Ridge Classifier [37], MLP [37], MMGL [11], BNC-
DGHL [38], Spectral-GCN [27] and DNN-JEC [37]. It can be
observed from the figure that, our method achieves the best
performance among all the compared methods.

4.4 Ablation Study

4.4.1 Individual Component

We first investigate the effectiveness of each component in
BrainFormer, including the data norm layer, SGA and DGA.
The experimental results on five datasets are summarized in
Table. [ and Fig. [|b). In the table, “BrainFormer” denotes
the complete BrainFormer model, and “w/0” refers to dis-
card the corresponding component.

It can be observed from figure that, without data nor-
malization, BrainFormer suffers marked performance drop
on all five datasets. This shows our data normalization layer
can effectively unify the distribution of multi-site data. The
largest performance drops can be observed on ABIDE and
ADHD-200 datasets (13.3% and 15.8% respectively). Pre-
sumably the reason is that ABIDE and ADHD-200 datasets
are collected from more study sites, thus benefit more from
data normalization. Table. [ also shows that both SGA and
DGA significantly boost the performance. By combining
SGA and DGA, BrainFormer achieves the best performance,
e.g., Acc=81.2% on ECHO dataset. We conclude that both
SGA and DGA are effective to model the correlation be-
tween distant brain areas, thereby enhancing performance,
and are optimized when used in combination. Global corre-
lation learning is complementary between shallow and deep
layers .

TABLE 5
Evaluation of attention blocks.

Attn blockMPT ADNI ABIDE ADHD ECHO|Mem (GB) Gflops

5-5-5-S 93.1 889 643 66.0 715 0.2 34.2
555D |941 90.6 655 671 739 0.3 34.5
SS-D-D (953 934 68.7 692 75.0 0.3 349
S-D-D-D (927 912 669 665 739 1.9 77.1
D-D-D-D [90.2 89.8 617 625 719 23 119.9

4.4.2 Class-wise Analysis on ECHO dataset

The ECHO dataset contains 3 classes, e.g., MD, MOH, HC,
and the overall metric cannot measure the performance for
each class. Therefore, we evaluate class-wise performance
on ECHO dataset in Fig. [f(c). It can be observed that
our method achieves superiority recall and fine accuracy
on MD class. This shows that our method can effectively
detect migraine while prevent missed diagnosis in clinical
practice. Fig.[5[c) also shows that our method achieves 93.1%
accuracy on HC class, indicating its ability to obtain normal
range.

4.4.3 Evaluation of attention blocks

In this part, we evaluate the two kinds of attention blocks
at different layers. The evaluation results are summarised
in Table [5] In the table, “S” denotes we add SGA block in
corresponding layer, and “D” denotes we insert DGA block.
It can be observed from the table that, using DGA block
in shallow layer will significantly increase the memory cost
and computation. which will also increase the optimization
difficulty. While inserting SGA block in deep layer doesn’t
significantly influence the memory cost and computation,
but reduces the performance of BrainFormer. Based on this
observation, we use “S-S-D-D” in BrainFormer.

4.5 Comparison

In this section, we compare BrainFormer with representative
methods on all five brain disease datasets.

4.5.1 Comparison with typical methods on five datasets

We first compare BrainFormer with some typical meth-
ods used for medical image processing in Table [6] in-
cluding CNN-based methods, GCN-based methods and
Transformer-based methods. We repeat the methods with
the codes provided by the authors in Table [ with our
train/test protocol mentioned in Sec. SVIG [7] trans-
forms 3D fMRI volumes into 2D images and uses 2D CNN
for prediction. The GCN-based methods use FC features as
input instead of the original 3D fMRI volumes. Considering
there are very few Transformer-based methods proposed
for fMRI data classification, we modify medical image seg-
mentation methods including MT-UNet [12], UNETR [13],
SwinUNETR [14] and TransBTS [15] for comparison. Since
these methods are originally designed for sMRI data seg-
mentation, they may show unsatisfactory performance for
fMRI classification. The methods use multimodal data are
annotated.

Table [f] shows that 2D CNN exhibits inferior perfor-
mance, since that 2D CNN cannot capture the 3D structure



The classification accuracy of different methods on five brain disease datasets.

TABLE 6
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Methods ‘ MPILMBB ADNI ABIDE ADHD ECHO

2D CNN 51.242.3 53.442.7 47943.4 49.74+4.2 31.243.6

CNN-based 3D CNN 92.14+3.2 91.54+4.8 65.3+3.3 61.24+5.6 73.942.7
3D CNN4 92.343.3 924439 65.9+3.5 61.21+5.6 73.9+2.7

SVIG 92.2+1.7 91.1+2.4 67.7t4.4 66.0+2.0 74.1+3.0

PopGCNA IEI 83.21+2.7 81.3+3.2 57.6+4.1 60.2+4.6 65.61+5.3

GCN-based EVGCN4 | 90.7+1.9 88.1+4.3 63.7+4.6 64.1+3.9 70.8+3.1
MMGLA [ 92.34+0.9 91.14+1.7 68.44+5.3 66.61+4.6 74.14+4.3

3D ViT4 [20] 89.242.9 87.1+3.8 60.4+1.9 55.64+4.3 68.0+5.6

MT-UNet* 85.443.5 79.84+3.4 52.54+4.6 55.04+4.6 67.616.0

Transformer-based UNETR* 87.1+2.1 82.4+4.1 57.142.5 60.5+3.8 68.2+4.1
SwinUNETR* || 89.34+2.5 84.0+1.5 58.24+3.8 64.0+4.2 68.6+3.9

BrainAgingNet || 91.84+1.9 90.61+3.1 65.1+4.9 67.1+4.4 73.5+6.0

TransBTS* 94.1+2.1 92.5+1.3 70.1+£5.7 68.41+3.7 77.0+4.9

KD-Transformer® 95.1+1.2 78.1£1.9 60.6+2.9 70.7£1.3 78.4+2.7

Our BrainFormer 97.2+0.4 95.31+0.6 72.5+1.4 72.0+2.3 81.2+2.7
S BrainFormer” 97.31+0.3 95.9+0.4 73.3+1.1 72.3+1.9 81.54+2.2

The CNN-based methods directly take 2D /3D fMRI data as input for classification.

The GCN-based methods take FC feature as input and learn correlation between different brain ROIs with GCNs.
The Transformer-based methods introduce transformer to learn the correlation between different brain areas.

* denotes the method is originally designed for medical image segmentation.

4 denotes the methods use multimodal data for training and testing.
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Fig. 6. Comparison with recent methods on MPI, ADNI, ABIDE and ADHD200 datasets.

inside 3D volume. The performance of GCN-based methods
is lower than transformer-based methods even though the
former introduce extra multimodal information on age, sex,
site-id and so on, since FC neglects the detailed information
contained in each voxel of 3D volumes. The Transformer-
based methods achieve reasonable performance on all five
datasets. BrainFormer outperforms all compared methods.
For example, BrainFormer outperforms TransBTS by
4.2%. Our method is able to capture both local details and
long-range relationships from fMRI and sMRI volumes, and
also effectively fuse the multimodal data, it hence achieves
promising performance.

4.5.2 MPILMBB

Fig. Eka) compares BrainFormer with recent studies on the
MPILMBB dataset. BrainFormer outperforms MCD by
a large margin.

4.5.3 ADNI

As in Fig. [f[b), BrainFormer is compared with CNN-
based methods such as DeepFusion [50], DenseCNN [51],
CMTL and Cascaded CNN [53]. Our method achieves
the best performance on ADNI dataset. It achieves 95.3%
accuracy for binary classification (AD vs. CN), outperform-
ing state-of-the-art Cascaded CNN by 2.1%. Cascaded
CNN also uses 3D CNN for fMRI classification. Our
method is equipped with two global attention blocks, and
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achieves better results with global correlation learning abil-
ity.

4.5.4 ABIDE

As in Fig. @c), we compare our method with SVM [26],
MLP-based method including Autoencoder+MLP [26],
FCNN [26] and ASD-DiagNet [24]. BrainFormer achieves
72.5% of accuracy, outperforming current state-of-the-art
ASD-DiagNet [24]. Note that our method does not apply
extra data augmentation or auto-encoder for pretraining.

4.5.5 ADHD-200

In Fig. [p(d), the compared methods include CNN-based
method, e.g., 3D CNN [54], SC-CNN [55], and GCN-based
methods MMTGCN [56] and MTGCN [56]. BrainFormer
outperforms MTGCN [56], and MMTGCN [56] on both ac-
curacy and precision, which further demonstrates its trans-
ferability for multi-site fMRI analysis.

4.5.6 3-class classification

We implement 3-class classification on ADNI, ABIDE and
ECHO dataset in Fig. [p[e). It can be observed from figure
that BrainFormer also achieves promising performance for
3-class classification, which further demonstrates its superi-
ority.

4.5.7 Training curve

We visualize the training loss and accuracy curves in Fig.
It can be observed from the figure that, our method con-
verges quickly during training.

4.6 Visualization

Fig. uses Gradient-based Localization (GL) [57] to visual-
ize the disease-related biomarkers obtained from the five
datasets. The greatest advantage of BrainFormer is that
it directly locates the possible disease biomarkers on 3D
brain volumes and provides probability distribution. As for
traditional FC, brain regions are predefined and the mean
BOLD values are computed, making it a blurring method
to locate biomarkers. All regions illustrated in Fig. |8 have
frequently been associated with certain diseases. In terms
of MDD, the critical region for classification locates mainly
in the prefrontal cortex [58]. Regions that may identify AD
are located in the frontal, parieto-temporal, and occipital
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(e) Medication-overuse headache

(f) Migraine disease

Fig. 8. Visualization results of disease-related biomarkers achieved by
GL. The activation map highlights brain regions that are associated
with disease classification. (a) from MPILMBB, (b) from ADNI, (c) from
ABIDE, (d) from ADHD-200, (e) and (f) from ECHO.

cortices [59]. In terms of ASD, the prefrontal, temporal,
and insular lobes and part of the cerebellum show high
response [60]. Regions that may identify MOH locate in
the dorsal anterior cingulate cortex, midbrain and cerebel-
lum [61]. For ADHD, the critical regions for classification
locate in the occipital lobe and cerebellum [62]. MD-related
regions are brainstem and cerebellum [63].

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We propose BrainFormer, a hybrid Transformer architec-
ture working on the single fMRI volume for universal
multimodal brain disease classification. BrainFormer shows
solid generalizability for multiple brain diseases classifi-
cation with multimodal data, and good transferability for
multi-site data using different scanning parameters. The
visualization results demonstrate the superiority of Brain-
Former to directly locate possible disease-related biomarker
on fMRI image. The results are achieved by first modeling
the local cues within each brain region through 3D CNN,
and capturing the global correlations among distant regions
through two global attention blocks, and then applying
a data normalization layer to handle the multi-site data.
For multimodal data classification, we use BrainFormer to
process MRI images, and the FC feature and phenotypic
data are processed by a 3-layer MLP, and combine all the
data modalities for classification. Besides, we further in-
troduce gradient-based localization to locate disease-related
biomarker. The results demonstrate that BrainFormer, work-
ing on single fMRI volume, performs quite well on five dis-
eases and combining multiple feature modalities to achieve
even better classification performance.

Towards better clinical practice, BrainFormer provides
an ROI-labeling-free choice to avoid hand-crafted bias in
fMRI brain disease classification. With the input of 3D
single fMRI images, our method expands the sample size
by hundreds of times for deep learning application. This
can largely reduce the afford in collecting neuroimaging
data, which has been rather time-consuming and labour-
expensive. BrainFormer can precisely locate the disease-



related biomarkers on fMRI volume, which also motivates
future studies on fMRI data analysis.

We discuss limitations as follows. First, we apply a
simple normalization layer to handle multi-site data, which
could be further optimized by better design. Second, al-
though BrainFormer can classify multiple diseases, it can
only handle one disease from a spectrum of them per train-
ing. In the future, we aim to study a more unified framework
to classify multiple diseases by multi-task learning.
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