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Abstract

Modeling the complex structural-functional relationship among brain regions can help uncover the underlying pathological mech-
anisms during neurodegenerative disease development and progression. Mapping from functional connectivity (FC) to structural
connectivity (SC) can facilitate multimodal brain network fusion and discover potential biomarkers for clinical implications. How-
ever, it is challenging to directly bridge the reliable non-linear mapping relations between SC and functional magnetic resonance
imaging (fMRI). In this paper, a novel diffusision generative adversarial network-based fMRI-to-SC (DiffGAN-F2S) model is pro-
posed to predict SC from brain fMRI in an end-to-end manner. To be specific, the proposed DiffGAN-F2S leverages denoising
diffusion probabilistic models (DDPMs) and adversarial learning to efficiently generate high-fidelity SC through a few steps from
fMRI. By designing the dual-channel multi-head spatial attention (DMSA) and graph convolutional modules, the symmetric graph
generator first captures global relations among direct and indirect connected brain regions, then models the local brain region in-
teractions. It can uncover the complex mapping relations between fMRI and structural connectivity. Furthermore, the spatially
connected consistency loss is devised to constrain the generator to preserve global-local topological information for accurate in-
trinsic SC prediction. Testing on the public Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) dataset, the proposed model can
effectively generate empirical SC-preserved connectivity from four-dimensional imaging data and shows superior performance in
SC prediction compared with other related models. Furthermore, the proposed model can identify the vast majority of important
brain regions and connections derived from the empirical method, providing an alternative way to fuse multimodal brain networks
and analyze clinical disease.
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1. Introduction

The human brain is the most complex and sophisticated
biological system with its intricate and interconnected net-
work of neurons, which describes the cognitive and behav-
ioral dysfunctions during daily activities[1, 2]. These dys-
functions can be expressed by the brain network, which con-
sists of billions of interconnected neurons. Disruption of brain
networks can lead to the emergence of various brain diseases
and disorders[3, 4, 5], such as Alzheimer’s disease (AD) and
Parkinson’s disease (PD). Each disorder exhibits unique pat-
terns of disruption within the brain networks, resulting in di-
verse and often debilitating symptoms. Understanding how
these diseases perturb the intricate communication pathways
and functional dynamics of the brain network is crucial to de-
veloping targeted therapies and diagnostic tools that can revo-
lutionize patient care.
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The brain network is commonly divided into structural con-
nectivity (SC) and functional connectivity (FC)[6]. The SC, de-
rived from diffusion tensor imaging (DTI), represents the physi-
cal pathways that link different brain regions through bundles of
axonal fibers. By tracing these pathways, researchers gain valu-
able knowledge about the brain’s anatomical organization, elu-
cidating the framework within which information flows across
distant brain regions[7, 8]. Besides, the FC derived from func-
tional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) unveils the func-
tional alliances and neural circuits that underlie various cogni-
tive functions[9, 10], such as memory, attention, and emotion.
Either SC or FC can be explored to detect disease-related abnor-
mal connections for clinical diagnosis and treatment[11, 12],
which has unique advantages in brain disease diagnosis com-
pared to the method based on Euclidean features[13]. Due to
the power of multimodal fusion, fusing SC and FC enhances
structural-functional connectivity complementarity and greatly
improves the capabilities of disease analysis[14, 15, 16]. For
example, Lei et al.[17] utilized an auto-weighted centralized
multi-task method to combine FC and SC for selecting disease-
related informative features and diagnosis improvement. Also,
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the work in [18] concatenated the SC and FC for each subject
and applied a multi-scale graph convolutional network (GCN)
for mild cognitive impairment detection by introducing non-
imaging data. To exploit topological information among brain
regions, Huang et al.[19] treated SC and FC as graphs and edges
and built graph-based networks to extract multi-scale features
by one- and two-step graph convolutional diffusions. Good per-
formance has been achieved on the epilepsy diagnosis. In addi-
tion, Dsouza et al.[20] modified the GCN-based networks and
designed row-column filters to fuse SC and FC for phenotypic
characterization. Because of the high cost and time-consuming
problems, both SC and FC are not easily accessible. Cross-
modal mapping between them is an alternative way to solve this
problem and facilitate the SC-FC fusion for disease analysis.

The close relationship between structural connectivity and
functional connectivity has been consistently validated and
replicated across numerous studies. Previous works concen-
trated on constructing linear relationships for characterizing
consistent patterns between SC and FC, such as correlation co-
efficients, degree properties, centrality measurements, and so
on. Recently, deep learning has brought breakthroughs for
modeling the relationship between SC and FC using two major
approaches. The first approach is to predict FC from SC[21].
Previous studies have validated that brain structural connectiv-
ity plays a significant role in shaping brain functional patterns.
Inspired by this literature, Zhang et al.[22] modeled non-linear
higher-order mappings from SC to FC and learned informative
brain saliency regions for PD analysis. Sarwar et al.[23] inves-
tigated the structure-function coupling by predicting individ-
ual FC and proved a considerably stronger coupling than pre-
viously discovered. Predicting static SC from dynamic FC is
more effective and optimal, which is the second approach and
has attracted increasing attention. For example, Wang et al.[24]
removed the indirect and modular connections from FC and ap-
plied a deconvolution algorithm to predict SC with a highly
consistent edge distribution. Considering the graph proper-
ties, Zhang et al.[25] designed a multi-GCN-based GAN model
to model complex relationships from FC to SC in topological
space. Due to the fact that the presence of negative connections
in FC holds valuable information for nueral signal dynamics
and physical structure, Tang et al.[26] devised a signed graph
encoder to learn cross-modal connectivity projection from FC
to SC, which facilitates the detection of phenotypic and disease-
related biomarkers and provides valuable support for biological
interpretation. However, as shown in Fig. 1 these traditional
approaches are based on two-stage in predicting SC from raw
brain fMRI, which is inefficient and cannot be widely applied in
clinical analysis. Besides, they heavily rely on manual param-
eter setting, which may cause large connectivity calculation er-
rors and lower the performance of functional-to-structural con-
nectivity prediction.

Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs)[27] offer a com-
pelling advantage in medical image computing due to their abil-
ity to effectively learn distribution-consistent features [28, 29,
30]. The cross-modal prediction computing allows researchers
and healthcare professionals to leverage existing datasets from
various modalities, enhancing data utilization and reducing

Figure 1: The schematic diagram of cross-modal prediction from brain fMRI
to structural connectivity using (a) the traditional method and (b) the proposed
method.

the need for laborious and expensive data collection for each
modality separately[31, 32, 33]. To predict SC from brain fMRI
in one stage, the GAN-based model remains suitable and effec-
tive. The optimized generator maps the fMRI into structural
connectivity in an end-to-end manner when the discriminator
fails to distinguish the connectivity distribution. However, the
challenge of instability and mode collapse during adversarial
training still needs to be fully addressed. Meanwhile, denois-
ing diffusion probabilistic models (DDPM)[34, 35] have gained
considerable attention in machine learning and demonstrated
promising performance in image generation[36, 37]. DDPM
utilizes a diffusion process to model the data distribution, grad-
ually transforming Gaussian noise into a clean sample through
a lot of successive steps. The main advantage is the high qual-
ity and diversity of generation performance, which can address
the problems of mode collapse and training instability in GAN-
based models. But thousands of denoising steps result in low
efficiency in generating samples. Therefore, combing GAN
and DDPM is an alternative way to efficiently generate samples
with high quality and diversity.

Based on the aforementioned insights, we propose DiffGAN-
F2S, a symmetric and efficient denoising diffusision genera-
tive adversarial network transmitting fMRI to SC in an end-
to-end manner. The fMRI is integrated as a condition in the
denoising process of DDPM for structural connectivity predic-
tion, where each denoising step is accompanied by a generator
and a discriminator. Firstly, the prior anatomical knowledge is
used to transform each 3D volume into multiple ROIs (Regions
of Interest) and calculate the preliminary ROI-based time se-
ries. Secondly, the empirical SC is transformed into a Gaussian
matrix with thousands of difusion steps. Thirdly, the prelimi-
nary ROI-based time series and the noisy Gaussian matrix are
sent into the symmetric graph generator for noise removal; the
dual-channel multi-head spatial attention (DMSA) and GCN-
based modules in the generator model global-local interactions
between brain regions to capture topological connectivity pat-
terns; meanwhile, the connectivity discriminator is used to con-
strain the distribution of denoised SC to follow the distribu-
tion of empirical SC. After a few denoising steps, the proposed
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DiffGAN-F2S finally enables the precise and effective mapping
of fMRI to structural connectivity. To summarize, the primary
contributions are as follows:

• The proposed model is the first work to translate brain
fMRI into structural connectivity in the field of cross-
modal image-to-graph prediction. By leveraging the
unique strengths of diffusion models and generative ad-
versarial networks, it achieves high-fidelity and diverse
structural connectivity prediction with efficient generation
through a few denoising steps.

• The symmetric graph generator is designed to denoise the
fMRI guided by the symmetrical connectivity. Through
the dual-channel multi-head spatial attention (DMSA) and
GCN-based modules, the generator first captures global re-
lations among direct and indirect connected brain regions,
then models the local brain region interactions, which un-
covers the complex mapping between fMRI and structural
connectivity.

• The spatially connected consistency loss is devised to pre-
serve both global and local topological characteristics,
guiding the denoising process to accurately predict intrin-
sic structural patterns.

The structure of this work is outlined as follows: Section 2
presents the main architecture of the proposed DiffGAN-F2S
model. In Section 3, we apply the proposed model to public
datasets and conduct result analysis. Section 4 demonstrates
the reliability of our findings and summarizes the key observa-
tions in this study.

2. Method

The architecture of the proposed model is shown in Fig. 2.
It consists of two parts: the diffusive process and the denoising
process. The DiffGAN-F2S first models the truth distribution
of noisy SC at different steps by persistently injecting Gaus-
sian noise into empirical SC (A0). After T steps, the empiri-
cal A0 can be transmitted into the Gaussian matrix AT . Sec-
ondly, the brain fMRI is involved in the denoising process as
a condition to help predict clean SC A′0. It should be stressed
that each denoising step is composed of a generator and a dis-
criminator (Fig. 2(c)). During the model training, three kinds
of loss functions are devised to optimize the generator for pre-
cise cross-modal connectivity prediction, including the denois-
ing adversarial loss, the spatially connected consistency loss,
and the mean absolute error (MAE) loss.

2.1. Symmetric diffusive process

The diffusive process of Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic
Models (DDPM) involves a fascinating approach to generat-
ing a Gaussian matrix by gradually transforming empirical SC
into Gaussian noise through a sufficient number of T steps. At
each step, a weight is applied to the Gaussian noise to establish
a Markov chain. These weights are predefined as a variance

schedule: β1, β2, ..., βT . To simplify the process, the intermedi-
ate noisy SC At+1 is computed from the previous noisy matrix
At at step t using the following formulas:

At+1 =
√

1 − βt At +

√
βt

2
(ϵ + ϵ s), ϵ ∼ N(0, I) (1)

where ϵ s represents the transpose of ϵ, and N is the Gaussian
distribution. The diagonal element of ϵ is set to 0. The second
term to the right of the equal sign is used to generate values in
the range of 0 ∼ 1.βt ∈ (0, 1) is defined the same as previous
works[34]. The noisy matrix AT at the last diffusion step is
given:

AT =
√
η̃t A0 +

√
1 − η̃t

2
(ϵ t + ϵ

s
t ) (2)

here, ηt = 1 − βt, η̃t =
∏t

j=1 η j, ϵ t means the sampled noise
matrix from N(0, I) at t step. are sampled from the Gaussian
distribution with the same size of At. Setting a large value for
T guarantees that the noisy sample At closely approximates a
Gaussian distribution.

2.2. Symmetric denoising process
The aim of our work is to predict individual SC from

brain fMRI; the traditional denoising process of DDPM cannot
achieve this goal. Therefore, we use the fMRI as a condition
to guide the denoising process. Besides, large T needs much
more computing time and lowers the SC prediction efficacy.
We reduce the denoising steps into T/d steps, where each step
is modeled with a conditional generative adversarial network.
Here, d represents the skipping steps. Specifically, the symmet-
ric graph generator Gθ(A′t+d, f MRI, t) accepts the noisy sample
A′t+d, the conditional f MRI, the t-th learnable embedding eg

t ,
and predicts A′t ∼ p(A′t |A

′
t+d, f MRI). These embeddings are

added as biases onto latent feature maps and control the gen-
eration difference during denoising steps. Meanwhile, the con-
nectivity discriminator Dϕ(AtorA′t , t) measures the connectiv-
ity distribution difference between real (empirical) q(At |A0, t)
and fake (predicted) p(A′t |A

′
t+d, f MRI)). The temporal embed-

ding ed
t also involved the discriminating computation as a bias

term. The detailed structure of the generator and discriminator
is shown in Fig. 2(c).

2.2.1. Symmetric graph generator
The non-parametric modulator (NPM) is used to transform

the raw brain fMRI into preliminary ROI-based time series.
As the anatomical atlas (i.e., Anatomical Automatic Labeling,
AAL90) divides the whole brain into 90 regions of interest and
defines the location and volume for each ROI, we resample each
3D volume of fMRI into the same size of the AAL90 atlas and
apply a pixel-level dot product between them. The mean pixel
value among the same ROI comprises one point of the ROI-
based time series. The whole procedure has no learnable pa-
rameters. The output of this modulator is defined as the primary
ROI-based time series FT = NPM( f MRI).

The the Ft+d and A′t+d pass through L layers consisting of one
dual-channel multi-head spatial attention (DMSA) module and
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Figure 2: The structure of the proposed DiffGAN-F2S. (a) The empirical SC A0 is diffused to the Gaussian matrix AT with T steps. (b) The fMRI is the condition
and guides the denoising process from the Gaussian matrix AT to the predicted SC A′0. (c) the details of the generative adversarial network from the t + d-th and t-th
denoising steps.

one GCN-based module to predict blurred SC (Ȧ0) at the t + d
step. As shown in Fig. 3, the DMSA captures global relations
among directly and indirectly connected brain regions. For the
convenience of description, we specify one layer, denote the
input connectivity as A′t+d, and denote ROI features as Ft+d.
We compute the Query (Q), Key (K1,K2), and Value (V) for
the ROI features. The K1 and K2 stands for direct and indirect
connected ROI features. When computing the attention values,

the directly connected ROI Keys are combined with Queries to
obtain attention maps. We denote the ∪ and ∪̄ as direct and
indirect connected brain region containers. The computation of
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Figure 3: The structure of the dual-channel multi-head spatial attention module. The input is the noisy connectivity and ROI features, and the output is the updated
ROI features.

these modes is expressed by:

Fdmsa = Att1(Q, K1)V + Att2(Q, K2)V + Ft+d

= softmax
(

QKs
1

√
Num(∪)

)
V + softmax

 QKs
2√

Num(∪̄)

 V + Ft+d

(3)
Fgraph = LM3(ReLU2(GCN2(ReLU1(GCN1(Fdmsa)+eg

t ))+eg
t )+eg

t )
(4)

To be specific, for the i-th brain region, the directly connected
brain container is denoted as ∪i. The attention value between
i-th and j-th brain regions can be computed by:

Att1,i j =
Vi jK1,i j/

√
Num(∪)∑

k∈∪i

(
Vi jK1,i j/

√
Num(∪)

) (5)

This formula can also be applied to the calculation of attention
value in brain regions that are indirectly connected.

The posterior computing module (PCD) first translates the
ROI-based features Fgraph into symmetrically blurred Ȧ0, then
predicts noisy SC at the t-th step by posterior sampling strategy.
The computing formula is given:

Ȧ0 = σ(Fgraph(Fgraph)s) − E (6)

A′t =
√
η̃t Ȧ0 +

√
1 − η̃t

2
(ϵ t + ϵ

s
t ) (7)

The output A′t is then used to predict A′t−d. E is an identity
matrix. After T/d steps, we can obtain the final clean SC A′0.

2.2.2. Connectivity discriminator
The discriminator aims to distinguish whether the noisy SC

comes from the generator or the empirical method. The net-
work structure is designed with three GCN layers, where the
edge is the noisy SC (At, or A′t) , and the node feature is de-
fined with a one-hot vector. For each GCN layer, the temporal
embedding (ed

t ) is inserted as a bias. After three GCN layers,

the ROI feature is averaged and mapped into one scalar. The
output value of 0 or 1 indicates the fake (predicted) or real (em-
pirical) SC.

2.3. Loss function

To enhance the quality of the predicted SC, a hybrid objective
function is devised for model optimization. Firstly, the genera-
tive adversarial loss constrains the predicted SC and the empir-
ical SC in distribution consistency by computing the discrimi-
native difference between them.

LD =
d
T
∑

t≥1 Eq(At |A0)

[(
Dϕ (At, t) − 1

)2
]

+Epθ(A′t |A′t+d)
[
Dϕ

(
A′t , t

)2
] (8)

LG =
d
T
∑

t≥1 Epθ(A′t |A′t+d)
[
(Dϕ

(
A′t , t

)
− 1)2

]
(9)

Besides, to enforce an additional element-wise constraint on the
generator, the MSE loss is added to the adversarial loss by mea-
suring the edge strength difference between the predicted SC
and the empirical SC. This loss can make the generator stable
when predicting SC. The MSE loss is defined as follows:

LMS E =
d
T

∑
t≥1

|| Ȧ0,t − A0|| (10)

Furthermore, to capture the local and global graphical prop-
erties, the spatially connected consistency loss is devised to
guide the denoising process to accurately predict intrinsic struc-
tural patterns.

LS CC =

∑
(A′0 − Ā′0) · (A0 − Ā0)√∑

(A′0 − Ā′0)2 ·
√∑

(A0 − Ā0)2

+
∑

k

||
∑

i,k, j,A′0

κi j(k)
κi j
−

∑
i,k, j,A0

κi j(k)
κi j
||

(11)
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Here, the first term measures the overall similaity between pre-
dicted and empirical SC, and the second term computes the be-
tweenness centrality (BC) to measure the local topological sim-
ilarity. κi j(k) is the number of shortest paths through k-th ROI
from ROI i to ROI j, κi j represents all the number of shortest
paths between ROI i and ROI j.

The optimization strategy of the proposed DiffGAN-F2S is
illustrated using pseudo-code. The Algorithm 1 and Algo-
rithm 2 display the training process and sampling process, re-
spectively.

Algorithm 1 Training of DiffGAN-F2S
Input: A0: empirical SC

f MRI: conditional imaging
Gθ: symmetric graph generator with parameter θ
Dϕ: connectivity discriminator with parameter ϕ
T : diffusion step number
βi, i = 1, 2, ...,T : predefined variance schedle
d: skipping step number

Output: Gθ and eg

1: initialize the θ and ϕ, the temporal embedding eg and ed;
2: repeat
3: t ∼ Uni f orm(d, 2d, ...,T )
4: Sample ϵ t ∼ N(0, I)
5: Compute the At and At+d using Eq.( 1)
6: Propogate the tuple (At+d, f MRI, eg

t ) to Gθ to obtain
predicted SC Ȧ0,t and noisy SC A′t

7: Propogate the tuple (At, ed) or (A′t , ed) to Dϕ to predict
true or false

8: Compute the LD using Eq.( 8) and update ϕ by back
propagating the gradient −∇ϕLD

9: Compute the combination of Eq.( 9),Eq.( 10),Eq.( 11),
and update ϕ by back-propagating the gradient
−∇θ(LG +LMS E +LS CC)

10: until converged

Algorithm 2 Inference procedure of DiffGAN-F2S
Input: f MRI: conditional imaging

Gθ: symmetric graph generator with parameter θ
T : number of diffusion steps
eg: temporal embedding of the generator

Output: Clean SC A′0
1: Sample Gaussian SC AT = (ϵ + ϵ s)/2, ϵ ∼ N(0, I)
2: for t = T − d to 0 do
3: Forward-propagate the tuple (At+d, f MRI, eg

t ) to Gθ to
compute noisy SC A′t

4: t = t − d
5: end for
6: Return A′0

3. Experiments

3.1. Datasets

To test our model’s performance, we selected two categories
of 240 patients (i.e., normal control and mild cognitive impair-
ment) from the publicly available Alzheimer’s Disease Neu-
roimaging Initiative (ADNI) dataset. Each category has 120
subjects. Mild cognitive impairment (MCI) includes early MCI
and late MCI. Every subject was scanned with fMRI and DTI by
a 3T magnetic resonance instrument. The DTI is preprocessed
by the PANDA[38] toolbox. Based on the anatomical automatic
labeling (AAL90) atlas [39], the detailed preprocessing proce-
dures are described in the work [40]. The output of preprocess-
ing DTI is the empirical SC (A0) with the size of 90 × 90. For
the fMRI preprocessing, we abandon the preprocessing proce-
dures [41] and utilize an anatomical atlas file aal.nii to transmit
the brain fMRI into ROI-based time series without any param-
eters. The output of fMRI preprocessing is a primary sample F
with a size of 90 × 187.

3.2. Training Settings and Evaluation Metrics

The aim of our model is to transform the fMRI into structural
connectivity step by step. During the model training, we utilize
the following parameters: L = 3, T = 100. The skipping step
number d is set as 10. The code is written using the Pycharm
tool and runs on the Windows 11 system. The total training
epochs are 1000, with a learning rate of 10−3. The Adam algo-
rithm with default settings is selected to update the weights of
the generators and discriminators. The batch size is set to 64.

The qualitative results are presented through global and lo-
cal detail maps. Besides, the predicted results are quantita-
tively evaluated by eight metrics, including the mean absolute
error (MAE), the correlation coefficient (CC), the degree er-
ror, the strength error, the clustering error, the betweenness
error, the local efficiency error, and the global efficiency er-
ror. The former two metrics are the traditional image evalua-
tion methods, and the latter six metrics are the commonly used
graph-based measurements. Further, we conduct ROI-based
and connectivity-based comparisons to examine our model’s
generation performance.

3.3. Denoised and Prediction Results

In our experiments, given brain fMRI, our model can denoise
a symmetrical Gaussian into corresponding strucral connectiv-
ity. Fig. 4 shows the detailed denoised SCs at 10 representa-
tive steps. As the time step decreases to 0, the noise is grad-
ually removed and the empirical connectivity features are pre-
served. When t = 0, the predicted SC closely resembles the em-
pirical SC. To qualitatively demonstrate the generation perfor-
mance, two representative subjects are displayed in Fig. 5. For
each subject, both the global and local connectivity patterns are
highly preserved. Furthermore, we investigate the group-level
connectivity patterns between the empirical and predicted SCs.
Specifically, we mean all the predicted SCs and all the empiri-
cal SCs, respectively. The subsequent predicted group SC and
emprical group SC are reshaped into one-dimensional vectors,
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which are displayed in a plane. As shown in Fig. 6, the con-
nectivity element value ranges from 0.0 to 0.8. Each blue circle
represents each element in predicted SC and emirical SC. Al-
most all the blue circles are distributed diagonally. It means
there is a high correlation between the empirical and predicted
SCs. Also, there are few outliers that deviate from the diagonal
line. This means that there are some connections in predicted
SCs that are not present in empirical SCs. The possible rea-
son is that the predicted SCs contain little functional-specific
information.

To quantitatively evaluate the quality of predicted SCs, we
add three other models for comparison. Considering no studies
have focused on the tasks of transforming images into graphs,
we use functional connectivity (fC) as input in these three mod-
els. (1) The BrainNetCNN model [42] with the edge-to-edge
convolutional filters. (2) the graph variational autoencoder
(GraphVAE) [43], the node features are set as one-hot vec-
tors. (3) the multi-GCN-based GAN model [25]. As shown in
Fig. 7, the boxplots show our model achieves the best perfor-
mance with the mean MAE value of 0.013 and the mean corre-
lation coefficient of 0.976. The Fig. 8 shows the distribution and
density of graph metric errors between predicted SCs and em-
pirical SCs. Among the six metrics, our model demonstrates the
most concentrated distribution around the median value. This
indicates that our model performs the best in the task of gener-
ating SC from fMRI among these four models.

3.4. Analysis of Effective Connectivity
The connectivity features are important for analyzing brain

disease. In our experiment, we investigate the connectivity-
based analysis between predicted SCs and empirical SCs. Usu-
ally, we first compute the average SC for each group (i.e., NC
and MCI) and then subtract the average SC of NC from the
average SC of MCI. The different elements are the abnormal
connections. Analyzing these abnormal findings can help im-
prove disease diagnosis accuracy and detect potential biomark-
ers. To compare the important ROIs, we sum the connection

strength change for each ROI and sort them in descending or-
der. The top 10 percent and top 20 percent ROIs are displayed
in Fig. 9. The top 10 percent of ROIs are the same for both em-
pirical and predicted SCs. Out of the top 20 percent ROIs, there
are two that are not consistent. The CAL.R and LING.R cal-
culated from empirical SCs are not presented in the predicted
SCs. These two ROIs are presented at the top 30% ROIs calcu-
lated from the predicted SCs. To compare the top 10 abnormal
connections between NC and MCI, we select the top 10 posi-
tive values and the last 10 negative values in the subtracted SC.
These connections are displayed in Fig. 10. Both the empirical
method and ours show most of the common connections except
one or two connections, which means we can utilize our model
to generate SCs and obtain the same analysis results.

3.5. Ablation Study
The proposed DiffGAN-F2S model aims to denoise the fMRI

into structural connectivity. To analyze the influence of the
loss functions on generation performance, we remove the ad-
versiral loss and spatially connected consistency loss, respec-
tively. The two variants are (1) DiffGAN-F2S w/o LGAN means
removing the connectivity discriminator; and (2) DiffGAN-F2S
w/o LS CC . The eight metrics introduced are calculated to esti-
mate the generation performance. As shown in Table 1 The
DiffGAN-F2S without the connectivity discriminator shows the
worst reconstruction performance and most inconsistent graph
properties. As the discriminator can constrain the predicted SC
in a uniformed distribution with empirical SC, the absence of
the discriminator loses some empirical conenctivity patterns.
Also, the removal of LS CC fails to capture the global topologi-
cal characteristics, thus producing a greater MAE of 0.015 than
that of DiffGAN-F2S.

4. Discussion and Conclusion

The main difference between our model and previous studies
is that we transform the original brain fMRI into structural con-

Figure 4: Predicted structural connectivities at different diffusive steps by the proposed model.
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Figure 5: Comparison of the predicted SCs and empirical SCs selected from two subjects.

Figure 6: Comparison of group SCs between empirical and predicted SCs. The right column demonstrates the highly correlation between the empirical and predicted
SCs.

Table 1: Comparison of SC prediction performance by the proposed model using different loss functions.

MAE CC
Degree

Error

Strength

Error

Clustering

Error

Betweenness

Error

Local efficiency

Error

Global efficiency

Error

DiffGAN-F2S

w/o LGAN

0.035

(±0.012)

0.893

(±0.049)

3.541

(±4.212)

0.363

(±0.955)

0.108

(±0.035)

0.275

(±0.179)

0.090

(±0.020)

0.027

(±0.014)

DiffGAN-F2S

w/o LS CC

0.028

(±0.011)

0.931

(±0.038)

1.985

(±4.187)

0.351

(±0.837)

0.068

(±0.033)

0.286

(±0.210)

0.058

(±0.020)

0.021

(±0.013)

DiffGAN-F2S
0.013

(±0.007)

0.976

(±0.021)

0.416

(±1.623)

0.164

(±0.311)

0.016

(±0.023)

0.010

(±0.261)

0.015

(±0.018)

0.008

(±0.009)

nectivity in one stage. The proposed model can be easily im-
plemented step by step. The non-parameter transforming step
can make use of the previously defined AAL90 atlas to partition
each volume into 90 parts for all time points. The subsequent 90
parts can be used as ROI features in the denoising process. At
each step of the denoising process, the denoised SC is sent into
the discriminator to learn connectivity-consistent patterns with

the diffusive SC. Combining the GAN and DDPM can benefit
two advantages: the ability to generate high-quality and diverse
SCs and the fast denoising computation. Table 1 shows the re-
moval of generators can lead to bad performance in fMRI-to-SC
prediction. The proposed model generates good SCs that are
very similar to empirical SCs. Both subject-specific and group-
based qualitative comparisons demonstrate that the predicted

8



Figure 7: The MAE and correlaltion coefficient between predicted and emprical SCs using different models.

Figure 8: Comparison of six graph metrics using four different models. The top row is the mean degree error and conenctivity strength error; the middle row is the
mean clustering error and betweenness error; the third row is the local and global efficiency error.
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Figure 9: Comparison of the top 10 percent and top 20 percent ROIs between the empirical method and our model; the right column is the ROI distribution difference
between them.

Figure 10: Comparison of the top ten increased and reduced connections between the empirical method and our model; the different connections are displayed in
the right column.
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SCs by the proposed model can totally capture the empirical
connectivity features. Besides, compared with other compet-
ing FC-to-SC models, the proposed model can achieve the best
results in terms of MAE, correlation coefficient, degree error,
strength error, clustering error, betweenness error, local effi-
ciency error, and global efficiency error. Furthermore, as shown
in Fig. 9 and Fig. 10, the connectivity-based analysis results can
also prove our model’s effectiveness. The predicted SCs by our
model can also achieve the same effect as empirical SCs when
analyzing brain disease.

This paper proposes a DiffGAN-F2S model to predict SC
from brain fMRI in one stage. The DiffGAN-F2S combines
diffusion models and generative adversarial networks to gen-
erate high-fidelity SCs through a few denoising steps. Stack-
ing the dual-channel multi-head spatial attention and the GCN-
based modules in the symmetric graph generator can capture
global relations among direct and indirect connected brain re-
gions. To further preserve global-local topological information,
a spatially connected consistency loss is devised to constrain the
generator to accurately predict empirical SCs. Experimental re-
sults on the public ADNI dataset show the superior generation
performance of the proposed model compared to other compet-
ing models. The proposed model can also be used to identify
diease-related connections and important brain regions, which
provides an effective way for fMRI-to-SC prediction for multi-
modal brain network fusion. The main limitation of this work is
that we ignore the directional connections in cross-modal pre-
diction. The directional information between brain regions can
make the predicted results more interpretable. In the future, we
will extend our work to asymmetry denoising for SC prediction.
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