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Abstract— Many existing methods that use functional
magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) classify brain disor-
ders, such as autism spectrum disorder (ASD) and attention
deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), often overlook the
integration of spatial and temporal dependencies of the
blood oxygen level-dependent (BOLD) signals, which may
lead to inaccurate or imprecise classification results. To
solve this problem, we propose a Spatio-Temporal Aggre-
gation eorganization ransformer (STARFormer) that effec-
tively captures both spatial and temporal features of BOLD
signals by incorporating three key modules. The region of
interest (ROI) spatial structure analysis module uses eigen-
vector centrality (EC) to reorganize brain regions based on
effective connectivity, highlighting critical spatial relation-
ships relevant to the brain disorder. The temporal feature
reorganization module systematically segments the time
series into equal-dimensional window tokens and captures
multiscale features through variable window and cross-
window attention. The spatio-temporal feature fusion mod-
ule employs a parallel transformer architecture with dedi-
cated temporal and spatial branches to extract integrated
features. The proposed STARFormer has been rigorously
evaluated on two publicly available datasets for the classifi-
cation of ASD and ADHD. The experimental results confirm
that the STARFormer achieves state-of-the-art performance
across multiple evaluation metrics, providing a more accu-
rate and reliable tool for the diagnosis of brain disorders
and biomedical research. The codes will be available at:
https://github.com/NZWANG/STARFormer.

Index Terms— Brain disorder diagnosis, fMRI, eigen-
vector centrality, spatio-temporal information integration,
transformer.
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I. INTRODUCTION

THE human brain function can be characterized by in-
tricate functional networks where multiple brain regions

cooperate to facilitate cognitive processes and mental states
[1]. Disruptions of these networks can manifest as various
neurodevelopmental conditions, such as autism spectrum dis-
order (ASD) [2] and attention deficit hyperactivity disorder
(ADHD) [3]. However, the underlying mechanisms of these
disruptions are not yet fully understood [4]–[6]. Resting-
state functional magnetic resonance imaging (rs-fMRI) has
emerged as a powerful, noninvasive technique for investigating
these functional networks by measuring blood oxygen-level-
dependent (BOLD) signals with relatively high spatial and
temporal resolution [7]. In particular, functional connectivity
(FC), which reflects the temporal correlations of BOLD signals
between regions of interest (ROI), provides crucial insights
into brain organization and cognitive functions [8], [9].

Traditional diagnostic approaches, which primarily rely on
symptomatic observations and clinical expertise, are inade-
quate for detecting intricate patterns across the entire brain.
This limitation highlights the need for more advanced analyti-
cal methods. Initially, traditional machine learning techniques
were used to analyze multivariate brain responses from rs-
fMRI data for diagnosing neurodevelopmental disorders [10].
The field then progressed with the advent of deep learning [11]
and, more recently, the groundbreaking introduction of trans-
former models [12]. Transformers have significantly improved
the modeling of complex patterns in high-dimensional data
through self-attention mechanisms, offering better scalability
and more efficient capture of global network information
than conventional approaches [13], [14]. However, traditional
transformer models often struggle to capture both the intricate
spatial and temporal features within fMRI data simultaneously.
The standard self-attention mechanism in transformer encoders
tends to focus on identifying parts of the time series with
similar patterns across the entire sequence, especially those
with matching peaks. This approach may overlook patterns
that are similar in the short to medium term, as they occur
closely in time. In fMRI data analysis, recognizing these short-
to medium-term patterns is crucial because significant changes
in BOLD signals may only occur within shorter time windows,
rather than being consistent throughout the entire duration
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[15].
To address these limitations, we propose a novel spatio-

temporal aggregation reorganization transformer (STAR-
Former) that effectively captures both spatial and temporal
information of brain functional networks through a designed
dual-branch architecture. This approach uses effective con-
nectivity to provide spatial information for the time series
of BOLD signals. Unlike methods that rely solely on FC,
this approach preserves temporal dynamics while incorporat-
ing spatio-temporal information. Our methodology introduces
three key innovations:

1) ROI Spatial Structure Analysis Module: This mod-
ule employs eigenvector centrality (EC) to reorganize brain
regions based on their functional importance within seven
established brain networks, ensuring the preservation and en-
hancement of crucial spatial relationships. This reorganization
significantly improves the model’s ability to identify disorder-
related spatial patterns.

2) Temporal Feature Reorganization Module: This mod-
ule integrates multiscale local features with global representa-
tions through a unique variable window strategy, enabling the
model to capture fine-grained temporal patterns at different
scales while maintaining computational efficiency. The im-
plementation of cross-window attention enhances the model’s
capacity to capture both short-term and long-term temporal
dependencies in time series.

3) The Spatio-Temporal Feature Fusion Module: This
module comprises temporal and spatial branches that si-
multaneously extract multiscale temporal dependencies and
spatial representations. The temporal branch incorporates the
temporal feature reorganization module to learn local and
global temporal features, while the spatial branch uses the
reorganized ROI structure to capture disorder-specific patterns.

These innovations collectively make STARFormer a power-
ful tool that significantly enhances the accuracy and efficiency
of diagnosing brain disorders by capturing critical spatio-
temporal features. Overall, the contributions of our work are
summarized as follows.
• A transformer architecture is proposed to enhance brain-

disorder diagnosis by integrating disorder-specific ROI
spatial information, thereby improving the precision and
efficiency of fMRI analysis.

• A novel variable window-based temporal feature reor-
ganization module is included, allowing STARFormer
to capture both local and global features by adjusting
window size.

• A spatio-temporal feature fusion module is developed
to fully explore deep spatio-temporal features, enabling
comprehensive feature representation.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Centrality Nodes Identification in Brain Disorders
Identifying critical brain nodes is crucial for understand-

ing disorder-specific functional disruptions, as neurological
disorders significantly differ in regional connectivity patterns
[16]. For example, individuals with mild cognitive impairment
exhibit altered effective connectivity in memory-related areas

such as the hippocampus and amygdala [17], while individuals
with ASD display distinctive alterations in regions associated
with social cognition, such as the default mode network [18].

Measures of node centrality have been effectively applied
in diagnosing brain disorders to uncover differential patterns.
For example, Saha [19] used EC to assess group differences in
the centrality of brain regions, distinguishing between typically
developing children and those with ASD. Similarly, Grobelny
et al. [20] utilized betweenness centrality (BC) to construct
diagnostic models for pediatric epilepsy, revealing that nodes
with high BC during seizure onset could represent centers
in self-regulating networks that help terminate seizures. Liao
et al. [21] found that changes in degree centrality (DC) in
Parkinson’s disease were frequency-related and frequency-
specific. However, due to computational complexity, BC, DC
and other centrality measurement methods are less suitable
for analyzing full-brain networks that involve a large number
of voxels [19]. Hence, this study focuses on EC to identify
differential connectivity patterns, highlighting the importance
of key nodes in distinguishing pathological alterations.

B. Features of fMRI for Brain Disorders Identification

The extraction of FC features is a key focus in many
neuroimaging studies. A typical approach for identifying brain
disorders involves extracting FC, which represents the tempo-
ral correlation matrix of BOLD signals from ROI, followed
by the use of classifiers such as SVM and logistic regression
to reduce dimensionality [10]. A study by [22] proposed
a novel architecture called local sequential feature coupling
global representation learning (LCGNet), which uses convo-
lution operations and self-attention mechanisms to enhance
representation learning in fully convolutional networks for
automatic brain disorder classification. However, FC is limited
to capturing linear relationships and lacks causal or directional
insights. The effective connectivity approach has emerged as
a promising tool that describes brain activity by incorporating
causal interactions between brain regions [23]. The study by
Dai et al. [24] indicated that patients with major depressive
disorder (MMD) exhibit significantly altered effective connec-
tivity networks in various brain networks during the resting
state, which may serve as potential biomarkers. Unlike FC,
which focuses solely on statistical correlations, effective con-
nectivity elucidates the directional influence between regions,
providing a deeper understanding of the connections within
the brain [25].

Although deep learning methods based on FC have been
widely used for diagnosing brain diorders, some studies re-
veal that these methods can overlook the temporal nature
of fMRI data, thereby losing vital information on temporal
dynamics [26]. Recent advances in time-domain-based deep
learning methods have shown great promise in diagnosing
brain disorders. For instance, long short-term memory (LSTM)
networks have been used to classify individuals with ASD and
typical controls from multi-site fMRI time series [27], while a
transformer model with a fusion window has further advanced
fMRI time series analysis [28].



3

Fig. 1. Architecture of STARFormer in fMRI data for brain disorder diagnosis.

C. Spatio-Temporal Information Integration for Brain
Disorders Identification

For modeling fMRI features, most deep learning models
do not fully exploit the spatial and temporal dependencies
of fMRI signals, limiting the precise analysis of brain ac-
tivity. The gradient-weighted Markov random field (gwMRF)
model mentioned in [29] enables spatially-ordered brain region
extraction. This study demonstrated that spatial disorgani-
zation decreases model performance, emphasizing the need
to preserve spatial information in rs-fMRI. Recent studies
increasingly emphasize the importance of spatial-temporal
information integration. For example, the use of 3D-CNNs can
extract spatial features from fMRI data for diagnosing ASD
and ADHD [30], [31]. Liu et al. [32] proposed STCAL, a
spatio-temporal cooperative attention learning model that em-
ploys a guided cooperative attention module to simultaneously
capture spatio-temporal correlations and learn fine-grained
attention representations from time series fMRI data. Zhang
et al. [33] used independent component analysis (ICA) to
aggregate spatio-temporal information from fMRI, improving
the performance of depression diagnosis.

Transformer models have also made significant advances in
integrating spatio-temporal features, showcasing their potential
to capture complex dependencies within fMRI data. In [26],
a novel transformer-based framework, the ST-Transformer,
was introduced, featuring a linear spatio-temporal multihead
attention unit to extract spatio-temporal features from fMRI
data through spatial self-attention. Similarly, a spatio-temporal

graph transformer network was proposed in [34], incorporating
a spatial transformer-based graph message-passing mechanism
to capture inter-regional relationships and using FC as edge
features.

III. METHOD

An overview of STARFormer combining the spatial and
temporal information is illustrated in Fig. 1. It consists of the
ROI spatial structure analysis module, the temporal feature
reorganization module and the spatio-temporal feature fusion
module.

A. ROI Spatial Structure Analysis Module

The spatial information of the brain is provided by the
effective connectivity matrix G of N patients. We use Granger
causality (GC) to calculate effective connectivity between
different brain regions, as it can reveal whether the time series
of a brain region predict the time series of another [35].
Suppose the chosen atlas divides the brain into n ROIs, each
with a time series si(t) of length m. We first establish an
autoregressive model, where the time series of each ROI i can
be predicted using its own values from the past h time points:

si(t) =

h∑
k=1

aiksi(t− k) + εi(t), (1)

where aik is the regression coefficient and εi(t) is the predic-
tion error or residual.
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Then, a bivariate GC model is constructed to test for
Granger causal effects between ROI:

sj(t) =

h∑
k=1

ajksj(t− k) +

h∑
k=1

biksi(t− k) + ε′j(t), (2)

where bik is the coefficient of influence of node i on node
j. Subsequently, the residual variances of both models are
computed and an F-test is used to evaluate whether the models
exhibit a statistically significant difference. A significant F-
value indicates that the time series of ROI i Granger-causes
the time series of ROI j. For each pair of ROI (i, j), the results
of the GC test are indicated as Gij , where Gij = 1 indicates a
GC relationship from ROI i to ROI j, while Gij = 0 indicates
the absence of such a relationship. Finally, a valid connection
matrix G for n× n can be constructed as

G =


0 G12 · · · G1n

G21 0 · · · G2n

...
...

. . .
...

Gn1 Gn2 · · · 0

 . (3)

The ROIs and the connectivity metrics of the effective
connectivity matrix G define the nodes and edges of the graph,
respectively. Serving as the adjacency matrix of the network,
G facilitates the assessment of node centrality through its
eigenvectors. EC quantifies the importance of the nodes within
the network by considering not only the number of connections
each node possesses, but also the importance of the nodes
to which it is connected. The EC score pi for each ROI i
measures its connection strength to other influential ROIs in
the network and can be expressed as

pi =
1

λ

n∑
j=1

Gijpj , (4)

where λ is the largest eigenvalue of G, and Gij represents
the connectivity measure from ROI i to ROI j.

The EC problem can be expressed in matrix form as

GP = λP, (5)

where P = [p1, p2, ..., pn]
T represents the EC vector, with

λ denoting its corresponding eigenvalue. The calculation re-
quires determining the principal eigenvector P of the adja-
cency matrix G in conjunction with its dominant eigenvalue λ.
Subsequently, the EC of any given ROI i is precisely captured
by the component pi within this principal eigenvector associ-
ated with the maximal eigenvalue λ. To guarantee uniqueness
and stability, pi is normalized such that

pi =
pi∑n
i=1 pi

, (6)

thereby normalizing the centrality values.
Following the computation of the EC vector for ROIs of

each patient, the average EC vector P̄ for all patients was
determined by

p̄i =
1

N

N∑
i=1

pi,

P̄ = [p̄1, p̄2, ..., p̄n]
T .

(7)

We consider using the obtained EC score p̄i of ROI to
rearrange the spatial information. To reduce noise and er-
rors caused by unrelated regional arrangements, ROIs are
grouped according to the seven functional networks of the
brain (visual network, somatomotor network, default network,
limbic network, dorsal attention network, ventral attention and
frontoparietal network) [36]. This functional network-based
partition reflects the modular and distributed nature of brain
function, with different functional networks responsible for
processing different types of information and tasks. The ROIs
within each group are then arranged by p̄i in descending order:

Networki = {ROI1, ROI2, . . . , ROIr},
Network

′

i = Arranging(Networki),
(8)

where Networki is the i-th functional network, r denotes
the number of ROIs within the functional network. The final
sorting result Sort is expressed as follows:

Sort = {Network
′

1, Network
′

2, ..., Network
′

7}. (9)

The global EC of ROIs allows for better capture of
interactions or dependencies between regions. Rearranging
ROIs aligns the order of the brain network with the spatial
characteristics of the patients, improving the stability and
consistency of its analysis. The sorting results of the ROIs
are applied to the fMRI time series data for all participants
S = {S1(t), S2(t), ..., Sn(t)}, and

S′ = Ordering(S, Sort), (10)

where S′ = {S′
1(t), S

′
2(t), ..., S

′
n(t)} represent the fMRI time

series data after the application of ordering.

B. Spatio-Temporal Feature Fusion Module

The spatio-temporal feature fusion module employs a par-
allel network architecture consisting of temporal and spatial
branches, which extract multi-level features from fMRI data
without mutual interference. The temporal branch operates
through a dual-phase mechanism of merge and segmentation,
where input data undergoes segmentation into window tokens
processed through variable windows, facilitating inter-window
information exchange via cross-window attention mechanisms.
Meanwhile, the spatial branch maintains a fundamental trans-
former architecture with standard self-attention mechanisms
for spatial information extraction. This enables STARFormer
to effectively leverage the node spatial information derived
from the ROI spatial structure analysis module to uncover
disorder-related latent spatial representations.

Arrayed rs-fMRI data S′ are used as input to the spatio-
temporal feature fusion module. S′ enter the temporal branch
and the spatial branch, respectively. The temporal branch
treats each row S′

i(t) in S′ as a token, allowing the cross-
window attention in the temporal branch to learn local features.
When inputting into the spatial branch, the spatial branch
adjusts the dimensions of S′ to m × n as the new input
ST = {t1, t2, ..., tm}, treating each column ti in S′ as a
token. Self-attention in the spatial branch can learn the global
dependencies between brain regions. The results obtained
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Fig. 2. Architecture of the temporal feature reorganization module in STARFormer, which employs variable window and cross-window attention to
capture both local temporal patterns and global dependencies in fMRI data.

from the two branches are then integrated, and the detailed
operations can be expressed as

F = Concat[Sp(S′), T e(ST )T ], (11)

where Sp refers to the processing of the spatial branch and Te
refers to the processing of the temporal branch. Finally, the
combined feature F was input into the multilayer perceptron
(MLP) for classification.

C. Temporal Feature Reorganization Module

Exclusive reliance on global similarity metrics is hypoth-
esized to obscure critical time-dependent local patterns, po-
tentially diminishing ability of the model to capture intricate
features within fMRI data. To enhance classification accuracy
while reducing computational complexity, this work introduces
a novel Temporal Feature Reorganization Module based on
variable window.

1) Window Tokens and Extended Window Tokens: In the
temporal branch, the arranged fMRI time series data S′ are
segmented into equally sized window tokens {xl

1, x
l
2, ..., x

l
g}

along the temporal dimension by the variable window, where
g is the number of window tokens and l is the layer of
the temporal branch. The length of each window token x
is w = m/g. The extended window token yi is formed by
extending xi at both the start and the end of the temporal
dimension by a length of w/2, respectively. The length of yi is
2w. To ensure that the lengths of the extended window tokens
are consistent, padding of length w/2 is added to the start
of the first window token x1 and the end of the last window
token xg to form the extended window tokens y1 and yg , while

the overall length of the time series extends to m + w. It is
intended that the positions of this padding do not participate
in the subsequent backpropagation process, so masks will be
used to cover the padded positions during training to avoid
affecting the performance of the model.

2) Transformer Block: The window tokens will serve as in-
puts to the transformer block. The transformer block comprises
a layer norm (LN) layer, a cross attention layer, and a feed
forward (FF) layer. The LN layer is responsible for applying
layer normalization to the input data, which improves the
model training process. To facilitate cross-window information
interaction between window tokens, the model employs cross-
window attention between window tokens instead of self-
attention within window tokens. The cross attention layer
receives extended window tokens of length 2w as input. When
processing a time series composed of g window tokens, let Q
represent the queries in the attention mechanism, and K and
V represent the keys and values, respectively. The query, key,
and value can be expressed as

Q = fq(x1, x2, ..., xg),

K = fk(y1, y2, ..., yg),

V = fv(y1, y2, ..., yg),

(12)

where fq, fk, fv are learnable linear projections.
Performing global self-attention requires calculating the

relationships between each token and all other tokens, which
undoubtedly involves high computational complexity. How-
ever, using the extended window in the attention computation
allows the representation of local information to no longer
be limited to its own window tokens. This facilitates the
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interaction of information between window tokens and reduces
computational complexity. To better capture specific positional
information between window tokens, bias is incorporated into
the attention computation to adjust the attention weight matrix
[37], [38]:

Attention(Q,K, V) = Softmax(
QKT

√
d

+B)V, (13)

where B is a learnable positional bias matrix and d is the
feature dimension of the attention heads. B represents the
positions of the window tokens relative to all the tokens in
the receptive field, including both the window tokens and the
extended window tokens. The FF layer applies a nonlinear
transformation to the input and utilizes Dropout to prevent
model overfitting. The activation function used is GELU
(Gaussian error linear unit) [39].

3) Variable Window: In the merge phase of the temporal
branch, S′ will first be segmented into 16 equal-length window
tokens {x1

1, x
1
2, ..., x

1
16} and input into the transformer block

for computation. In the next layer, the computed results will
be sequentially merged in pairs into 8 equal-length window
tokens {x2

1, x
2
2, ..., x

2
8}, which will then be input into the

transformer block for further computation. Afterward, the
resulting outputs will be sequentially merged into 4 equal-
length window tokens {x3

1, x
3
2, x

3
3, x

3
4} for computation in

the subsequent transformer block. The merge phase is then
expressed as

x
′l
1 , x

′l
2 , ..., x

′l
g = TransformerBlock(xl

1, x
l
2, ..., x

l
g),

xl+1
i = (x

′l
2i−1, x

′l
2i), i = 1, 2, ..., g/2.

(14)

In the merge phase, the number of layers l ∈ {1, 2, 3} and
the number of window tokens g ∈ {16, 8, 4}.

After entering the segment phase, the transformer block will
first take the results from the previous layer as {x4

1, x
4
2, x

4
3, x

4
4}

and perform computations again. In the next layer, the
computed results will be segmented into 8 window to-
kens {x5

1, x
5
2, ..., x

5
8} for further computation. Finally, the 8

window tokens will be segmented into 16 window tokens
{x6

1, x
6
2, ..., x

6
16} for the final computation. Additionally, skip

connections are used between window tokens of the same
size in both the merge and segment phases to alleviate the
issues of gradient vanishing and explosion, accelerate model
convergence, and reduce the complexity of the network. The
segment phase is then expressed as

x
′l
1 , x

′l
2 , ..., x

′l
g = TransformerBlock(xl

1, x
l
2, ..., x

l
g),

(xl+1
2i−1, x

l+1
2i ) = x

′l
i + x

′7−l
i , i = 1, 2, ..., g.

(15)

In the segment phase, the number of layers l ∈ {4, 5, 6}
and the number of window tokens g ∈ {4, 8, 16}.

The following Algorithm 1 shows the procedure of spatio-
temporal feature fusion module.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets
In this study, we conducted experiments using two pub-

lic fMRI datasets: ABIDE-I and ADHD-200. The ABIDE-I

Algorithm 1 Pseudocode of the spatio-temporal feature fusion
module
Require: The time series data of the i-th subject S′ ∈ Rn×m

Ensure: The predicted probability of the i-th subject set Prob
# Spatial branch
{t1, t2, ..., tm} ← (S′)T = {S(t)′1, S(t)′2, ..., S(t)′n}T
{t′1, t′2, ..., t′m} ← TransformerBlock{t1, t2, ..., tm}
ST ′

= {t′1, t′2, ..., t′m}T
# Temperal branch
S1 ← S′

for l = 1, 2, ..., 6 do # l : l-th layer of temperal branch
X l = {xl

1, x
l
2, ..., x

l
g} ← Sl

Y l = {yl1, yl2, ..., ylg} ← {xl
1, x

l
2, ..., x

l
g}

Compute(Q,K, V )← LN(X l), LN(Y l), LN(Y l)
Attention Output← CrossAttention(Q,K, V )
Residual Connections← X l +Attention Output
Norm← LN(Residual Connections)
Sl ← FF (Norm) +Residual Connections
if l > 3 then

Sl ← Sl + S7−l

end if
end for
F = Concat(Sl, ST ′

)
Output logits← LinearTransformation(F )
Prob← Softmax(Output logits)

dataset was compiled by collaboration between 17 interna-
tional imaging sites, openly sharing 871 valid fMRI samples
from 403 individuals with ASD and 468 typically developing
controls [40]. The ADHD-200 dataset was collected from 8
international imaging sites, openly sharing 947 valid fMRI
samples from 362 children and adolescents with ADHD and
585 typically developing controls [41].

The preprocessed fMRI datasets are available in C-PAC of
ABIDE-I and Athena of ADHD-200 [42], [43]. Specifically,
the preprocessing steps include voxel intensity normalization,
motion correction, and slice timing correction. The fMRI im-
ages are then co-registered to their corresponding anatomical
images and normalized to MNI152 space. Finally, the mean
time series is extracted from each ROI for each subject on the
basis of the specified atlas.

B. Experimental Process and Details

We randomly selected 10% of patient samples from the
dataset as input into the ROI spatial structure analysis module.
For each subject in the dataset, the fMRI time series was
randomly cropped to 128 samples along the temporal dimen-
sion to maximize the retention of the sample information. ROI
parcellation was determined using two public brain atlases: the
Schaefer atlas [44] and the AAL atlas [45]. For the Schaefer
atlas, we selected the scale of 400 ROIs across seven intrinsic
connectivity networks. The AAL atlas partitions the brain
anatomically into 116 ROIs. The STARFormer model was
trained for 100 epochs with a batch size of 128 and a dropout
rate of 0.5. Eight attention heads were specified, each with
16 dimensions. For training on ABIDE-I dataset, the initial
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learning rate was set to 5e-5, with a maximum of 1e-4, and
gradually reduced to 1e-5. For training on ADHD-200 dataset,
the initial learning rate was set to 1e-5, with a maximum of
5e-5, and finally reduced to 1e-6.

The experiments were conducted by using PyTorch based on
an NVIDIA RTX 2080Ti GPU. We evaluated the performance
of the proposed model using a 10-fold cross-validation, and
divided the data into a non-overlapping training set (80%),
a validation set (10%), and a test set (10%). The model
was trained using the Adam optimizer, with cross-entropy
loss as the loss function. To comprehensively evaluate the
performance of the model, we employed four commonly used
metrics, including accuracy (Acc), precision (Prec), recall
(Rec), and area under curve (AUC).

C. Competing Methods
Advanced traditional baselines (SVM [46], LSTM [27],

BrainNetCNN [47]), transformer-based models (SwinTrans-
former [37], BolT [28], Com-BrainTF [48]), and graph neural
networks (GNN) (MAHGCN [49], RGTNet [50], PLSNet
[51]) were selected for comparison with STARFormer. The
architectures, loss functions, and learning rate schedulers for
each competing method were adopted from their original
papers and subsequently fine-tuned in the experimentation to
ensure optimal and competitive performance.

V. RESULTS

A. Comparative Studies
We demonstrate the results of STARFormer in brain dis-

order diagnosis tasks on ABIDE-I and ADHD-200 datasets
using different brain atlases. Table I and Table II present
the results of using the Schaefer atlas and the AAL atlas,
respectively. It is evident from these tables that our proposed
model achieves optimal performance in each metric (p ≤ 0.05,
Wilcoxon signed-rank test), except for PLSNet offering higher
precision on ADHD-200. As expected, different atlases lead
to variations in metrics. Specifically, the results using the
Schaefer atlas consistently outperform those using the AAL
atlas. This is reasonable, as the brain graph based on the
former has almost four times the number of ROIs compared
to the latter, providing a more comprehensive and detailed
information of the brain. Fig. 3 intuitively shows the compar-
ative performance between different model categories. Each
point in the radar plots represents the averaged performance
of the methods within the same category, providing an intuitive
visualization of the relative strengths of different approaches.
The plots clearly demonstrate that STARFormer consistently
achieves superior performance across all metrics compared to
other baseline methods.

Note that GNN-based methods generally perform better
than most models, probably because GNNs have a natural
advantage in learning topological information from the brain.
Modelling brain functional network as a graph, GNNs can ef-
fectively capture connections between brain regions. However,
GNN-based methods mainly take static FC as input, which
may struggle to capture dynamic information that changes over
time. Furthermore, the relative disadvantage of conventional

Fig. 3. Radar plots for comparing the performance metrics of different
methods on ABIDE-I and ADHD-200 datasets using Schaefer and AAL
atlases.

transformer models in fMRI tasks compared to GNN models
includes their lack of focus on spatial information. This is
because conventional transformers are mainly based on atten-
tion mechanisms to capture temporal relationships. In contrast,
STARFormer considers the spatial relationships between brain
regions while capturing the temporal relationships in the
time series. This gives STARFormer a significant performance
advantage in brain disorder diagnosis tasks compared to both
the transformer baseline models and the GNN baseline models.

B. Ablation Studies

We conducted a series of ablation studies to assess the
contributions of the design elements in STARFormer. These
design elements include the variable window, cross-window at-
tention, spatio-temporal feature fusion module, and ROI spatial
structure analysis module. Starting with a standard transformer
variant, we gradually introduced the design elements to create
ablation variants. For all ablation variants, the architecture
and hyperparameters of the components used were matched to
those of STARFormer. The standard variant omits all design
elements and retains only the fundamental transformer of the
temporal branch with a self-attention mechanism. In order
to evaluate the contribution of the variable window, a multi-
layer transformer block was introduced, and the time series
was divided by variable window. Cross-window attention was
introduced to form a new variant to assess its contribution.
It is important to note that cross-window attention relies on
the variable window, thus self-attention was used when the
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TABLE I
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON USING THE SCHAEFER ATLAS ON ABIDE-I AND ADHD-200 DATASETS.

ABIDE-I ADHD-200
Schaefer Model

Acc Prec Rec AUC Acc Prec Rec AUC

SVM [46] 65.72±4.11 53.97±7.33 66.26±6.68 71.33±4.62 59.76±2.68 59.34±5.32 59.61±5.43 60.62±4.66

LSTM [27] 66.78±4.25 64.05±9.93 65.81±7.62 70.25±3.85 65.06±3.96 62.92±4.30 60.48±6.38 65.56±5.57Traditional

BrainNetCNN [47] 67.34±4.22 63.82±8.73 65.50±4.63 73.15±5.62 66.78±3.90 62.62±4.66 62.82±8.33 62.22±4.13

SwinT [37] 69.79±4.59 60.75±7.60 68.27±6.56 74.13±4.15 68.56±4.74 65.25±4.36 66.40±9.70 73.85±4.59

BolT [28] 71.28±4.62 69.85±4.94 71.32±4.35 77.46±3.44 70.82±3.57 68.04±4.18 71.51±3.27 73.36±3.86Transformer

Com-BrainTF [48] 72.75±4.56 70.65±4.54 78.43±4.63 77.93±3.02 68.94±2.68 67.36±4.23 72.92±3.88 73.54±3.68

MAHGCN [49] 73.12±3.63 71.05±5.38 72.02±4.14 72.07±3.03 70.76±4.63 69.95±3.38 71.08±2.14 74.25±3.41

RGTNet [50] 74.43±4.82 73.67±4.38 75.28±4.06 74.55±2.73 72.03±3.11 70.14±3.81 71.33±4.45 74.28±2.82GNN

PLSNet [51] 75.17±4.62 75.91±3.65 79.82±5.83 77.03±2.17 72.53±4.27 73.69±3.82 72.42±3.22 78.02±2.87

Ours STARFormer 77.57±3.70 76.98±3.27 84.38±3.50 78.29±3.23 74.12±2.47 73.37±3.07 73.54±3.27 78.81±2.18

TABLE II
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON USING THE AAL ATLAS ON ABIDE-I AND ADHD-200 DATASETS.

ABIDE-I ADHD-200
AAL Model

Acc Prec Rec AUC Acc Prec Rec AUC

SVM [46] 63.74±3.99 52.35±7.18 63.60±6.35 69.90±4.53 57.96±2.60 56.96±5.16 57.82±5.16 59.40±4.52

LSTM [27] 64.77±4.12 62.12±9.73 63.17±7.24 68.84±3.77 62.10±3.84 60.69±4.17 58.66±6.06 64.24±5.40Traditional

BrainNetCNN [47] 65.31±4.09 60.90±8.56 62.88±4.40 70.68±5.51 61.77±3.78 60.11±4.52 60.63±7.91 60.77±4.01

SwinT [37] 65.69±4.45 58.92±7.45 60.53±0.53 72.64±4.07 66.50±4.60 62.64±4.23 65.22±9.22 66.29±4.45

BolT [28] 69.41±2.15 68.52±4.07 66.49±4.22 73.30±3.51 67.66±3.46 68.15±4.05 68.36±5.01 69.83±3.74Transformer

Com-BrainTF [48] 70.56±4.42 68.53±4.41 77.21±4.25 75.37±2.96 66.87±2.60 69.74±4.10 70.73±3.59 72.06±3.51

MAHGCN [49] 71.31±3.52 69.40±3.27 70.09±3.93 71.11±2.97 69.69±2.49 71.36±3.28 70.19±4.23 71.86±3.31

RGTNet [50] 73.19±3.68 71.45±3.29 73.22±3.86 72.32±2.68 70.06±2.96 70.02±3.65 73.41±3.70 74.75±2.74GNN

PLSNet [51] 72.97±3.48 70.87±3.54 76.62±3.54 75.46±3.25 70.53±3.14 71.81±2.03 72.97±4.86 75.45±2.78

Ours STARFormer 75.19±2.93 73.96±2.13 79.27±3.42 75.91±2.85 72.92±2.40 72.59±2.02 73.12±3.23 76.39±2.45

variable window was absent. To evaluate the contribution of
spatial features, the spatio-temporal feature fusion module was
incorporated into the variants, forming two variants based on
the variable window with and without cross-window attention.
Finally, the contribution of spatial features together with ROI
analysis was evaluated by introducing ROI spatial structure
analysis module.

Table III lists the performance metrics of all ablation
variants, showing that the STARFormer model, which incor-
porates all design elements, achieves the highest performance
among all variants. First, the inclusion of the variable window

significantly enhances the performance of the transformer,
demonstrating that extracting local features at different scales
is more practical than directly extracting global represen-
tations. Second, we find that using cross-window attention
to facilitate information interaction across windows improves
performance, indicating the importance of this cross-window
attention mechanism for integrating contextual representations
of local features across windows. Third, when both temporal
and spatial features are extracted and analyzed simultaneously,
all performance metrics show improvement. This is because
attention to spatial information provides the model with more
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TABLE III
ABLATION STUDY OF DIFFERENT COMPONENTS ON ABIDE-I AND ADHD-200 DATASETS.

Variable
Window

Cross-
Window
Attention

Spatial
Feature

ROI
Analysis

ABIDE-I ADHD-200

Acc Prec Rec AUC Acc Prec Rec AUC

× × × × 66.82±2.91 66.82±2.16 70.81±4.95 71.67±6.26 65.32±4.31 63.11±4.92 60.43±6.10 65.96±5.51

√
× × × 71.18±2.99 67.62±3.02 75.98±5.35 74.28±3.58 68.06±3.26 68.51±4.07 68.63±4.37 70.83±3.83

√ √
× × 73.36±5.03 70.39±4.57 81.84±5.76 75.74±3.58 68.90±2.65 68.63±3.51 70.52±3.53 71.54±3.49

√
×

√
× 74.26±3.93 72.11±4.77 82.33±5.35 76.48±4.57 70.79±2.30 70.16±3.11 71.03±3.97 73.24±3.01

√ √ √
× 75.38±4.36 73.78±5.18 83.13±5.16 76.44±4.92 71.57±2.94 71.64±3.82 71.36±4.04 74.96±3.22

√ √ √ √
(R) 59.18±3.21 63.87±6.67 63.55±7.12 57.71±3.90 58.63±4.32 60.33±5.21 61.24±5.76 59.52±4.00

√ √ √ √
(E) 77.57±3.70 76.98±3.27 84.38±3.50 78.29±3.23 74.12±2.47 73.37±3.07 73.54±3.27 78.81±2.18

Notes: The elements of ablation include the variable window, cross-window attention, spatio-temporal feature fusion module (Spatial Feature), and ROI
spatial structure analysis module (ROI Analysis). When the ROI spatial structure analysis module is enabled, (R) denotes the random permutation of the ROI
sequence, and (E) indicates the ROI arranged based on EC. The results are based on the Schaefer atlas.

TABLE IV
THE COMPARISON OF PERFORMANCE WITH DIFFERENT VARIABLE WINDOW SETTINGS ON ABIDE-I AND ADHD-200 DATASETS.

Variable
Window

ABIDE-I ADHD-200

Acc Prec Rec AUC Acc Prec Rec AUC

{8, 4, 4, 8} 75.29±4.18 75.64±3.94 82.27±4.01 77.09±3.67 72.91±2.84 68.87±3.54 72.62±3.45 76.63±3.52

{16, 8, 8, 16} 75.86±4.02 75.98±4.40 84.13±3.16 77.51±3.35 73.79±2.75 69.04±3.18 73.51±3.37 78.36±3.68

{8, 4, 2, 2, 4, 8} 76.78±4.36 75.87±3.18 84.41±3.79 77.44±3.92 73.82±3.51 70.45±3.20 74.22±3.86 78.32±2.68

{16, 8, 4, 4, 8, 16} 77.57±3.70 76.98±3.27 84.38±3.50 78.29±3.23 74.12±2.47 73.37±3.07 73.54±3.27 78.81±2.18

{16, 8, 4, 2, 2, 4, 8, 16} 74.77±3.00 72.25±3.32 83.01±3.53 76.96±4.33 72.53±3.11 68.88±3.27 71.57±4.31 76.45±2.97

comprehensive information, thereby having better classifica-
tion results. Additionally, randomly shuffling the ROI spatial
ordering of brain regions leads to a significant drop in model
performance due to the disorder among brain regions. Finally,
we observe that ranking ROIs within the functional brain
network based on EC significantly contributes to improving
model performance. We speculate that this is because effec-
tive connectivity captures the directional flow of information
between different brain regions, and EC distinguishes the
ability of nodes to receive and transmit information within the
network, making it easier for the model to identify potential
features when extracting spatial information. In summary, the
use of different ROI spatial ordering for brain regions affects
the final results, highlighting the critical importance of spatial
information for fMRI data.

C. Window Setting

We evaluated the STARFormer variants obtained from dif-
ferent windows applied to fMRI time series. The Table IV lists
the performance metrics of different variants of STARFormer
variable windows using the ABIDE-I dataset and the ADHD-

200 dataset based on the Schaefer atlas. We observed that
the performance advantage of the variable window maximizes
when the number of window tokens is {16, 8, 4, 4, 8, 16}. This
may be because too few layers lead to insufficient learning
capacity of the model, preventing it from extracting enough
features, while too many layers may cause the model to
overfit, resulting in good performance on the training set but
poor generalization to the test set. Additionally, since the
number of window tokens determines the size of the window,
smaller window tokens allow the model to focus more on local
features, enabling it to capture detailed information better.
However, smaller window tokens will limit the ability of the
model to perceive global information, making it difficult to un-
derstand broader feature dependencies, especially in tasks that
require capturing cross-regional or long-term dependencies. In
contrast, larger window tokens are capable of capturing global
features.

As shown in Fig. 5, we examined the impact of the size of
the extended window under a specific setting of variable win-
dow on model performance, training with extended window of
sizes w/4, w/2, and w. We found that performance exhibits
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Fig. 4. Top 5% ROIs which are most important for ASD classification (a) and ADHD classification (b) according to importance scores based on the
attention matrix in the transformer block of STARFormer.

Fig. 5. The comparison of the performance of STARFormer variants
with the configurations of different extended window based on ABIDE-I
and ADHD-200 datasets.

moderate variation with changes in the extended window token
size. In other words, the model tends to achieve optimal
performance with a window size of w/2. Overall, the size of
the window needs to be set with a balance between the needs
for local and global information. We found that both datasets
typically achieved optimal or near-optimal performance when
the number of window tokens for the variable window was
{16, 8, 4, 4, 8, 16} and the extended window size was w/2.
This result indicates a degree of reliability in the introduction
of window-related design elements in STARFormer.

VI. DISCUSSION

A. Interpretability Analysis

We used interpretability techniques to further analyze brain
regions important for ASD and ADHD in the STARFormer
model. In the temporal branch, the attention matrices (i.e.,
the Attention(Q, K, V) defined in Equation (13)) of each
layer are averaged. In the spatial branch, the attention matrices

are multiplied by the feature activation values. Subsequently,
the results of the temporal and spatial branches are each
aggregated by rows and normalized to obtain attention im-
portance scores for temporal and spatial dimensions. Finally,
by combining these two scores through weighted summation,
a comprehensive importance score is obtained to identify the
most influential ROIs.

As shown in Fig. 4, we present the top 5% most influential
ROIs for diagnosing ASD and ADHD. A manual review
confirmed that all identified ROIs are consistent with the
previous literature, linking them with the neural manifestations
of ASD and ADHD. For instance, functional abnormalities
in the parahippocampal gyrus may impair the ability of indi-
viduals with ASD to adapt or recall relevant information in
social settings, affecting their social behavior [18]. Siminarly,
functional abnormalities in the amygdala can lead to anxiety
or avoidance in social situations for those with ASD [52]. In
addition, functional abnormalities in the precentral gyrus have
been associated with hyperactivity symptoms in individuals
with ADHD [53], while abnormalities in the inferior temporal
gyrus can result in attention deficits or distractibility during
complex visual tasks [54]. Overall, this demonstrates that the
STARFormer effectively captures brain activation patterns in
both healthy individuals and those with brain disorders.

B. Limitation and Future Work

While our proposed STARFormer shows significant im-
provement over existing computer-aided diagnosis methods
for brain disorders, several issues should be considered in
future work. First, we used node centrality measures to extract
spatial information for ROIs rather than directly using the
topological information of the brain network. Future research
could explore using graph encoding to model brain topology.
Second, auxiliary information about patients, such as personal
details or scanning protocols, was not included as input to
the model. Recent studies suggest that these phenotypic data
complement imaging data and may improve the diagnosis of
brain disorders [55]. Therefore, it is reasonable to expect that
integrating phenotypic information could further improve the
classification performance of STARFormer. Lastly, considering
the challenges in data acquisition in clinical settings, many
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subjects will have partially labeled fMRI data. Thus, strate-
gies using semi-supervised or unsupervised learning could be
considered for training.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we introduce STARFormer, an advanced
transformer-based framework for diagnosing brain disorders
that effectively integrates spatial structure analysis with tem-
poral feature learning. Through its novel architecture, STAR-
Former successfully addresses key limitations of existing
methods by simultaneously capturing the intricate spatial re-
lationships between brain regions and both local and global
temporal patterns in fMRI data.

Comprehensive empirical evaluations of the ABIDE-I and
ADHD-200 datasets demonstrate that STARFormer achieves
superior performance in both ASD and ADHD classifica-
tion tasks, significantly outperforming existing state-of-the-art
methods. The framework’s ability to identify specific ROIs
related to brain disorders aligns with established neurological
findings, validating its potential for clinical applications. These
results show that STARFormer advances the technical frontier
of brain disorder diagnosis. Future research may explore the
adaptability of the framework to other neurological disorders
and its potential integration into clinical decision support
systems.
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