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ABSTRACT

Functional MRI measuring BOLD signal is an increasingly im-
portant imaging modality in studying brain functions and neu-
rological disorders. It can be acquired in either a resting-state
or a task-based paradigm. Compared to resting-state fMRI,
task-based fMRI is acquired while the subject is performing
a specific task designed to enhance study-related brain activ-
ities. Consequently, it generally has more informative task-
dependent signals. However, due to the variety of task de-
signs, it is much more difficult than in resting state to aggregate
task-based fMRI acquired in different tasks to train a generaliz-
able model. To resolve this complication, we propose a super-
vised task-aware network TA-GAT that jointly learns a general-
purpose encoder and task-specific contextual information. The
encoder-generated embedding and the learned contextual infor-
mation are then combined as input to multiple modules for per-
forming downstream tasks. We believe that the proposed task-
aware architecture can plug-and-play in any neural network ar-
chitecture to incorporate the prior knowledge of fMRI tasks into
capturing functional brain patterns.

Index Terms— Model robustness, Functional MRI, Zero-
shot learning, GNN, Medical imaging

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the rapid development of open access datasets has
significantly alleviated the data insufficiency issue in medi-
cal imaging analysis. However, it also poses challenges in
efficiently analyzing information in large amounts of data.
Within the functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI)
domain, open access datasets such as the Human Connectome
Project (HCP) [1] provide researchers with access to large-scale
standardized fMRI data in both resting-state and task-based ac-
quisition.

Although constructing a data set from the resting state or
any single task is straightforward, the resting-state assumption
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or any task-specific context may cause a strong inductive bias
in training a neural network, impairing the model’s capability
to generalize on different tasks for a general understanding of
brain functions. Moreover, from the perspective of the scaling
law [2], the performance of a neural network is generally posi-
tively correlated with the number of data samples. Using only
a small portion of the entire dataset is a waste of information,
especially in studies that attempt to develop a general-purpose
foundation model.

In line with this observation, Caro et al. [3] have devel-
oped an fMRI foundation model using all resting-state and task-
based data without distinguishing contextual differences during
fMRI acquisition. Although their experiments show impressive
performance in predicting masked fMRI segments, we argue
that direct aggregation may not be the best approach to utilize
fMRI data including various task acquisition paradigms. Incor-
porating task-awareness into network architecture may improve
its performance in known heterogeneous tasks and zero-shot
generalization capability in an unseen task.

Therefore, we propose the Task-Aware Graph Attention
Network (TA-GAT) to demonstrate the benefit of a task-aware
learning strategy in task-based fMRI data. In summary, our
main contributions are as follows:

• We propose a novel task-aware graph neural network (GNN)
framework to improve the model generalization on both
seen and unseen task-based fMRI data. We believe it is also
applicable as an add-on to most existing neural network
architectures.

• Based on the proposed framework, we show a novel applica-
tion of orthogonal projection loss [4] to regularize the learn-
ing of task representations, which further improves the ro-
bustness of the network.

2. DATA

We use the preprocessed 3T task-based fMRI data in WU-Minn
HCP 1200 Subjects Data Release [1] containing 7 different
tasks: emotion, gambling, language, motor, relational, social,
and working-memory. We filter out subjects with missing task
scans or cognitive measurements, resulting in a total of 1008
subjects. For supervised multitask training, we use gender (as
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Fig. 1. Model architecture of TA-GAT. Blue and orange arrows denote the processing of two fMRI from distinct subjects and task
stimuli. Task A to G corresponds to the 7 different fMRI tasks in HCP dataset.

labeled in HCP data dictionary) and age-adjusted total cognitive
function composite scores as labels, with the cognitive scores
normalized into range [0, 1]. In cross-validation experiments,
we divide the 1008 subjects into 5 roughly equal partitions.

3. METHOD

3.1. Notation and Problem Definition

For each task scan of each subject, we construct a functional
brain graph G = (V,E) on the vertex set V and the edge
set E. A vertex set V of N graph nodes has node features
{xj ∈ Rdin |j ∈ [1, 2, . . . , N ]}, where din is the dimension
of input node features. For any edge in the edge set E that con-
nects node i and node j, we define the edge weight w ∈ R and
w > 0. For M distinct fMRI tasks, we define a learnable rep-
resentation vector hk ∈ Rdmem , with k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M}. The
set of all task representations is our memory bank. Following
the above definition, the multitask objective of performing the
gender classification and normalized cognitive score prediction
can be described as:

f : (G, hk) 7→ (Y ∈ {0, 1}, Z ∈ [0, 1])

3.2. Graph Construction

For each fMRI scan, we parcellate the brain image into 268
regions of interest (ROIs) following the Shen atlas [5]. For the
construction of nodes and edges, we adopt a strategy similar
to the method described in Li et al. [6]. Using the averaged

fMRI signals in each ROI over all voxels, we compute Pearson’s
correlations of each node’s signal with all the other nodes and
use them as node features. Meanwhile, the top 5% of the partial
correlations is used to define the weighted edges.

3.3. Network Architecture

As shown in Fig. 1, there are 3 components in the proposed TA-
GAT architecture: 1) a GNN encoder, 2) a memory bank, and
3) two MLPs, one for each task.

3.3.1. General-purpose GNN Encoder

The proposed general-purpose GNN encoder is composed
of two consecutive GAT [7] convolution layers. On the up-
dated output node features in each layer, we apply both global
mean-pooling and global max-pooling operations to extract
permutation-invariant features. The outputs from the four pool-
ing operations (two in each layer) are concatenated as the output
embedding.

3.3.2. fMRI Task Memory Bank

Keeping a memory bank of parameter representations depict-
ing each instance is a frequently applied architecture in repre-
sentation learning [8]. In our application, instead of keeping a
parameter representation for each fMRI scan instance, we only
keep seven learnable categorical representations for all distinct
fMRI tasks. For each graph input, after the GNN encoder gener-
ates the general-purpose embedding, we pass the corresponding



task representation to a single-layered projection and concate-
nate the GNN-generated embedding with the output from the
projection layer.

3.3.3. Downstream MLP

In the proposed design, we utilize the concatenated instance-
level GNN-generated information with the group-level task
representation stored in the memory bank for two downstream
tasks: 1) classification of gender, 2) prediction of total cog-
nitive function composite scores. For each aim, we train an
MLP module to extract different information from the same
general-purpose embedding. Using these two metrics as exam-
ples, we aim to show that the generated embedding contains
both demographic and psychometric information.

3.4. Loss Functions

We use a weighted sum of 3 different loss terms in training the
network. For gender classification, we apply the cross-entropy
loss Lce (Eq. 1). For the prediction of total cognitive function
composite scores, we measure a MSE loss Lmse (Eq. 2). To reg-
ularize the task representations in the memory bank, we apply
an orthogonal projection loss Lortho (Eq. 3), which computes
the cosine similarity between the different task representations
and encourages them to be orthogonal. Similar constructions of
this loss have previously been proposed in the image classifica-
tion task to regularize the representation of images [4] and in
attention algorithm to regularize attention weights [9].

Lce = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

[yi log(ŷi) + (1− yi) log(1− ŷi)] (1)

Lmse =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(zi − ẑi)
2 (2)

Lortho =
1

M(M − 1)

M∑
p=1

M∑
q=1,
q ̸=p

hp · hq

∥hp∥2∥hq∥2
(3)

L = Lce + λ1 · Lmse + λ2 · Lortho (4)

4. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

4.1. Experimental Setup

In experiments, we set 2048 as the width of the hidden dimen-
sion and the output dimension of the GNN layers, leading to
an 8192-dimensional embedding after pooling operations. For
the memory bank, we also choose 2048 as the embedding di-
mension for contextual information of each distinct fMRI task.
The two MLPs have an identical structure except for the output
layer. For classification, the two-channel output is passed to a

A B C D E F G
1 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
2 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
3 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
4 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
5 ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ●

Table 1. Illustration of experiment setup. Rows 1-5 denote
cross-validation data partitions. Columns A-G denote distinct
fMRI tasks. ✓ denote data used as training. ✗ and ● denote data
used as known-task testing and unseen-task testing respectively.

softmax operation. For prediction, sigmoid activation is used to
limit the single-channel output to between 0 and 1. Each MLP
has 4 layers with SiLU [10] activation and a dropout rate of 0.2
in each layer.

For the scalar weights of the loss terms, we choose λ1 = 50
and λ2 = 1. During training, we use an SGD optimizer along
with a step learning rate scheduler. The initial learning rate is
4 × 10−6 with a step size of 10 epochs and γ = 0.4 on 100
epochs. The experiments are performed on a single NVIDIA
A100 GPU.

4.2. Main Results

To evaluate the proposed architecture, we perform cross-
validation experiments on the HCP task-based fMRI data and
compare the performance in TA-GAT with or without the pro-
posed task-aware memory bank. As illustrated in Table 1, in
each experiment, we train the network on 6 fMRI tasks and
leave 1 fMRI task out to test the robustness of the model on an
unseen task. The leave-one-out experiment is iterated through
all 7 combinations of tasks. The results are listed in Table 2.

The results show that the proposed task-aware architecture
improves the network performance in both classification and
prediction for all experiments except for one classification in-
stance tested on the unseen working memory task.

For the known tasks included in the training data, the knowl-
edge of task categorization and the capability of performing
task-dependent computation help make the model more robust
on test subjects. The orthogonal projection loss also further reg-
ularizes the representation by encouraging the memory bank to
store only task-specific context orthogonal to each other.

Meanwhile, for the unseen task not included in the train-
ing data, although its representation is never updated by task-
specific input data, it is regularized by the orthogonal projec-
tion loss and shows a reasonable zero-shot generalization per-
formance.

4.3. Ablation Study

We perform an ablation study on the orthogonal projection loss.
Using the emotion task as unseen, we run cross-validation ex-



Emotion Gambling Language Motor Relational Social WM

w/o TA Acc(%) 78.8(1.9) 79.1(2.2) 80.3(2.1) 78.7(2.2) 79.3(1.6) 79.0(0.5) 81.4(1.5)
Known Corr 0.237(0.033) 0.244(0.028) 0.254(0.036) 0.236(0.027) 0.232(0.031) 0.226(0.021) 0.210(0.024)
tasks TA-GAT Acc(%) 82.4(0.9) 81.9(1.1) 82.0(1.2) 82.0(1.8) 81.4(1.0) 82.9(0.5) 83.0(1.3)

Corr 0.282(0.035) 0.256(0.026) 0.262(0.051) 0.269(0.027) 0.258(0.026) 0.245(0.027) 0.256(0.032)

w/o TA Acc(%) 78.1(3.2) 79.2(3.3) 79.1(3.4) 76.5(3.5) 79.2(2.2) 78.2(4.8) 77.9(2.4)
Unseen Corr 0.165(0.041) 0.211(0.053) 0.220(0.029) 0.131(0.093) 0.246(0.048) 0.232(0.044) 0.146(0.034)

task TA-GAT Acc(%) 82.2(2.9) 82.1(2.6) 79.9(3.1) 78.9(1.4) 81.3(1.8) 80.3(1.7) 76.5(2.9)
Corr 0.206(0.070) 0.235(0.056) 0.228(0.053) 0.160(0.071) 0.265(0.045) 0.273(0.065) 0.156(0.021)

Table 2. Classification accuracy (acc) of gender and Pearson’s correlation (corr) between cognitive score prediction and ground
truth on test-subject data under known tasks and the unseen task. We compare the performance of TA-GAT and the same architecture
without the task-aware memory bank. The numbers are reported in mean(std) with the best performance in known-task test and
unseen-task test bolded.

Acc(%) Corr
Known TA-GAT 82.4(0.9) 0.282(0.035)
tasks w/o Lortho 81.1(1.3) 0.281(0.032)

Unseen TA-GAT 82.2(2.9) 0.206(0.070)
task w/o Lortho 77.0(2.3) 0.199(0.070)

Table 3. Ablation study on orthogonal projection loss using
emotion task as unseen. Numbers are listed in mean(std).

periments and compare the performance of the TA-GAT frame-
work with the same architecture trained without Lortho.

The results in Table 3 show that although the two networks
have similar performance in testing using known-tasks, the
model trained without Lortho has a worse performance when
encountering unseen tasks, especially in the classification task.
The observations support our claim that the orthogonal projec-
tion loss can help regularize the learnable representations of the
task contexts. It not only improves network performance on
known tasks from test subjects (81.1 to 82.4), but also signifi-
cantly raises zero-shot generalization robustness to an unseen
task (77.0 to 82.2).

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Why task-based fMRI?

Resting-state fMRI is usually more preferrable in large-scale
fMRI analysis due to its availability and homogeneous non-
stimuli assumption. However, we would like to provide two
reasons for choosing task-based fMRI.

fMRI is known as a noisy modality. In addition to the
noise originating from data acquisition, the randomness of
brain activities also contributes to the chaos. Supported by a
growing amount of work in reconstructing viewed images from
fMRI [11], there are likely at least two sides of brain activity
that are reflected in fMRI: 1) the pattern of thinking and 2) the
information contained in thoughts, for example, visual or vocal
input from the environment. Under this assumption, distin-

guishing patterns from information can be helpful in extracting
individual features by eliminating interference from irrelevant
information. For task-based fMRI, we know exactly what the
environmental inputs are.

Practically, the GNN network proposed in this paper, as well
as most of the existing GNN networks, relies on an accurate
definition of graph edges to achieve optimal performance. As
demonstrated in [12], the graph edges defined based on task-
based fMRI are usually more stable.

5.2. Why ROI-based graph?

Recent advances in large pre-trained networks have also raised
interest in the field of medical imaging to either adopt pre-
trained networks into medical applications [13] or develop
medical foundation models [3, 14]. However, despite the fact
that analyzing fMRI data using an ROI-based brain graph is
a widely accepted method [6, 15], there is still no foundation
model trying to explain or simulate the connectivity pattern
between brain ROIs.

Compared to other approaches, the ROI-based graph has its
unique advantage in explaining regional brain connectivity and
detecting sub-networks, which are important for understanding
brain functions.

Although currently in a supervised dual-task schema, we
show the possibility of training a general-purpose encoder using
ROI-based graphs as input. In future work, we will try to adopt
similar designs to unsupervised pre-training.

6. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we propose a novel task-aware framework, TA-
GAT, focused on enhancing network generalization on both
known and unseen task-based fMRI data. We will develop the
architecture in a more general-purpose setting in the future,
including extending the experiments to other datasets and ex-
ploring adding task awareness to unsupervised representation
learning.
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Adriana Romero, Pietro Liò, and Yoshua Bengio, “Graph

attention networks,” in International Conference on
Learning Representations, 2018.

[8] Zhirong Wu, Yuanjun Xiong, Stella Yu, and Dahua
Lin, “Unsupervised feature learning via non-parametric
instance-level discrimination,” 2018.

[9] Nicha Dvornek, Xiaoxiao Li, Juntang Zhuang, Pamela
Ventola, and James Duncan, “Demographic-guided at-
tention in recurrent neural networks for modeling neu-
ropathophysiological heterogeneity,” 09 2020.

[10] Stefan Elfwing, Eiji Uchibe, and Kenji Doya, “Sigmoid-
weighted linear units for neural network function ap-
proximation in reinforcement learning,” CoRR, vol.
abs/1702.03118, 2017.

[11] Paul Scotti, Atmadeep Banerjee, Jimmie Goode, Stepan
Shabalin, Alex Nguyen, ethan cohen, Aidan Dempster,
Nathalie Verlinde, Elad Yundler, David Weisberg, Ken-
neth Norman, and Tanishq Abraham, “Reconstructing
the mind's eye: fmri-to-image with contrastive learning
and diffusion priors,” in Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, A. Oh, T. Naumann, A. Globerson,
K. Saenko, M. Hardt, and S. Levine, Eds. 2023, vol. 36,
pp. 24705–24728, Curran Associates, Inc.

[12] Jiyao Wang, Nicha C. Dvornek, Peiyu Duan, Lawrence H.
Staib, Pamela Ventola, and James S. Duncan, “Stnagnn:
Spatiotemporal node attention graph neural network for
task-based fmri analysis,” 2024.

[13] Jiayuan Zhu, Yunli Qi, and Junde Wu, “Medical sam 2:
Segment medical images as video via segment anything
model 2,” 2024.

[14] Onat Dalmaz, Mahmut Yurt, and Tolga Çukur, “Resvit:
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