Modelling flexible changes between network configurations in task-free brain activity
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Results

] Aim 3 Model Ingredients

We aim to reproduce resting-state functional- Empirical Data
connectivity (FC) networks modeling (neural and
BOLD) activity of the interacting cortical regions. We
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0, - phase variable; o, - intrinsic frequency; c - fixed coupling; Time series: Remote synchrony - indirect interactions
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et al., Neuroimage 15, 273 (2002). We demonstrate that fast flexible changes in neural
network synchrony contribute to the emergence of
correlated activity between remote brain regions.

0.52 0.55 0.60 0.65 ' 0.52 0.55 0.60 0.65
threshold r threshold r
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We show that such changes reflect alternations
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