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Abstract

Humans inevitably encounter various stressors that trigger a cascade of neuroendocrine res-
ponses, potentially impacting brain function and leading to psychopathological symptoms. Pre-
vious research has documented sustained deactivation from the prefrontal cortex to limbic system
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regions under repeated stress. However, this finding has not yet been corroborated at the level of
brain networks. This study employed the ScanSTRESS paradigm to induce stress and utilized a re-
gion-of-interest (ROI)-to-ROI functional connectivity analysis to investigate the dynamic changes in
inter-network interactions under repeated stress. Results indicate that the salience network acts
as a central hub, with significant increases in functional connectivity both within the salience
network and between the salience network, visual network, and sensorimotor network. The mag-
nitude of this dynamic increase and its relationship to stress response are moderated by individu-
al differences in the Behavioral Activation System.
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B PRI A RANESE, NRIEH W AR TS AN ol Gt 22 ) & P SO . i SR 4R
ANA BTN B PR ARER T T B RO R I TR A B — RO EDIRAS (1), SOMARE T 2N EIE T,
H S R AT BN - A - B FIRHPAYRIAE BAER, 51K — RGN oW N, 33 1 A2 43 K i
TR T S VR B S X A A A O A ThAE b, e R T IR TR, 8 PR 4 v R R (IR
A[2], (AXTRLEY, SIS T RATEE B SRR RE J1[3]. X MO ThREREE A, SERR ORI
TR 22 ) 245 (1) A ELAE P T SE IR [4] 0 SRTAT, SOEAT I K 7B AR, H A KRG HPA Fh s
AL HL 3 BRI R i R A TR AR At 2 Bt ) [B) A BT BN [5] . DRI A 4 B B2 ) 1 FEAR DA B 2 R i
T REECIE T BT R 1 R R RS G X 4 1) 22 FL RS AR 4K

NI AR 5 I A2 FH AN [R) PR R T B2 ) T B DR 2 2HL i I, 16 20 o 285 Wi 1 52 2 PR A R R B 2 6] 5 =
ANKG R 2R R GRS VRURT S BN T2 56 B[ 7], 5 85 X 4% (SN) AL 3 Fi i 55+ 310t ] 725 00 iy 2 Jt
(dACC)FIAAZ %, TE AR I35 1 PN 0 B M0 Fo A oK o i 25 B AT 79 THD AR A4 DB I [8] s BRI 2 4%
(DMN), fa#E mPFC F1 PCC " EE T o5, X RS HROIIN T A CEZ[9]; e qT M 45 (CEN) B HE
T A A AT Bz 5 (DLPFC) A g T 52 5 (PPC) AR ALY 55, S TARICAZ V& AR 25 m 20N mnah g
JEH EE[8]. X =AML G S — R Y5 R A SRS MBRAT A D¢, WERRE . RN f5 B I
T3[10]. (EfFERMZ, S22V NI M ik X 32 225 5CHE ) SN DMN Ml CEN 11 s B &, xR A
ISR R 4D 5 0] T 26 32 7 ) A DX AR DX 3] () Ot T, ik N RS 1) i D) 4% A

I — TR R B R A 2 R X (TSST) LA K 18 2 T SR AE 2 92 5 & (10 i T e D) 4% 1) 41 $h A2
b, G5 RN SRR KON 4% B A AR TR B . BRI . BB R R AR g -
B, WM TSRS, BERSHEOEIN T ek, RE T B AE S ThEE R LA AT A F1 ) Th
RERG, MRS5S T AT H A Py, SR T BRI B, NIUR N S RRELRE E R
TSR [4]. SRTTAS A T RE I 2 FE AR R FEAE R, BT [AAZ PR AR B AR sl s e i A FR AR S [11], T
XA A RUTE 2 RO 52 R 2 2B B RE AR b v R

Gray &\ 2 MAX SO AT RS, AFAERFIANFIR S R4, BT AA0HI(BIS) 54T o
(BAS)R4E[12]. 1T NI RSl e g, WESME SR, BIS MBS EEEAMAR H b iEim 4T
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WG A MR M T8 HAr%% 7, JHERX — R kR85 H 55854 Bk, ZATN, MEBIS
DA BAS AN [F) P55 208 2% R RBURK P 119 22 57 v RS B T AN [ v o T A, 17T — A R b (1) B 7
MRS EAE R, 3R FERE SO R AR RN . XA BT R s i B B A 0 SO BT S T RE R
SN LA R MEAZE R

AEH ScanSTRESS izl TRt M, 1238 2R AL 22 VPO UMM R i B iR 28 16 70 N BT %%
FRENI[13]. EXANER T, NIEIESREES T 4 K. K yeo 55 N 2011 4 i P9 £ 15541,
AL LS RUN 2 R) R0 22 395 30 . 25 22 S5 % 0 ISR ) o St A 75 75 R T A [ i ) 4 1) i 14 ) ¥
EAR . BAURBAM VN, SMN #| SN LLK DAN FIEEMETER A RUN Z e RAERZER BT, & F Lk
FHE AT Tt MU S R 50 2% 52 04T 0E S5 10 R G 22 S i) A% .
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Figure 1. ScanSTRESS paradigm
[& 1. ScanSTRESS FE 3\

AHF TR ScanSTRESS i 2 H LATE Dh g M R L 4= (FMRI) PR 5 R 75 & 4 i 1) B LA B0 (Streit et al.,
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2014). ZIENRE TN FAF, LI SRR SIS AFHE 12 4 T A A PR A [A) 4 78 il — &R 4
M B A BRI AT S, RS QIR AT 55, R AR BRI 7 00 M 5 A . 7R R
FAFTN, W7 VA I ] R ) ) 2 A 58 OB T B R T 55 (B B8 IL ), AN PEBE SR B E KBk
3 1) 7T A5

A5z, ScanSTRESS % block #it, 445 2 4N run, HEAS run 435 BRI 8 AN 4641, 7258
—/Nrun, HEEE R R - S - P - SIS BT 2, TR AN run, ISR IR CSRn - ) -
A - ) T R BRI 1.

N T R B TR SR AR A SR R, MR EORIE T AR R S AU R BA G = . F
K JEESEARE 60 438, HHIRIEEAT SRR A IR IR SE BN FUE B i) 45, SRS EAN MRI 654,

BRI TL 1R, PG AT 35— AN B (restl), /\ 20815, JT4h ScanSTRESS iU AT 5517 5 B i 4
e FEAVERA R run, B run FR4E 680 #F, NS RE, #HTE RE S A Hi(rest2). DTI
A, EHORE LI EZ 07, HIHEAT 28 e B (E 2).
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Figure 2. Experimental flowchart
B 2. EyimRizE

2.3 BESRSaE

2.3.1. EMRHNE
S I U AT R A BT ARG B 1 L SOSORR . R AT S A SR B . SR Likert-7 SE R,
Hep 1= AN, 7= EH™HE,

2.3.2. BEMRHME

H Salivette MEJR U 25 (SARSTEDT)BEATMEVR AR « BT 43 MV FE AN TBUE AE—20°C I DKAR HLOR AT o VR
2 R VA 32 SR ) A6 G 2 W 72 VE (ELISA,  IBL-Hamburg, [ )BEAT /0 Hr. Bz BRI 5E B0y 0.005
ug/dl, RS EEINE BN R AMEAR S R ECH 3.2%H1 6.1%.

2.3.3. {TAMESHIFIBR(BAS/BIS)

H AT VTN BIS/IBAS W H ) 72 &K A& B Carver £ AJF &1 BIS/IBAS &% [1]. BIS/BAS EX M
PR, R BURIEERBIS), W REIMERET IR R, il “FRILORSIUH” .
5 BIS A%, BAS B4E T =AM, 437l 3 5 ¥ (Reward Response, BASR), i & 4M46] AT B & 2E
(22 B BT P AR R R S, B M RAR A A A AR U b, TR B4k 24l 5 UK ) (Drive, BASD),
AR FAR H BRI WRIE SR, il dn By DLHERR 3 HME 1 2 BEIE SR FRARE I AR PG 5 1 i 3E 3K (Fun
Seeking, BASF), Bt 1 /MAKE I 7 22l i b B2 DA B3 2 R 3 22 ah iE i R, il 3RERORIE L
SO BRI, =N RS RIS 0 IR T AT IS 22 Gt 3 HR S BRURR R I DA R R SR AL B R ik
SEIRMIEZ[1]. KA Likert PU&TH5r, 1= BEARE, 4= &S

2.3.4. fMRI BiIBR &
EFVET ¥ 3 Tesla TRIO MRI F#G G THHE R4 . V1 B3 sAG k7 FI(EPN) S H N R : kv &S
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IFA] 2000 ms, [E]J% S E] 30 ms, #1137 224 x 224 mm?, J2JE 2.0 mm, JZ%192, B 90°. N T A AIfE
HIZ%, KRBT @R T IRl 3D Pz ml 41, BAARSEn N . kol &2 6] 2530 ms,  [5])%
] 2.98 ms, 7 256 x 256 mm?, EJE 1.0 mm, ZE¥192, M 77,

2.4. BRI

2.4.1 fMRI BIBTRALIE S ¥4 54

{FH%T MATLAB ) CONN T H 3 (https://www.nitrc.org/projects/conn, RRID: SCR_009550)%} Lhifié
REILHRECE AT UG ER RS 22041 . MRI TAL SR AL . ¥ = 4E G A DU 4k, SHEANY) A db T (a2 57
1E, Sk Ik, K DhaeEE 5 T1 45M G TRCHE, /5 FH Dartel segments 3477 &1, S8 G An1EALF] T1 MNI
BEAR b, o JE R AR AR AL P B 1 AT 2 8]~ (CH I 9 4 mm).

XK, CONN R CompCor J7i%[2]% BOLD {5 5 Hh ¥ 75 [ TRIE A8 Bk 47 2R 1k 3] )9 LA R i i
JEW, JEISHCN 0.008~0.09 hz. il oK FH AR L3 AE HAE (PP 82 432 1 T 25 52 MU 5 K 1) i
LRI IEN AR, FEBREAR T A6 3REC T RUN2 > RUNL fI%F EEEIMG . 9 7 3t — 0 i A RO &
R RN B &K, yeo 55N 2011 AFEFF R I 17 /M 25 B [3], B fudh: BRIABEM
%% (Default, DMN). $47 42 1 /¥ 2% (Control, CEN). i41%% & 4i(Limbic). il & /¥ 4% (Dorsal Attention,
DAN). JEN3E /5 . /1 4% (Salience/Ventral Attention, SN). /B 12 5 % £% (Somatomotor, SMN). 415 k¥ 4%
(Visual, VN). iTER & [X (TempPar). fEARTFEH, KA “VN(@@)” “VN(b)” SERFERA A R 45

81T ROI-to-ROI 43 7 7732 v A [R i 199 2% 2 18] EAH TN PP 24k, i@ t i it 28 — MRS
—~ block Z [AI1DhREIEB IR 25, DAMlTHEA RIS Od R T ROI Z [ Dy se @t s &%, AT
PRIT M0 B ORI D e B AR ST AR R, AT TR S50 4T
2.4.2. LERFNETRIERRRY S AT

FATTH i 28 N T FH (the Area Under the Curve with Respect to Ground) PA & # 25 T T £ 4% & (the Area
under the cuRve with Respect to increase, AUCI){E JufiiT & b 3 3 2 W AKF- (8 236« 32 WS 3die 75 ) 284k i 18
Bro AUCY T8 RLBEEE b A R i) SR A IE 2R 5 AL bR O Z [ (s AR, T BB AR RLEOKF, 17 AUC
WG T AR O s B2 1) R T S R A B I R AR, SR B IR P AU A
3. &5

3.1 TREGR

Table 1. Correlation between behavioural activation-inhibition sensitivity and acute stress
= L ATAECE - ISISRRE 2RISR
M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Corti_aycg  200.701  94.940
Corti_auci  30.243  77.795  0.473"
SS_aucg  111.624 44172 0050 -0.114
SS_auci 31.837 28654 0.075 —0.020 0524
BASR 17.080 2420  0.039 -0.035 -0.162 —0.008

BASD 11.773 2469 0120 0.062 -0.076 -0.044 0548

BASF 11.293 2562 —0.086 —0.029 -0.120 -0.108 0.362” 0.310
BAS sum  40.147 5786 -0.073 —0.001 -0.153 -0.070 0.813" 0.793" 0.726"

BIS 14547 3273  0.044 -0103 -0.247° -0.107 0.257° —0.066  0.161  0.151

*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01

*

*

*

*
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AT

3 ) T B W R B O S W I AR 5 A L A 5 9 TR 1 il 28T TR (AUC) 5 il 2k T T AR A &=
(AUCI)E g 2 LU AR BE B4R bR IRHUT il 8 3R (BAS) 1 42 3 [ N (BASR). B /1(BASD). LA
LA tit 8 SR (BASF) =735 3% LS AT il 532 (BIS) F 4573 R U S Me S O B S U SE ) P RE R 3R o 45
R BIS [F] St BT 45 A 18] () = W0 771K (AUCQ) 2 153 1 AH 2% (r = —0.247, p = 0.032) . H A K
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Figure 3. Stress-induced effectiveness

B 3. MEFELR BRI

A8 K P 7 ORI T S S SRR 3 R B, R EENE T 0T, UASE A 55
JR A B ik Y AR B, 45 B RN [R) A RO 3 (F = 4.13, p = 0.005) 0 = Ji5 4341 45 SR S /s WA 7 T 7
KPR 0T K 23 T (Primez-timer < 0.05, Primea-timer < 0.05),  FFAE NPT 55 45 Wi 4E 45 4 — B (17K
P (Primea-time1 < 0.05), TENLIEE K 25 5 35 T B (Dtimes-timea < 0.05)

DAAN [ B [6) 557 180 32 W SR 75 A ik AR o, I () i 32 2808 85 35 (F = 47.58, p < 0.005). )5 7T
BT U K PR SOE0F RS 535 T (Pamez-timer < 0.05, Primea-timer < 0.05),  H7E IO & 45 W 5 &
T % (Primes-times < 0.05)

SEREIR, (EMER R RS, SO RS ScanSTRESS #REIFhiE R T #ikm &
ERWSE VA A

3.3. EENMTHRMZRTSER

ROI-to-ROI 2 #r#&7~ 7 7E VN, DAN, SMN 5 SN Z [A] [ ZhEEZEREAE RUN2-RUNL 44 F R4 T &
FZHIA . WEEAS block FiRIILThEEERA E, #HITEEME T ZSV, ERER, MATZEAILEE
PR Bl A IO I B A, BRI 4 Fros.

g
*
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Figure 4. Dynamics of interaction patterns between brain networks under stress conditions
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3.4. XS

WM ATE DN F PR L DAAT ARG, 1K B R AN AE St L0 2 o ok 2238 ) 1 AR
TEFT B4 IR AE R o S5 5 Fis, £ RUN2 > RUNL X EE 2614, VN(D)-SN(a) i Bh BEE 42 18 5
IF) I 30 55 9 ) £ 00 s A7 JK 2 4 25 7R 55 (r = —0.294, p = 0.011); SN (a)-SN(b) ) Th it 1% $22 184 % ] BASD
53 5.3 IEA2%(r = 0.240, p = 0.039); SMN(b)-SN(b) 1 L At 4 #2155 7] BASR, BASD, BAS_sum 2%
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Figure 5. Correlation analysis results
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3.5. BT

LAV RO 1a] ) 3h 25 22 35 51 (block4-block 1)y H A8 &, LA AWE N N o AR &, AT FhEhHL &
FAMEZE RN EHAT RO . 455K 6 Fras, &I BASR, BASD, BASF UL BIS HI15%
RE ML T RS UL 4 P DX 285 22 B35 B 5 B89 N ) 87 38 s v 2 [T B 9% &R o

160 145
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a)-
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Figure 6. Moderating analysis results

Bl 6. TR

4. ¥1ig

N T RIS RTE B ST R G2 R Zh AR Ak, AHBFSER A T ScanSTRESS ook, #R/EAZHEA N
REBATEHVHT S, LR 2V B A AT 2. 45 AP, VN 5 SMN 78 4 4% () £ 305 2 1%
DF A, VN-DAN, VN-SN, SMN-SN, SN(a)-SN(b)IZhg &R EE M EIAEL FHI T EE LA, X
Tt ) 25738 A R R0 7 Joit e A % = U I R 75 1D % 28 52 BIAMARAT s 5 ) 3R G 1 4 o

ST T B S R S SV PRI (4] iAW CIE R, B R ER T AR A 2 OISR 2 R
I HPA Hli /15 1R SO S R PRI S 5L [5] . th4h, B BUE fAr S (W ik B FIRER)EE S
AT I RLEAT 55 Pt R I — SO BE R [6] . SR, N T — DR Fh SIS JE e L], e
L b AR e IR T 38 0 — 22 5 A 9 R XU, R 9 N 2 K 7 2 P R 1] 7 3 745 T 42 A 20
A UER .

Groves 2 \ i AR HY T AT AT SR XU FEFRIB [4] . IS U I SR O A E AN R, — A
e R LRI AR, AR I AR R BIREIIERE, BR MBS . Ho, ST T
GuomAbaE ) FIR R - RV(S-R)R S, 1T AUSAL RIS T E T RIS R DR . NS ST
WA RS R G0 HeR)ih e, ST T 0 A B U B T2 Bl d g, T a5 U S
R A R — M BERAS o UM B AN R AR SEHE e, T2 75 B A OB AR AN I Tt B AR
TERA B~ AR e AT AR . A BT B FE b, AR I U A R I HH e K S5 3R A
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3, T IX 5 I ) 5 B AR B A DG X —HR SR S AE S A R AU A3 3 1 Tz I SAIE, R,
X T 2 SO ] HPA il R PR >3 154 S S, FRATTIA A i v [E) R A AE S 1840 5 BUB G T 26 AT I B R
JRE 3k R T 7 A S

ST FUUE B SOOR B AN AR b, ORI AT AR B 1A 5 R G X I R I S, B R
VMPFC, dIPFC, ACC U\ D%k SR AR A k. By shbLi e . DA KORT 7 Jo I 5 o T % A 9 R ki
DX, AR BRI\ A A A R T X SR 1R R ORI B T S A5 i 3 Je ) ST 5 o AR XU R F i, X
ARG T MATE S-R KRG I I AR, BIAMA I8 T 25 52 R B SR ORI, AT AR T 58 AT 5%
MBI, I HE I X 3% B R8T % .

DLABETR I, VRN BEOWIE], S M 4% (SN) 5 1 07 5 W 45 (DAN) [ P9 38 3% 8 7 AR 2 3% |
W71 [8] [9]. Hrf SN WJHZ R XAE T, MANFAEA LA, e PROdR T = ) e R RIS CE s |,
BN BEUR, B REUTAN[10]. PRIk, 758 1) N 2k R 2 (R A8 Mk S5 VR BB 70 O 1) SN, T (i it 220 1R
A, (BN R IATIEHIN 2 (CEN) 1 R, RIS RN B g0l JThfe (Bl n TR 12) 52 240
HI[L11]. B M N 45 (DAN) LTI R /N (IPL) A% 00 i, S 50 AL R s, WA A L~
AMAAT RS AT FE[8]. DAN Ho ) B R AR R T 2 A R R AN L

AL Zhang 55 N IR FER I, A8 S SO 8] 55 40 50 AH DG IR A I IE 1 i A 3 0%, IR IE B
RGFHAL RGBS, X ] BeRE R T — R BUR L - SIE RS, A BTN S S B
HEEI I RBI[12]. PR, RRGE 2% (VN) -5 I8 512 31 X 45 (SMIN) TE RS TR] 1 2 35 56 A T B AR EZEAEH

BT, BATAAIXFE—Fhh 275 A 20 0] RERI 2 R R R AR UL W BIRAS A C: Bl VN I
SMN JERAIFEAE NS S, SN LAS DAN T8 SO0 RIBUT Al DA ST 7 [, 33K 6 ) 28 48 A P 2 3 1k A2 B AT
RN AR gL o, ARG S R RIRAS, I AR E BT A

SeAk, FATER T X — 8l g 2 2 ZRAE PR FE S LR G sgm, BT RR0E 5 6 R4
(BAS/BIS). 24 BAS X325 sk B s, BE% SN N #F. VN-DAN. SMN-SN Zhfigi&Ese i BT, Mg
SRS o A BAS X AN [R5 28 2% 1) RO 11 22 57 1T e SO 17 AN Ti) )9 8 A, X — S URH
BRI BN ZIEBIAH AR R, FEIRD RO S AR 52

AW TR T AE T RO FE A AN [F) i R 2% 2 (8] 22 R BSR4, AR, VN 5 SMN 7E&
PERIBCT 78 B E A, [ DAN 5 SN 7EVUAN block [A] B I 235 BRI DhRe i detsi=X . Horr,
VN-DAN [ Ty 5 1 42 [7] L3S S [ B 1) 32 0 B et 7 5 AR 9%, SN B LA & SMIN-SN 1 1y e 4% 7] BAS
DL AN BRI 7 B35 IEAHOG . BAS 75 77 SN A, VN-SN, SMN-SN ) ZhfgiE #2810
PR LR R o SR, BRI 45 (DMN)- 04T 12 il I 25 (CEN) VR M S T — KN4, TEAHIF 5T
HHIRCA I R AN 45 52 BB SR, BRI AR SR AT 0 BEEAT IR 4% N T BRIERE A 7T, bR T
FEE NN KRINThREM & s S .

B
TEBEATA AR T T SR BB R
S5
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