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ABSTRACT

Altered functional brain networks have been a typical
manifestation that distinguishes major depressive disorder
(MDD) patients from healthy control (HC) subjects in func-
tional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) studies. Recently,
rich club and diverse club metrics have been proposed for
network or network neuroscience analyses. The rich club
defines a set of nodes that tend to be the hubs of specific
communities, and the diverse club defines the nodes that
span more communities and have edges diversely distributed
across different communities. Considering the heterogeneity
of rich clubs and diverse clubs, combining them and on the
basis to derive a novel indicator may reveal new evidence
of brain functional integration and separation, which might
provide new insights into MDD. This study for the first time
discussed the differences between MDD and HC using both
rich club and diverse club metrics and found the comple-
mentarity of them in analyzing brain networks. Besides, a
novel index, termed ”active index”, has been proposed in this
study. The active index defines a group of nodes that tend to
be diversely distributed across communities while avoiding
being a hub of a community. Experimental results demon-
strate the superiority of active index in analyzing MDD brain
mechanisms.

Index Terms— Major depressive disorder, Functional
magnetic resonance imaging, Brain network analysis, Com-
munities

1. INTRODUCTION

Major depressive disorder (MDD), accompanied by alter-
ations of brain structures and functions [1, 2], is now one of
the most prevalent mental illness worldwide [3, 4]. As a non-
invasive imaging technique, functional magnetic resonance
imaging (fMRI) has become a major tool to promote the
understanding of the principles and mechanisms underlying
complex brain function changes caused by MDD. Recently,
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some novel graph theory metrics have been proposed and
applied to the analyses of fMRI to reveal brain functional
abnormalities associated with MDD at the height of network
neuroscience [5, 6]. By applying graph metrics on whole-
brain, previous studies have demonstrated losses of small-
world characteristics, declines of nodal efficiencies [2, 7],
variational local centralities [8] and disrupted rich club prop-
erties [9] in MDD group. From small-world characteristics
to rich club metrics represents the increased understanding of
information integration and functional modularity regarding
the high-level structures of MDD brain.

Rich club refers to those nodes that have a disproportion-
ately high number of edges as well as many edges between
each other [10], which usually be defined as inner-community
hubs. Group-scale differences of rich club organizations (e.g.,
different ratios of hub nodes and non-hub nodes) usually sug-
gest the disrupted brain functions in information transmis-
sion caused by disorders or diseases [9, 11, 12]. However,
as demonstrated by [10], rich club nodes usually exist on the
periphery of the brain network, which fails to describe these
nodes that are more highly interconnected and their edges
are more critical for efficient global integration. A recent
study [10] proposed the diverse club to solve the above prob-
lem. Since rich club tends to be the hub of a specific commu-
nity and diverse club appears to be in the topological center
that bridges different network communities, we propose the
active index, which takes the advantage of both rich club and
diverse club, to represent those nodes tend to connect as many
communities as possible, but avoiding being a hub of a spe-
cific community. Leveraging the three kinds of powerful hub
metrics, this study aims to provide more critical evidence for
the functional integration and segregation in both region and
community scales of the MDD brain.

Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of subjects.
Variables MDD (n=71) HC (n=71) P-value

Age (years) 31.66±7.95 31.20±8.06 0.7298a

Gender (M/F) 28/43 29/42 0.809b
HAMD 24.69±4.77 None None
a Two-sample t-test. b Chi-square two-tailed test.
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2. METHOLOGY

2.1. Image acquisition and preprocessing

All fMRI data adopted in this study were downloaded from a
site of the REST-meta-MDD data 1, which contains 71 MDD
patients and 71 age-matched HC subjects. Demographic and
clinical characteristics of all subjects are summarized in Ta-
ble 1. These fMRIs were preprocessed followed by a stan-
dardized preprocessing protocol on Data Processing Assistant
for Resting-State fMRI (DPARSF), including: slice timing
correction, realign, covariates removed, spatial normalization,
and filter (0.01˜0.1Hz).

2.2. Construction of brain networks

For each subject, the nodes (brain regions) of the network
were demarcated to 160 functional regions according to the
Dosenbach atlas [13]. The edges were weighted by the
strength of the Pearson correlations (r values) between the
two nodes’ time series of activity. The r values between all
pairs of signals were computed to form a 160 × 160 matrix,
which was then Fisher z transformed. For each subject, we
constructed weighted symmetric functional connectivity (FC)
matrices over a wide range of network edge sparsities (5%-
20%) with a step of 1% [2]. We have tried each choice of
sparsity and finally the sparsity of 13% was mainly discussed
in this study given the consideration of community detection
and between-group analyses. The maximum spanning tree
for each graph was calculated, and these edges were not re-
moved in order to ensure that there are no isolated nodes in
the graph [10].

The diverse club refers to a set of nodes with high par-
ticipation coefficient (PC) [10], and these nodes have edges
diversely distributed across the whole network. Given a par-
ticular community assignment, the PC of of node i can be
defined as:

PCi = 1−
NM∑
s=1

(
Kis

Ki

)2

(1)

where Ki is the sum of i ’s edge weights, Kis is the sum of i
’s edge weights to community s, and NM is the total number
of communities. The community structure can be detected
by InfoMap algorithm [14], which is based on how informa-
tion randomly flows through the networks. Thus, the PC is a
measure of how evenly distributed a node’s edges are across
communities. A node’s PC is maximal if it has an equal sum
of edge weights to each community in the network, and it be-
comes to 0 if all of its edges belong to a single community [5].

The rich club refers to a set of nodes with high strength
and has a disproportionately high number of edges as well as
many edges between each other [10, 15]. These nodes are

1http://rfmri.org/RfMRIMapsDataSharingStructure

thought to be critical for global communication because of
the high betweenness centrality of rich club members.

To be specific, clubs are defined on rank-ordering the
nodes based on the PC or the strength and taking the nodes
with a PC or strength above a particular rank. Club nodes are
selected on the basis of the group-averaged network, which is
constructed by thresholding the network at a particular cost,
and in this study is cost = 0.13. Then, the brain network
connections can be divided into 3 classes: club connections,
feeder connections, and local connections [15]. Club connec-
tions link hub nodes; feeder connections link hub nodes and
non-hub nodes; and local connections link non-hub nodes.
Detailed comparisons of the three kinds of nodes can be
found in our supplementary materials.

Together, our proposed active index can be given as fol-
lows:

α(i) =
PCi

Strengthi
(2)

where α(i) denotes the active index of a specific brain region
i, which can be easily calculated by the ratio of participation
coefficient PCi divided by node strength Strengthi.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Disrupted diverse club and rich club organizations in
MDD group

The detected brain community structure using the InfoMap
algorithm is presented in Fig. 1(a). Both the strength and PC
of each node in each brain network are presented in Fig. 1(b)
and Fig. 1(c). We refer to the high (90th percentile and above)
degree and PC nodes as rich club and diverse club respec-
tively [10]. The whole-brain distributions of rich club nodes
and diverse club nodes are visualized in Fig. 1(e)-(h). It can
be concluded that rich club forms clusters on the periphery,
which tends to be the hubs of specific communities; diverse
club clusters in the center of the layout and have edges di-
versely distributed across different communities, which plays
a more important role in brain functional integration.

We have compared the PCs between MDD and HC groups
in 160 brain regions using t-test. Fig. 2(a) shows the brain re-
gions that have significant difference (p < 0.05) in PC, where
the X coordinate represents these regions’ number defined
in [13]. There are totally 31 brain regions show significant
difference between MDD and HC groups, and eight brain re-
gions (denoted by *) survive the FDR correction at threshold
of p = 0.05. Results of Fig. 2(a) suggest that PCs of MDD
brain regions are significantly lower than that of HC brain
regions in all between-group comparisons, which indicates
the diverse club is disrupted in the MDD group. Fig. 2(c)-
(d) show the percentage of community membership by both
diverse club and rich club in six networks: visual network



(a) Community assignment of each node (c) Participation coefficient of each node(b) Strength of each node (d) Activate Index of each node

(e) Rich club hubs (Sagittal) (f) Rich club hubs(Axial) (g) Diverse club hubs (Sagittal) (h) Diverse club hubs (Axial)

Fig. 1. (a) The community assignment of each node in the human brain network using the InfoMap algorithm (different colors
represent different communities). (b) The strength of each node; (c) The PC of each node; (d) The active index of each node.
Nodes in red represent the maximum value for the given metric (strength, PC, or active index), yellow is medium, and blue is
the minimum. Edges are colored by the mix between the two nodes each edge connects. (e) and (f) are the visualization results
of rich club nodes in the brain. (g) and (h) are the visualization results of diverse club nodes in the brain.

(VN), sensory-motor network (SMN), dorsal attention net-
work (DAN), ventral attention network (VAN), frontoparietal
network (FPN), and default mode network (DMN). In the per-
centage of community memberships by the diverse club, the
VAN (p = 0.003) and DMN (p = 0.032) display significant
differences between the MDD group and HC group, which
partly supports the findings of [16] that directly using func-
tional connectivity. Also, these results reveal that diverse club
might work in a more sensitive manner than rich club in sub-
network analyses of MDD patients.

Fig. 2(e)-(f) show the significant difference of MDD
group vs. HC group in the sum of diverse club PC (p =
4.20×10−4) and in the sum of rich club connectivity strength
(p = 0.038). These results indicate that the diverse club and
rich club are both significantly disrupted in the MDD group,
and the degree of disruption in the diverse club is more sig-
nificant and sensitive. We also compare the differences in the
club connections, feeder connections and local connections
of both diverse club and rich club between MDD group and
HC group, and details can be found in the supplementary
materials.

3.2. Distinguishing MDD patients from HC subjects by
active index

Based on Dosenbach atlas, 40 brain regions are demonstrated
have significant differences (p < 0.05) in the active index
between MDD and HC groups (Fig. 2(b)), and there are to-
tally 21 brain regions survive the threshold of p = 0.05 af-
ter FDR correction. It is easy to find that seven of the eight
brain regions that survive the FDR correction in PC overlap

with significant regions found by active index. However, ac-
tive index can detect 13 more brain regions with significant
between-group differences than PC. The sum of diverse club
nodes’ active index is illustrated in Fig. 2(g), which demon-
strates the between-group difference based on active index is
more significant (p = 2.16 × 10−4) than PC (p = 4.20 ×
10−4). In conclusion, all evidence demonstrates that active
index can distinguish MDD patients from HC subjects more
effectively. We also display the between-group analysis re-
sults using other graph theory metrics, which can be found in
our supplementary materials.

3.3. Brain regions with significantly decreased active in-
dexes in MDD group

As illustrated in Fig. 3, there are totally 40 brain regions (each
ball represents one brain region) that have significantly de-
creased active index in MDD group. Most of them are lo-
cated in 4 functional sub-networks include: SMN (8 regions),
DAN (6 regions), VAN (10 regions) and FPN (9 regions) ac-
cording to the Dosenbach atlas. The size of each ball (brain
region) represents the degree of difference in active index be-
tween MDD group and HC group. Results show that SMN
and VAN not only contain a larger number of brain regions,
but these brain regions display very significant reductions in
active index. These results confirm previous findings that ab-
normal FCs exist within and between regions in SMN and
VAN of MDD group [17, 18, 19]. A recent study adopted in-
dependent component analysis (ICA) and Granger causality
analysis (GCA) also revealed that MDD group had signifi-
cantly decreased intra-FCs within VAN [20], which can be



1 2 7 13 15 18 25 26 27 29 30 31 38 42 43 44 48 52 53 56 57 58 65 66 76 106 109 113 119 120 130

Brain region

Pa
rti

ci
pa

tio
n 

co
ef

fic
ie

nt

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

* * ** * * * * *

Group
MDD
HC

VN SMN DAN VAN FPN DMN
0.000

0.050

0.100

0.150

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f c
om

m
un

ity
m

em
be

rs
hi

p 
by

 d
iv

er
se

 c
lu

b

0.025

0.075

0.125

0.175

VN SMN DAN VAN FPN DMN
0.000

0.050

0.100

0.150

0.025

0.075

0.125

0.175

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 o

f c
om

m
un

ity
m

em
be

rs
hi

p 
by

 ri
ch

 c
lu

b
Group

MDD
HC

Group
MDD
HC 12

Su
m

 o
f d

iv
er

se
 c

lu
b 

no
de

s’
pa

rti
ci

pa
tio

n 
co

ef
fic

ie
nt 10

8

6

4

2

0

0.12

Su
m

 o
f r

ic
h 

cl
ub

 c
on

ne
ct

iv
ity

 s
tre

ng
th

0.10

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.00
MDD HC MDD HC

***
** *

(b)

(c) (d) (e) (f)

0.200 0.12

Su
m

 o
f d

iv
er

se
 c

lu
b 

no
de

s’
 a

ct
iv
e 

in
de

x

0.10

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0.00
MDD HC

***

(g)

*** ** * * * *** *** *** ** * * *** * * * *** *** * ** * *

1

Ac
tiv
e 

in
de

x

0

Group
MDD
HC

5 7 8 15 18 20 25 26 27 29 30 31 33 36 38 39 40 42 43 44 46 48 49 52 56 57 58 59 60 65 73 101 106 109 113 115 13076 138

20

40

60

80

100

120
Brain region

(a)

*

Fig. 2. (a)-(b) Brain regions that have significant difference (p < 0.05) on PC and active index between MDD and HC groups,
where the ∗, ∗∗ and ∗∗∗ indicate this region survives the FDR correction under p = 0.05, t − test, and represent p < 0.05,
p < 0.01 and p < 0.001 respectively. (c)-(d) The percentage of each human cognitive system that is comprised of nodes
from each club in MDD and HC group, where ∗ and ∗∗ represent p < 0.05 and p < 0.01 in t-test, respectively. For ease
of comparison, a canonical division of nodes into cognitive systems is used [16] (VN: visual network, SMN: sensory-motor
network, DAN: dorsal attention network, VAN: ventral attention network, FPN: frontoparietal network, DMN: default mode
network). (e) The distributions of the sum of the diverse club nodes’ PCs in MDD and HC groups (p = 4.20× 10−4). (f) The
distributions of the sum of the rich club connectivity strength in MDD and HC groups (p = 0.038). (g) The distributions of the
sum of the diverse club nodes’ active indexes in MDD and HC groups (p = 2.16× 10−4).

VN: Visual Network

SMN: Sensory-Motor Network

DAN: Dorsal Attention Network

VAN: Ventral Attention Network

FPN: Frontoparietal Network

DMN: Default Mode Network

uncertain

(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 3. Brain regions that show significantly decreased ac-
tive indexes in the MDD group. Regions with the same color
represent they belong to the same functional sub-network ac-
cording to the Dosenbach atlas [13]. Regions with larger sizes
represent the altered active indexes in these regions are more
significant.

reasonably explained by our active index.

4. DISCUSSION & CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose the active index as an effective graph
theory metric for brain functional analyses of MDD patients.
We demonstrate the active index is more sensitive than both
PC of diverse club and strength of rich club, which actually
makes full use of the complementarity of diverse club and
rich club in community-scale distributions. The disrupted ac-
tive indexes across all brain regions may be a key manifesta-
tion that promotes the understanding of why brain networks
of MDD patients can not work as economically as HC sub-
jects. The combination of active index, diverse club, and rich
club may be a future research direction to facilitate the func-
tional analysis of other brain disorders or diseases.
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