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Decision Making under Uncertain Probability

Information

Ming-Hung Weng*
Department of Economics, National Cheng Kung University
I-Jeng Hsu

Department of Economics, National Cheng Kung University

The present research examines how uncertainty in probability information may shape
decision making under risk with an fMRI experiment. In a probability evaluation task
where the probability differences between binary choices is insignificant, we find
participants predominantly avert the option with ambiguous probability information
and violate the axiom of reduction of compound lotteries (ROCL). Although the two
effects are not related, the exhibited tendency of ambiguity aversion is closely linked
to the participant’s preference towards the constant reward when choosing between
that and a lottery. In addition to identifying the distinct neural networks underlying
ambiguity aversion and violation of ROCL, the brain imaging analyses from both the
probability evaluation and lottery choice task find decreased brain activity in the
superior parietal lobule for participants with a stronger tendency for ambiguity

aversion and suggest a possible common source for the similar aversive behavior.
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probability
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41 TR B a A

AT R L BEELREL S A E LT ¢ w2 GE MR750 3T

scanner (GE Medical Systems, Waukesha, WI) » %2 'fﬁiﬁﬁ\ A AR PR 5 40 ]

-

(eight-channel brain array coil ) % 384 ok 42 AL {7 f25 BiEsk 2 T
It SRR o BB E-E B P R @ (fast spoiled gradient echo,
FSPGR) = ;X LP~18 3 fi#47 & 2 f23|# 1} (T1l-weighted image) > £ 3 166 3%

(TR =7.7ms, TE = 3.3 ms, flip angle = 12°, 224 x 224 matrices, slice thickness =
Imm) > 2 s EE T G s BB E > o B i (interleaved T2*-
weighted echo-planar (EPI) sequence, TR = 2000 ms, TE = 33 ms, 64 x 64 matrices,

slice thickness = 3 mm, no gap, flip angle = 76°, 40 axial slices covering the entire

brain) o

4.1.1 % &2 (preprocessing )

MY R A 17 3048 BrainVoyager QX 2.6 (BVQX, Brain Innovation,
Maastricht, the Netherlands):& {7 ¥ B  F A d® » FTA A 472 TP A& *

NeuroEIf (www.neuroelf.net) - & %842 L & 7 gg # &k (three-dimensional rigid-

body motion correction) - £ #-34 i (8 gt A4 4w £ (Alignment) - &%
B R K 2 B i 2 k5 ¢ = (Coregistration) - &4 £ 4

BrE P RN A R o TR 2 R ( Normalization » 3 x 3 x 3 mm)
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»* Talairach -T' & (Talairach and Tournoux, 1988){s 14 = if %8 & 47 ©

412 BHFRAH 2

BT - desm o] (General Linear Model, GLM ) » A% 8 2c %
(Random Effect) % =& » &3 2 S#cH > %63 e § Jk R 5 (BOLD signal)
2R BRESER L AR BITET 2R E A FERSR R
FHRAITFEAE- Hms ERFFEE 227 B (L'%e- 2 GLM #3

A MEREA T RAK A S AT RAR S Mk o RS L Y R F A
5 (Parametric Modulation Analysis) > »1 487 s ¥ JE R A T iFE 2T L F §4F
FHRRF 2 LR B ARELN o dofbF YL kT F 5 AR
Rt WL R LR E M RARA AR T A GEIRE o g
G FEE AR EE TR Rack T g R AT Al AR o

gAY E w5 kA2 L A% 1 (hemodynamic response function, HRF) » #-%

i 227 ¥ 4 (convolution) o 4 47 "‘f % f Hk L L E 2 4p iR (contrast)
ML FRR AR FERETEETFEFLE > I BRAPM A 47 H R S8
F2 e A A e AR R TRTLF LR M Rl A2

PTERZKEFLLNE TR ARE R FEED =.0052 GRS E
T RRA G E 2 TR SRS R A S T A2 hR B, R
ife i@ * NeuroEIf p 2= 2_ alphasim #z;% i 7 % £+ fider (Multiple Comparison
Correction ) » # % & # 12 10000 =% 53 + %= ;N HE 5 0 g FH L 005
2T s 5t 2 Bb ApARGE 1 voxel 3P & P (k-threshold ) -

42 FHFTHLAITEF - F ¥t E
THEA R EREFTBIER > R BERRB T T
PRCCER L HR > VA SRR GABR 2 B

SERELV M AP AR GLML (L4 ) P R B K N gz KRR
AL BIRE ALBFBIRE AT FITEEE P AHE Y LRSI R
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0L TR ATHT S AR L M A 2T R R ik
Al H R o iERY B F AR EEME - & GLM2 (s )
P N T K N T2 %iw&@%%qgﬁkdﬁpm”*& o i

B8 MR 0 32 PR T 22 %A R A AP SRR SRR

|

¥ 2 BLBABEF M pF > H L 15 fp) + 7B 3 (Superior Parietal Lobule, SPL; X=24, Y=-
67, Z=52, k=46) (Bl- T ) e BHEHT L TEEC R PIAPHERKS BT %

(RS A S AR R L L R N R A A R T

-

Brtrd- (B3 2HEERY > RGPV F2$HF  HA - RITTE
PIABHHIRA Eiv 5 pboh > FREMISFRAF > HETE g f 5 p glefg
EE2%% IV ERLFBFEAR IHREBEFIEAR{LEFSL -

FF 2 J‘Jcﬂa WHERLTEE ARSI Yot P RFE R &£ 4 (Andres et
al., 2011, Arsalidou and Taylor, 2011, Harvey et al., 2013) » @ {4 | } B #£ 2 & i+ »
PlaF s 8 @ g Faai g4 ~ Bl L 4p i (Dehaene et al.,
2003, Berteletti, Man and Booth, 2015) o o ™% & 2| ériz ¥ ¢ Kv"’i g i’i}"b
Blie T3 LOBFPFEEA R AXPFRER I TEZF A S

Fatal o TRFPRDB AT AR TR AL 4 T

S GRS R A REE Y R AR NI E ST T S R AL
,ﬁiéﬁ%%%’@ﬁ%%ﬁ%iiﬁﬁé@7'%vf’ﬁ%a?%ﬁﬁﬂ%
FAM o

Fohom2e 2 SO X AERTWBFLIE] o 5 AP HRPB T LIE~ FFAE
FARWEB T L FREL S HARBEELR G M RS PRAE IR o N
Pil— B ST e T S AR~ A HE I RE S S S AR
2 BT > T F] AR B Al B 5 -0.760 27-0.643 0 4 coF 4 3 Al K L gE) BE
JTHERCEABEST L P RPTFLAIEAFG L paud g o
Lo BERHERGEFEANEE 0 APH SR PR T A 2
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LB FAMBE S ERE - B FRT B HELTR AT
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BOTE L RR E T 0 T BT ST

F-2g o L ATERN FEF AP EEREPBIEIRT AR
BERBEEFIPILAE AP TAGTHRFALAR S R I FBFLIER)FE A
MEERT2ZAMPEFRFITRT I AL - BB IIR- N EERHF
ZPER FE R AR B2 IR 0 GLM2 B4 F 2 ¥ 5 2 L K I B2 5%

N

S

ERAGAHLEBHE R RS R PR R s L5 L) (003)2 4
(0.08)" B#EE > WEPVWHE AT FBFIETRT2HINELCLE BN
Mg F AR 242 T ol Y v AT RN
(‘aFe ) Ao HEEWIERFPHR HHETRPF{ S E A g5
ZEECLPE O RN T WA @58 2 S I 3 E (ventromedial prefrontal
cortex: X=-21, Y=20, Z=-14, Cluster size : 105)¥= 4p #8 ¥ 3* 2_ &= ¥ B F s 5 £ §E
| PR i o

\\\?{r

BN LA (L) R EEGY cr‘::f?&sgg@ﬁ_a HAF LW T RpERE R
BpEEL R BF LR P BRI E SR RS 2 SR AR BRI (T )

PATES: ' HPEBIFIR 220 F2 T EaEpe v 8% 2B 5
Z-FRHFEIRFEC  AEPR RPRESIERSF a B F L) B
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FEREERRBF R -

R AW EAR . FeE R G HPE PSSRt
E LA LB BN Y 5 e R kY 4 (7 % i (Central
Executive Network) srp 475 i > St pF Il e e b < "6 { % TR~ 3045 B4 T S

\\\?{Ir

3033 22 {7 ¥ (Sridharan, Levitin and Menon, 2008, Chen et al., 2013) ° 4p &>t
B AR e 2 52 KB A2 A FE LR L BB L AERER LR
PR PFEF L E IO ARV ST AR AT BT RN BT £
PENLTERAZ FHRF A FFR AL o TAERAL L AL
ﬁiﬁkuﬁiﬁif““”m&*iﬁﬁﬁdﬁ’&**ﬁ#h%rﬂ%&f*mgé
fr o G fr Kk Rk b ow g ) R]E IR E T i i (salience network) (4p $tE T
d AR ME R AL S AR AR M R B 0 R F PO ARR ciE AR Y
FREIBAGEEFABEDLTE > A REE > AF LI TRIAE IR G-
HARAR & RJEIE T3 E o g 7 e B Ap $17% 1 (Hytonen et al, 2014) »
RS A AL S
2 g F] e
T-h o FRF LR RTINS B R R HEC 6
WEWS s A AP R EEpATFE LR R EBST

*mlt

o ¥HAF & X IRT o AP R AR L BE R

Bedm o d STt H R Bk TRIEE B A1 4p $1F 1 (Paulus and Frank, 2003)
2 FRJZE I AR E IE o E 58 (e (Paulus and Frank, 2003, Hare et al., 2008,

Chib et al., 2009, McNamee, Rangel and O'Doherty, 2013) » § & &K pF2 7 < F
B# (Lebreton et al., 2015) ; # A& B+ hE &2 0 @A PIRA P BRET i F
PRE R TRI LS 2 ARSI RIS N o g AP A GLM2
T ¥ ChRRIRE N Bl gp E (X=9, Y=20, Z=-8, peak T : 4.331, Cluster size : 63)7*

%ﬁﬁimf‘%$£ﬁ+mzﬁ%@—w%%w%&',a@wﬁ&ﬁ%@

HEIRT o WP F LR m LRIFRBARELR > SFHIBFLE
AR PPER o Ra > PHRABILE],  ~ AHEPRPTE s HH P IR
FEEE T AR BTRE R R LE G IR e L TR RE
AR S AR AP  URESTFRTRLZ AR

T B AL Fie- H 2 GLM3 (s ) 7 R H & A7 0 1
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FEz bl A TP OB ARE e S AN A ARG F R
WEANPUEFWFIETTERF L S HG  AREEES ARG ERAS L 2E
P ERFEFATHFPREALT TR LR EEDT ERFLTH R
FEEER S FERH é’ﬁﬁﬁiﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%(mMD’jAﬁﬁﬁﬁ
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2 BLRABE e 0 AREERTARKBEF En g REF O SR EE
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FRA R REERE Y RSP LERI P H L RAREAF A

MOFE T ER%T  NERARSEAR - REBRALFPRELE S

B WEHEEE D RERAEL FRE R LR TE  RBERE
L AR o

B2 PR R ARG A B S KW O AR B FIsE I > TR g TR 2
EFeRrpr i iR REIEFFAIRPEFL R > RHE g sy
LR AR RG 2 SEFRARBIEF QL WG E T LApER G s 7
L RIRPEL T2 E T o b SR G R hE R S F AR s 0
L B A B 17 b & i K PF T 4p 4% 1 (Tobler et al., 2007, Mohr et al., 2010) » @
o b TR A PR G~ Rt P B R et A PR A S MY 0
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RESEFRI DS P EE TR > g S A TR AT 2
FLR o FHL EFLLDE S PRI AL A R RAE S22
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Bk AR e 02l fARM D TERT > M PFEREERTRY > HFERA
e
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T BT PAEEE b "GAEET52F 3
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Tversky (1995)+ gt fvg R pleh- AR R > @ BN A 17 > AL KN
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SEHFNPFHEEFLFR TEPF E2Z LB EHEARF P LS
(Postcentral Gyrus ) ~ g # w ~ TR ~ gg t v (Superior Temporal Gyrus, STG)
Bl GARRTHE BB FRET (8 ) FRa L BRER > TR
FREHE T f S i AE Y 2 B F B S 5V (van der Ven et al., 2016) 2 ¥7 55 §

e

%3 0% # i % (Chang, Lee and Metcalfe, 2018) 14 # & 4p ¥ $Ag e 2 4% 5 &2
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e

BEFR > U3 B PR FTIRP R AL R HER T 0 X
WESLL o Aa o FARGRE]
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- l?i’—‘ﬁiﬁﬁ“?"i awe F o f i e df &
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CHEFET W I A e R T & @
BTG GEL (b ) BL M AR B2 i v A LR [ A s

TodAFEBFERNFTAERIFBL I NN F AT AR LDFLE &
¢ (Binder et al., 2004, Ozker, Yoshor and Beauchamp, 2018) - & pl4f & 5 & i £
FEGHEIF FEFF A RZEEREZPIAFETALEFIF R

» Flm A 4

B cApb g 2 g w(X=48,Y=-1,Z=D) e # 5P Y ELFE-PF o AT ST T R H
WETEL () e B4R P AR BT

Bofs o 3Ny BB RSP B Y AG A SRS E S PR AR AR
brARE 2 B BERE S
B BpE2 A 47 (GLML) » 2% i 3 4 #
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and Rangel, 2009, Hayashi et al., 2013) » & p& 31 Hoks 4% i8F &\ i 47 ) i-%,ﬂ P P AL
LS A AP FIREFF F AT L ELET
WAL G AREF RS P Al R B ER R ik 2R
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G- SBERTEL B SRR (40 R HBRAUEM S 100 2 #

%oom T Rp s f.ﬁrﬁ”‘fﬁﬁ?é 00z #3% - )
NT 100
Simple Compound
p m ev pl p2 m ev
0.310 | 400 124 0.3263 0.95 400 124
0.190 | 400 76 0.4359 0.4359 400 76
0.133 | 400 53.2 0.14 0.95 400 53.2
0.310 600 186 0.5568 0.5568 600 186
0.190 600 114 0.20 0.95 600 114
0.133 600 79.8 0.3647 0.3647 600 79.8
0.310 900 279 0.3263 0.95 900 279
0.190 900 171 0.4359 0.4359 900 171
0.133 900 119.7 0.14 0.95 900 119.7
0.310 | 400 124 0.5568 0.5568 400 124
0.310 | 400 124 0.3263 0.95 400 124
0.190 600 114 0.4359 0.4359 600 114
0.190 600 114 0.2 0.95 600 114
0.133 900 119.7 0.3647 0.3647 900 119.7
0.133 900 119.7 0.14 0.95 900 119.7

Mean  127.8733 Mean 127.8733
SE 5.31E+01 SE 5.31E+01

NT 300
Simple Compound
p m ev pl p2 m ev
0.910 | 400 364 0.9540 0.9539 400 364
0.590 | 400 236 0.6211 0.95 400 236
0.390 | 400 156 0.6245 0.6245 400 156
0.910 600 546 0.9579 0.95 600 546
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¥
p*

0.590 600 354 0.7681 0.7681 600 354
0.390 600 234 0.4105 0.95 600 234
0.910 900 819 0.9539 0.9539 900 819
0.590 900 531 0.6211 0.95 900 531
0.390 900 351 0.6245 0.6245 900 351
0.910 400 364 0.9579 0.95 400 364
0.910 400 364 0.9539 0.9539 400 364
0.590 600 354 0.6211 0.95 600 354
0.590 600 354 0.7681 0.7681 600 354
0.390 900 351 0.4105 0.95 900 351
0.390 900 351 0.6245 0.6245 900 351
Mean  381.9333 Mean 381.9333
SE 155.9691 SE 155.9691
WP AN AARPHNF IR - FER 2 FIHERS LB R B2
SHEBS 2B om ZEP ey :;—?iﬁufg cpl/p2 RIGAF &S T 2 BRI
3 poev O RMEF 2 FHK2ZY Y B F AR A PR L FHRGE% 0 S8
e Y I guu e SRS S PNY S CI
RS R R A T2 B A RCAIR T
stage GLM1 GLM2 GLM3
evpb_cmp evpb_cmp evpb_cmp
Evaluation evpb_sim evpb_sim evpb_cmp>_<dotpb
evpb_sim
evpb_simxdotpb
dcspb_num dcspb_cmp03 dcspb_cmp
Prob dcspb_dot_ O despb_cmp08 | dcspb_cmpxnumpb
task despb_dot_X dcspb_sim03 dcspb_cmpx (nump
Decision bfdotpb)
dcspb_sim08 dcspb_sim
dcspb_simxnumpb
despb_simx(numpb
/dotpb)
Evaluation evltr_cr_np evltr_cr_np evltr_cmp
evltr_sim evltr_sim evltr_sim
. desltr_cmp_skE
dcsltr_certain v diff desltr_cmp
dcsltr_?;t_lotte dcslt\r/_ c(j:inf’lfp_IE desltr_cmpxcertain
L?;;elz(ry desltr_dot desltr_sim_s | dcsltr_cmpx(certai
Decision _certain Vdiff n/ltrEV)
desltr_sim_IE desltr sim
Vdiff =
desltr_simxcertain
desltr_simx(certain
[/ItrEV)
missing/oth
er time
interval other other other
excluded
from
analysis
fixation null null null
GLM1:

evpb_cmp: # ,le Y2 TR PR A L

evpb_sim: s 3 x|
dcspb_num

TZ_ —T—[—ft_F)\ &?Eﬁﬁ&:
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despb_dot_O: 4 & 2 %72 i K pk B _BBS FRF - 2 EHLH

dcspb_dot_ X: s & 2452 ~Lair’br_,“:—!¢«§]ﬁﬁff§?‘<$ i E R

evltr_cmp: #:5:E 2 3R kb A7 &8 5

evitr sim: #5582 o b B HE B X

desltr_certain: #5542 A K pr g _F 4RI 2 B R F
desltr_dot_lottery: #:5:5# 2 A Kb _BRMEL S P Y G - 7 EH LS
desltr_dot_certain: #:5E# 2 A K pr b BLE S5 Y ERF 0 © 8 F g
other: $gr% X iFg & 8 & 7 g #4BFF £

null: z%2% & re P4 < (Inter-Trial Interval, 1T1)

GLM2:(15] 41 % Ip 3 b i §073)] 2. % #K)

dcspb_cmpO3: 4 = 2472 - K pe b _4g & 5 0 ﬁwg;ﬁw (0.03)
dcspb_cmp08: 4 = 2472 - K pF B _4F £ # 5 ¥ 48 % 1 e < (0.08)
dcspb_sim03: ﬁu T2 La\rbﬁx _fE g 5 4 ) (0.03)
dcspb_SimO8: 4 = 2|72 - F Pk H ¥ 2 5 £ e+ (0.08)
desltr_cmp_ sEleff ;-azl%"ﬁf ARER AT EWRF Y ELE)
desltr_cmp_ IEViff: %545 2 Lm’hﬁx A EWF Y E LR
desltr_sim_SEVIff: #5542 A Krss fHE B2 3 & L8]
desltr sim IEVIff: 2552 A Sk B E @3 oy @ L5

GLM3:

evpb_cmpxdotpb: %%“‘ *J St et L

evpb_simxdotpb: # & x| %2 =i bi» CHH S xER R

dcspb_cmpxnumpb: %}& H| 72 A bﬁh E R EPS 5 5
dCSpb_Cme(numpb/dOtpb) #&:f 2|82 R PF B A S X (M s /W )
dcspb_simxnumpb: # = x| ai FEC M H S xR S

decspb_ S|m><(numpb/dotpb) 2|2 R PR E S X (F S e S)
desltr_cmpxcertain: %5 # 2 A R kB _4f & 8 5 X F 235

desltr cmpx(certain/ltrEV) ;aglsz 2 J—fj\ R A X (B RAPILEH Y E)
desltr_simxcertain: 5 # 2 ;- K rs g _f] B 48 5 X A 24p p
desltr_simx(certain/ItrEV): #:% % .ﬁg. KPR MEBIX (Aafp/es) e

Mgz AT AR BRI RF P EHRRB I ERRT B
£

FER2Z AR LR HHRARE T EEFAAM L Nw

TAL coordinates Cluster size

Region X Y z (voxels) Peak R

LH Parietal Lobe -33 -70 40 209 0.7505

RH Parietal Lobe -24 -52 1 238 0.7431

RIL H Medial 6 | 23 | 40 126 0.740
Frontal Gyrus

RH Insula 30 20 7 40 0.717

LH Precentral Gyrus | -30 5 28 80 0.671
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HP 1 Region % 5 1 B2 kAR wE AP B " % 0 TAL coordinates % 3% % ¥ 4P M A2 < B 22L& 4% - Cluster size
FUHBRTHRETEFLME L) o PeakRP|Z G wHE VBT A a‘;ﬁ%#ﬂ B BB 2L AR 2 AP RE Tl o

BT SRR R R B LA S WF T RFER I L

r oL g =
e it 2 PR

TAL coordinates Cluster size

Region X Y Z (voxels) Peak T

LH Inferior Parietal 57 .37 40 317 6.047
Lobule

RH Inferior Parietal 42 55 40 294 5933
Lobule

LH Precentral Gyrus -27 11 31 110 5.193

RH Middle Frontal 33 20 31 64 5.006
Gyrus

LH Middle Frontal a2 32 28 151 4.938
Gyrus

RH Inferior Frontal 48 32 1 73 4868
Gyrus

LH Cingulate Cortex -24 -43 31 103 4.855

RH Middle Temporal 33 55 7 a1 4672
Gyrus

LH Cuneus -21 -76 1 61 4.455

RH Precentral Gyrus 33 -1 31 110 4.275

RH Superior 39 | 28 1 26 4.031

Temporal Gyrus
RH Cuneus 9 88 16 54 3.853

WP Peak TR 5% Hd 5 B it B2 ti

=k

ot
=
T
=
=
=
&

\

ET C RBER AR E Y FEPY ERFE ERYREER AR

EH2Z LR LB EF AP G TN %
TAL coordinates Cluster size

Region X Y z (voxels) Peak R

LH Orbitofrontal -39 a4 5 46 0.754
cortex

LH Medial Frontal 0 23 46 31 0.698
Gyrus

LH Supramarginal 42 | -49 | 37 111 0.692
Gyrus,

RH Inferior Parietal 36 61 45 62 0676
Lobule

LH Culmen 0 -43 -2 25 0.660

RH Cingulate Gyrus 18 -16 46 20 0.598
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BEEARRE > FEBFTRPEBIT L
Y B LR pF o
TAL coordinates Cluster size
Region X Y Z (voxels) Peak T
RH Postcentral Gyrus 57 -10 13 225 6.055
LH Middle Frontal 42 32 o5 35 4.968
Gyrus
RH Inferior Parietal 36 .37 43 72 4.845
Lobule
LH Supramarginal 57 .34 37 36 4.772
Gyrus
LH Precuneus -24 -64 31 29 4.683
LH Precentral Gyrus -54 -1 34 36 4.624
RH Middle Frontal 36 50 16 49 4557
Gyrus
LH Inferior Parietal .33 46 43 52 4514
Lobule
LH Superior Temporal 54 4 4 44 4.351
Gyrus
LH Cuneus -9 -82 -2 28 4.141
LH Inferior Frontal 51 14 19 21 4.043
Gyrus
(Z) ERFHF E LI | pFo
TAL coordinates Cluster size
Region X Y z (voxels) Peak T
LH Inferior Frontal 51 8 19 a1 4.402
Gyrus
LH Superior 39 | 37| 7 72 -6.043
Temporal Gyrus
RH Insula 42 -7 -2 231 -5.724
LH Superior | 53 | .31 | 13 59 5.662
Temporal Gyrus
LH Cingulate 6 | -46 | 49 51 -5.601
Gyrus
LH Superior 57| 7 | 4 175 -5.399
Temporal Gyrus
RH Cingulate 15 | 22 | 40 55 -5.387
Gyrus
LH Cingulate | ;5 | 55 | 37 36 -4.826
Gyrus
RH Claustrum 33 -1 -11 22 -4.572
RH Precuneus 18 -49 49 93 -4.455
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RH Caudate 33 -31 -5 22 -4.407

LH Precentral

-36 | -16 61 37 -3.916
Gyrus

LH Cingulate 3 1 34 23 -3.8488
Gyrus

e RS ER AR B ERFF ERFS L ER F R

EH2 AP B LB LTHEIAFEERATH R BER G TN LN
TAL coordinates Cluster size
Region X Y 4 (voxels) Peak R
LHPrecentral 1 45 | 1 | 49 76 -0.763
Gyrus
LH Inferior 54 | 20 | 22 104 -0.752
Frontal Gyrus
LH Middle 57 | 52 | -8 34 -0.743
Temporal Gyrus
RH Inferior
Frontal Gyrus 45 17 25 28 -0.718
LH Precuneus -9 -61 37 28 -0.713
LHCingulate | 3 | 5 | 2 27 -0.661
Gyrus
LH Claustrum -30 8 1 28 -0.630
LH Inferior
Frontal Gyrus -48 35 10 21 -0.611
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