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Abstract 

Cognitive impairment is common in multiple sclerosis (MS) and resting state functional MRI (rs-

fMRI) functional connectivity (FC) is increasingly used to study its pathophysiology. However, 

results remain difficult to interpret, showing both high and low FC associated with cognitive 

impairment. We conducted a systematic review of rs-fMRI studies in MS to understand whether 

the direction of FC change relates to cognitive dysfunction, and how this may be influenced by 

the choice of methodology. Embase, Medline and PsycINFO were searched for studies assessing 

cognitive function and rs-fMRI FC in adults with MS. Fifty-seven studies were included in a 

narrative synthesis. Of these, 50 found an association between cognitive impairment and FC 

abnormalities. Worse cognition was linked to high FC in 18 studies, and to low FC in 17 studies. 

Nine studies found patterns of both high and low FC related to poor cognitive performance, in 

different regions or for different MR metrics. There was no clear link to increased FC during 

early stages of MS and reduced FC in later stages, as predicted by common models of MS 

pathology. Throughout, we found substantial heterogeneity in study methodology, and carefully 

consider how this may impact on the observed findings. These results indicate an urgent need for 

greater standardisation in the field – in the choice of MRI analysis and the definition of cognitive 

impairment. Through this we will be closer to using rs-fMRI FC as a biomarker in clinical 

studies, and as a tool to understand mechanisms underpinning cognitive symptoms in MS. 
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Key points 

• Cognitive impairment in multiple sclerosis (MS) is increasingly being researched with 

advanced magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) measures, including resting state functional 

MRI (rs-fMRI) 

• The rs-fMRI functional connectivity (FC) metric is associated with cognitive impairment, 

and has the potential to be a biomarker of cognitive decline. 

• A main challenge to developing a FC biomarker is the lack of consistency in the direction 

of FC changes associated with cognitive impairment, with cognitive deficits associated 

with both lower and higher FC. 

• FC changes don’t appear to be linked to clinical and methodological factors such as 

disease phenotype, disease duration and brain region or network studied.  

• Overall, there is substantial heterogeneity in study methodology, suggesting an acute 

need to standardise the study of cognitive impairment in MS and its investigation by rs-

fMRI methods.  
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Abbreviations 

 

BICAMS - Brief International Cognitive Assessment for Multiple Sclerosis 

BMS – Benign Multiple Sclerosis  

BOLD - Blood-Oxygenation-Level-Dependent 

CI – Cognitively Impaired 

CIS – Clinically Isolated Syndrome  

CP – Cognitively Preserved 

DMN – Default Mode Network  

EDSS - Expanded Disability Status Scale 

FC – Functional Connectivity 

ICA – Independent Component Analysis 

MACFIMS - Minimal Assessment of Cognitive Function in Multiple Sclerosis 

MRI – Magnetic Resonance Imaging 

MS – Multiple Sclerosis 

PASAT - Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test 

PPMS – Primary Progressive Multiple Sclerosis 

PRISMA - Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analysis 

PROSPERO - International Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews 

ROI – Region Of Interest 

RRMS – Relapsing-Remitting Multiple Sclerosis 

Rs-fMRI Resting State Functional MRI 
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RSN – Resting State Network 

SCA – Seed Based Connectivity Analysis 

SDMT - Symbol Digit Modalities Test 

SPMS – Secondary Progressive Multiple Sclerosis 
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Introduction 1 

 2 

Multiple sclerosis (MS) is a chronic immune mediated disorder of the central nervous system 3 

that predominantly affects young adults (1–3). Inflammatory demyelination is pathognomonic 4 

with neurodegeneration insidiously dominating over time (4). 5 

 6 

Cognitive impairment is common in all MS phenotypes (5–7) with an estimated prevalence of 7 

43-70% dependent on factors including phenotype and the cognitive diagnostic criteria used 8 

(8,9). Cognitive impairment is associated with several adverse outcomes including a higher risk 9 

of depression, unemployment and reduced quality of life (9–11). A more progressive MS 10 

phenotype and longer disease duration have been shown to be associated with greater cognitive 11 

impairment (12–16). There are currently no licensed treatments for cognitive symptoms in MS, 12 

however exercise (17) and behavioural therapy show promise (18). Disease modifying therapies 13 

show positive outcomes on cognitive dysfunction in MS, despite no routine evaluation in phase 3 14 

clinical trials currently. However, effects are small and at present understudied, and there are to 15 

date no approved pharmaceutical treatments for cognitive symptoms (7,19).  16 

 17 

Gaining an understanding of the underlying pathophysiology of cognitive dysfunction is 18 

essential for diagnosing, monitoring and developing treatments for this debilitating aspect of MS. 19 

The ‘clinico-radiological’ paradox highlights the mismatch of MS cognitive symptoms and 20 

conventional Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) measures, such as lesion volumes (20). It is 21 

widely accepted that cognitive function is supported by a complex network of structurally 22 

interconnected brain regions supporting a highly dynamic functional network, which is 23 

researched with advanced MRI tools such as resting state functional MRI (rs-fMRI), in MS and 24 

other neurodegenerative diseases (20–24).  25 

 26 

The main measure derived from rs-fMRI is the functional connectivity (FC) metric. It is a 27 

measure of the statistical correlation of blood-oxygenation-level-dependent (BOLD) signal time 28 
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course between any selection of voxels. The underlying assumption is that voxels with similar 29 

BOLD time courses are connected in the performance of a function (25), see Figure 1. FC has 30 

the potential to be an imaging biomarker of cognitive performance in neurodegenerative disease 31 

(26) and is the subject of a growing research field in MS (7). Such a marker could offer a fast, 32 

non-invasive way to detect imminent cognitive decline, which is often underdiagnosed on 33 

routine neurological examinations (27). For a measure to be suitable as a clinical biomarker, it 34 

needs to be able to identify those with cognitive dysfunction from those without it, and to show 35 

acceptable repeatability and reproducibility across studies.  In some diseases, like Alzheimer’s 36 

disease, the rs-fMRI literature shows consistently low FC in the default mode network (DMN) 37 

(28), yet a recent  review of rs-fMRI studies in several neurodegenerative diseases, including 38 

Alzheimer’s, argued that the evidence is not yet strong enough for rs-fMRI FC measures to be 39 

suitable biomarkers (26).  This review cited a lack of standardised protocols as a challenge in the 40 

field. 41 

 42 

The rs-fMRI FC literature on cognition in MS has not yet been subject to systematic review, and 43 

so the specificity and reliability of FC as a marker of cognitive dysfunction has not been 44 

established. Correlations between FC metrics and cognition have been frequently reported (29–45 

32), but in studies comparing FC between cognitively impaired (CI) and cognitively preserved 46 

(CP) patients, results have shown both high and low FC linked with worse cognitive function 47 

(33–37). A common interpretation of increases in any type of brain function is that of functional 48 

“reorganisation”: a compensatory mechanism that enables the functioning of networks in the 49 

presence of structural damage, hence delaying clinical progression. This compensatory 50 

mechanism is thought to be sustainable only up to a critical point, at which the structural damage 51 

becomes too great to compensate for, leading to the hypothesized “network collapse”, manifested 52 

as decreases in FC and clinical progression (38,39). In support of this, several studies indicate 53 

different patterns of FC changes at different disease stages, such as high FC in clinically isolated 54 

syndrome (CIS), the earliest stage of MS, and low FC in progressive MS (35,40–43). However, 55 

high FC has also been related to the severity of impairment (29), casting doubt on the beneficial 56 

nature of these changes. As such, it is not yet clear whether the pattern of results from rs-fMRI 57 

studies consistently fits the predictions of this model. This may be complicated by the 58 
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heterogeneity in methodological aspects of studies which could influence the direction of 59 

findings (44). 60 

In this study we carry out a systematic review of rs-fMRI FC studies of cognitive dysfunction in 61 

MS to outline the state of the field and provide a critical analysis of findings to date. We 62 

considered directionality of results and the influence of methodological aspects on findings of 63 

FC alterations. Through doing so we offer key points that need to be addressed in order to 64 

develop a parsimonious account of why FC may change in MS and what it may mean for clinical 65 

practice. 66 

 67 

Method 68 

Protocol and Registration 69 

The design of the systematic review and manuscript preparation were based on the Preferred 70 

Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analysis (PRISMA) guidelines (45). The 71 

systematic review protocol was developed in advance and, in accordance with PRISMA 72 

guidelines, registered with the International Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews 73 

(PROSPERO) on 18 May 2020, and last updated on 31/8/2020 (registration number 74 

CRD42020154415). 75 

  76 

Information sources and search strategy 77 

Literature searches were conducted in Embase (accessed through the Ovid interface, 1974 78 

onwards), Medline (accessed through Ovid, 1946 onwards), and PsycINFO (accessed through 79 

Ovid, 1806 onwards) on 31st October 2019, with no limits imposed on the searches. The search 80 

strategy used terms for ‘multiple sclerosis’ ‘functional connectivity’ and ‘cognition’ and was 81 

tailored for each database to use both controlled terms where available and uncontrolled 82 

keywords in order to capture any synonym, abbreviation and related term of the keywords of 83 

interest. The searches were repeated on 22nd October 2020 to capture any studies published since 84 

the original searches. The same search strategy was used, but limits were added to capture only 85 
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results which had been added or updated in the period 1st November 2019 – 22nd October 2020. 86 

The full search strategy used in each database is available in Supplementary Table 1. 87 

  88 

 89 

Study eligibility and selection  90 

Records returned by each search were imported into the Mendeley reference management 91 

software v 1.19.4, and duplicates were removed using the tool’s de-duplication function. Titles 92 

and abstracts were then manually screened by two independent reviewers (DJ and RS). Full text 93 

publications were obtained for all papers chosen for full text review by one or both reviewers and 94 

assessed for inclusion in the review against pre-defined eligibility criteria. Any disagreements 95 

about study inclusion were resolved through discussion and reasons for study exclusion were 96 

recorded. This process was then repeated for the search conducted on 22nd October 2020. The 97 

results at each stage, for the combined two searches, are presented in Figure 2. 98 

  99 

Eligibility criteria were: original peer-reviewed research studies reporting on cognitive function 100 

and FC metrics derived from rs-fMRI in adult MS patients. Review articles, book chapters and 101 

conference abstracts were excluded, as were any original research studies in a paediatric 102 

population, on diseases other than MS, studies which had not measured cognitive function and/or 103 

functional connectivity, studies focusing on cognitive rehabilitation, studies which had assessed 104 

social cognition only, and any articles which were not available in English. 105 

 106 

Data collection and synthesis 107 

Data extraction was performed by DJ and RS and the following data items were recorded: 1) 108 

study characteristics (authors, year of publication, journal); 2) aims of the study; 3) Participant 109 

details (MS subtype, control group, sample size, disease duration of MS sample, Expanded 110 

Disability Status Scale (EDSS) score of MS sample); 4) MR methodology (scanner field 111 

strength, MR metrics); 5) FC analysis (data pre-processing, method for analysis, whether 112 

analysis was global or regional [and if so, which regions], use of covariates); 6) cognitive testing 113 
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(cognitive test(s) used, definition of cognitive impairment, number of cognitively 114 

impaired/preserved patients if applicable); 7) results from FC analysis and from other MR 115 

metrics). 116 

 117 

To understand whether there might be a link between methodological aspects and FC results, we 118 

examined whether a particular feature was commonly present in studies that report links between 119 

worse cognition and either high or low FC. The features we examined were the MS subgroup 120 

studied, the average disease duration of patient samples, the rs-fMRI analysis method and the 121 

brain region or resting state network (RSN) investigated. Because the studies included were too 122 

heterogeneous for a meta-analysis, data synthesis was done by tallying the number of studies 123 

sharing a specific methodological feature or FC result. 124 

 125 

Assessment of study quality 126 

A quality assessment approach was chosen over a risk of bias tool because most articles for 127 

inclusion in this review were expected to be cross-sectional. The AXIS tool was designed for 128 

cross-sectional studies across a range of scientific disciplines (46) and was therefore selected to 129 

judge the quality of the evidence included in the review. The AXIS tool is a 20 item checklist 130 

which asks ‘yes/no’ questions about important elements of a study. Three of the 20 items in the 131 

tool were not relevant for the studies selected for this review, as they refer to responding to an 132 

intervention, so quality assessment was based on the remaining 17 items. The items of the AXIS 133 

tool are not scored, but instead recorded in a similar way to the Cochrane risk of bias tool (47), 134 

allowing review authors to make an overall assessment of the quality of the study based on the 135 

presence or absence of reporting of the items covered by the tool.  136 

 137 

Results 138 

Study selection and quality assessment 139 
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The systematic review process is outlined in Figure 2. The database searches yielded 2061 140 

results, and in addition 6 were identified from other sources. After removal of duplicates 1697 141 

remained, which were screened for eligibility until 177 remained for full-text assessment. At this 142 

point 120 records were excluded, most of which were conference abstracts (see Figure 1 for 143 

reasons for exclusion). Fifty-seven studies met eligibility criteria and were included in the 144 

review. These studies are summarised in Table 1. All studies were of high quality, as measured 145 

by the AXIS tool (46). Eighteen studies did not include clear details of where participants were 146 

recruited from for the study, and very few studies (5/57) had a justification for the sample size 147 

used.  148 

 149 

Participant characteristics 150 

The studies that were included differed in the clinical and demographic details of the MS 151 

samples used. The majority of studies used a mixed sample of different MS phenotypes (29/57 152 

studies), and slightly over a third used a sample of relapsing-remitting MS (RRMS) patients only 153 

(22/57 studies). The remaining six studies used either a primary progressive MS (PPMS) sample 154 

(1/57), CIS sample (2/57), a benign MS (BMS) sample (1/57) or did not specify the MS subtype 155 

(2/57).  See Table 1 for details on the cohort of each study. 156 

  157 

The average disease duration ranged from as little as 4.2 months (48) to 21.9 years (49) from 158 

either time from first symptom or from diagnosis, and median EDSS ranging from 1 (34,48) to 159 

6.5 (50). 160 

  161 

Most studies (54/57) used healthy volunteers as a control group. In one study normative data 162 

from age-matched healthy controls was used for neuropsychological assessments, but no control 163 

group was used for comparisons of MRI metrics (50). In one study no control group was 164 

specified (51), and in one longitudinal study no control group was used (52). Out of the studies 165 

using healthy controls, many did not report matching groups on any demographic variables 166 

(18/54) while some reported matching groups but not on which variables (3/54) and one reported 167 

not matching the groups. Of the studies reporting the variables groups were matched on, most 168 
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were on age and sex (15/54), followed by age, sex and education (10/54), age only (2/54), sex 169 

only (2/54) or age, sex, education and premorbid IQ (1/54). In this review we have interpreted 170 

the words ‘sex’ and ‘gender’ to both refer to sex, given that MS is a disease characterised by sex 171 

differences in prevalence (2,53). 172 

  173 

 174 

Neuropsychological assessment 175 

Most studies (34/57) looked at relationships between cognitive test performance and MR metrics 176 

through correlations or regressions, and 19 studies  examined group differences in MR metrics 177 

between patients who met criteria for cognitive impairment and those who did not. Of the 178 

remaining four studies, one looked at FC only in MS patients with intact spatial memory (41), 179 

and three did not directly assess the relationship between cognition and FC. Despite this, they 180 

were included in the review for the following reasons: the authors of one study expressed 181 

intentions to correlate FC measures with clinical measures, but did not because the FC measure 182 

did not show any abnormalities in MS patients (54); two studies indirectly explored the 183 

relationship between FC and cognition and did not meet any exclusion criteria (55,56).  184 

 185 

To assess cognitive function most studies used either the Brief Repeatable Battery of 186 

Neuropsychological tests (BRB-N), which has been validated for use in MS (57), alone or in 187 

combination with other tests (20/57), or a collection of individual tests (14/57). The remaining 188 

studies used either another cognitive battery; Brief International Cognitive Assessment for MS 189 

(BICAMS) n=2 (58), Minimal Assessment of Cognitive Function in MS (MACFIMS) n=2 (59), 190 

Mini Mental State examination n=1), or a single test; Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test 191 

(PASAT) n=6, Symbol Digit Modalities Test (SDMT) n=1, Location Learning Test n=1, Short 192 

test of mental status n=1, the computerised test of information processing n=1) or a cognitive 193 

reserve index (n=1). The specific battery or tests used by each study are summarised in Table 1. 194 

 195 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 20, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.18.21253878doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.18.21253878


 

 

 

 

13

Within the 19 studies that split the MS sample into cognitively impaired and cognitively 196 

preserved sub-samples, there were 12 different definitions of cognitive impairment. Some 197 

definitions are likely guided by the test(s) used to assess cognition, but even amongst studies 198 

using the BRB-N, there were five different definitions of cognitive impairment. These include: 199 

≥1.5 SD below normative values on ≥1 test (n=1); ≥1.5 SD below controls scores on ≥2 tests 200 

(n=5, but note that four used this definition of a mildly cognitively impaired group), ≥2 SD 201 

below normative values on ≥1 test (n=1); ≥2 SD below normative values on ≥2 tests (n=9); 202 

performance in the 5th percentile of scores on either the Selective Reminding Test or Spatial 203 

Recall Test compared to normative data (n=1). 204 

 205 

Functional connectivity analysis 206 

Half of all studies (28/57) used a seed-based connectivity analysis (SCA) method for assessing 207 

FC. In this category we have included studies which used one or a few specific regions of 208 

interests (ROIs; regional SCA) or divided the whole brain into ROIs and created a connectivity 209 

matrix (global SCA). The second most common method was independent component analysis 210 

(ICA) (14/57), and the remaining studies either calculated graph theory metrics (7/45), used a 211 

principal component analysis (1/45) or used a combination of SCA and graph theory (1/45) or 212 

ICA and graph theory (1/45). See Table 1 for the design and rs-fMRI analysis method of each 213 

study. 214 

 215 

A wide range of regions and RSNs were investigated, either as a priori defined areas of interest, 216 

or as patterns emerging from a data-driven analysis, of which the most common were the DMN 217 

(21/57), thalamus and thalamic networks (9/57), the fronto-parietal network (FPN), including the 218 

right, left, dorsal and ventral FPNs (7/57). Other RSNs and regions investigated include the 219 

attentional network including left, right, dorsal, ventral variants, the salience network, the 220 

executive network, the working memory network, the motor network, the sensorimotor network, 221 

the visual processing network, the auditory network, the auditory and language processing 222 

network, visual processing networks, including medial and lateral variants, the cerebellar 223 

network, the medial prefrontal cortex, anterior cingulate cortex, posterior cingulate cortex, 224 
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precuneus, basal ganglia, hippocampus and cerebellum. Ten studies conducted a whole-brain 225 

analysis and did not report regional FC changes. See Supplementary Table 2 for an overview of 226 

study results by regions investigated.  227 

 228 

 229 

 230 

Functional connectivity results 231 

The main result of the relationship between FC and cognition of each study is summarised in 232 

Table 1 and Figure 3. Overall, 18 studies found worse cognition to be linked with high FC and 233 

17 found it to be associated with low FC. Nine studies found patterns of both high and low FC to 234 

be associated with cognitive impairment, in different regions or for different MR metrics, and 235 

seven studies found no significant relationship between cognitive and FC measures. Six studies 236 

had a methodology which didn’t measure the direction of FC change in relation to cognitive 237 

impairment.  238 

 239 

When grouping studies based on methodological and clinical features to assess whether one 240 

direction of FC change associated with worse cognition is more commonly seen in studies with 241 

that feature, we found no trend to suggest that one FC direction change associated with worse 242 

cognition is more commonly seen in studies using a specific method or studying a specific type 243 

of sample. This includes grouping studies based on the RSN or network assessed.  Of the 21 244 

studies measuring FC in the DMN, 10 found worse cognition to be associated with low FC, 6 245 

with high FC, 1 with both high and low FC, 3 obtained a negative result, and one study did not 246 

test the relationship directly, see Supplementary Table 2. 247 

 248 

We ordered studies by the average reported disease duration of the sample used, to see if patterns 249 

of FC changes differ from early to late in the disease and found no such trend, see Figure 4 and 250 

Supplementary Table 3.  251 
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 252 

We also considered the role of phenotype, however, most studies used either a mixed sample 253 

consisting of several phenotypes or a sample of RRMS patients only. Of the 22 studies which 254 

used a RRMS sample, eleven reported worse cognition to be associated with high FC and ten 255 

with low FC. Three studies reported a negative result and one had a study method which does not 256 

inform about the direction of FC changes. Similarly, within the mixed sample studies almost half 257 

of studies reported worse cognition to be associated with high FC (13/29) and more than half 258 

with low FC (16/29). Some studies reported both high and low FC to be associated with worse 259 

cognitive function and have therefore been counted twice. See Supplementary Figure 1 for an 260 

overview. In seven of the studies with mixed phenotype samples subgroup analyses were 261 

conducted to compare FC changes between different MS phenotypes in the sample, but only two 262 

included cognition in these analyses. One found a stronger positive correlation between FC in the 263 

DMN and errors on the PASAT in secondary progressive MS (SPMS) compared to RRMS, 264 

while another found differences between RRMS and SPMS in the spatial location of FC 265 

abnormalities that corelated with cognitive test performance.  266 

 267 

Discussion 268 

In this systematic review we examined the consistency and direction of findings of studies 269 

investigating associations between rs-fMRI FC measures and cognition in MS. Overall, the 270 

studies reviewed support the notion of FC alterations associated with cognitive dysfunction in 271 

MS (Filippi and Rocca, 2013). Although most changes were related to cognitive dysfunction, the 272 

direction of FC changes varied considerably between studies and was not clearly linked to any 273 

methodological factors. There was substantial heterogeneity in clinical and rs-fMRI 274 

methodology, as has previously been noted in non-imaging cognition studies in MS (7,9). We 275 

therefore consider ways in which the field can reflect on what has been learned to date and 276 

improve future study designs to more clearly understand the mechanisms and consequences of 277 

changes in rs-fMRI FC.  278 

 279 
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The most commonly used model for understanding FC changes in MS is the ‘network collapse’ 280 

model, which postulates three main stages (38). In the first, early stage network efficiency 281 

remains normal, at this point structural damage can be compensated by increases in local 282 

activation. This predicts early increases in FC, reflecting these compensatory processes. The 283 

second stage is where structural damage accrues to a critical point, at which compensatory 284 

processes become less effective. Finally, in the third stage structural damage exceeds the critical 285 

point with associated ‘network collapse’, and concomitant decreases in FC. Computational 286 

modelling of empirical data on FC in MS supports this model (44). Similarly, longitudinal 287 

studies demonstrate a reorganisation of structural and functional networks in early stages of MS 288 

(i.e. CIS) despite intact cognitive performance, suggesting compensatory processes are at work 289 

(48). Cross-sectional task-related fMRI studies also indicate increasing deviation from healthy 290 

control patterns of brain activation during cognitive tasks, consistent with functional 291 

reorganization, as patients progress from CIS to RRMS to secondary progressive MS (62). 292 

Together, these theories predict early adaptive reorganization of functional networks, followed 293 

by a failure of effective network organization in MS over time (see also Chard et al., 2021). 294 

 295 

In our review, when ordering studies by the average disease duration of the sample, we did not 296 

observe a trend in the direction of FC findings from early to advanced MS, as predicted by the 297 

network collapse model. We therefore consider whether the lack of fit to the model relates to the 298 

particular samples or methods of analysis employed. Many of the studies included in this review 299 

used samples of mixed phenotypes. MS phenotype has previously been reported to influence 300 

resting network FC alterations, so the inclusion of mixed MS samples could contribute to the 301 

lack of consistency in findings. However, in our review only two studies assessed the 302 

relationship between FC, phenotype and cognition, and these found both abnormally increased 303 

(64)  and abnormally decreased (36) FC in patients with progressive MS. This suggests that even 304 

in specific MS subgroups, there remains considerable variability in the direction of findings. 305 

More evidence is needed in order to determine whether FC changes vary between phenotypes, 306 

and whether any model of network changes has different explanatory power for the different 307 

phenotypes. A further important consideration is the effect of disease duration and how it may 308 

mediate the relationship between FC, phenotype and cognition. Longer disease duration in 309 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 20, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.18.21253878doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.18.21253878


 

 

 

 

17

RRMS is associated with FC changes in attentional, executive, and default mode networks (65). 310 

This suggests that disease duration may have an important influence on FC changes associated 311 

with cognitive impairment, possibly due to increased structural damage with longer disease 312 

duration. Those studying patients with longer disease duration (such as those with SPMS) will 313 

also have to account for age-related atrophy in these samples (66), which will be exacerbated 314 

when studying those patients with relapsing as well as progressive subtypes of MS.  315 

 316 

We also considered whether the direction of FC change relates to definitions of cognitive 317 

impairment and choice of FC analysis. Studies of cognition in MS use a vast array of definitions 318 

of cognitive impairment (7–9), as reflected in this review. For example, of the studies using the 319 

BRB-N to assess cognitive function, most use a more conservative definition of cognitive 320 

impairment of at least 2 SDs below controls on 2 or more tests (23,36,67–73), but other, less 321 

conservative definitions are used too (37,74,75). The definition of cognitive impairment has been 322 

shown to have effects on underlying FC alterations of MS CI by the classification used (76). A 323 

few studies have compared different thresholds of cognitive impairment and found the greatest 324 

FC abnormalities in those participants meeting the more conservative thresholds (i.e. more than 2 325 

standard deviations from controls on 2 or more tests) . In contrast, less clear FC abnormalities 326 

were observed in samples performing between 1.5 and 2 SDs below controls on 2 tests (“mild 327 

cognitive impairment”) (23,70,76,77). This demonstrates the possible effect of the definition of 328 

cognitive impairment on FC findings and the arbitrary nature of these thresholds. Such findings 329 

highlight the importance of using a consistent measure of cognitive dysfunction and definition of 330 

impairment across studies. As a further challenge there is no established specific cognitive test or 331 

battery for defining cognitive dysfunction in MS despite documented phenotypic differences in 332 

impairments by test and domain (13,14,78,79). Separately, we found scant evidence to support a 333 

consistent direction of FC change in cognitively impaired patients when using model-based (e.g. 334 

seed) or data driven (e.g. ICA) approaches, or when considering specific resting state networks. 335 

Indeed the default mode network, the most commonly studied RSN across the literature, showed 336 

both increases and decreases in cognitively impaired MS patients (see supplementary Table 2). 337 

 338 
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There also needs to be a greater understanding of the mechanisms through which FC changes in 339 

MS. The ‘network collapse’ model suggests that network efficiency reduction is a function of 340 

accumulation of structural damage. In support of this, work focusing on structural connectivity in 341 

MS has found consistent evidence for structural network alterations associated with cognitive 342 

dysfunction (80–82). However, these studies have considered white matter in isolation, so 343 

conclusions about the effect of anatomical network changes including grey matter on functional 344 

connectivity cannot be drawn. In contrast, multimodal MRI studies of diffusion-weighted MRI 345 

(DWI) and rs-fMRI can assess the relationship between changes in structural and functional 346 

connectivity. Those that have been conducted support the influence of alterations in white matter 347 

linked to FC abnormalities in MS, and fit the predictions of the ‘network collapse’ model 348 

(44,83–85). Future multimodal studies using DWI and rs-fMRI can test the predictions of the 349 

‘network collapse’ model further and to develop this or new models as needed to better 350 

characterise progression and the influence of pathology in MS brains, in order to develop 351 

clinically useful disease markers. In addition, there is evidence of physiological abnormalities in 352 

MS that are associated with cognitive dysfunction, such as cerebral hypoperfusion and sodium 353 

accumulation in the grey and white matter (86–88), and additional proton spectroscopic changes 354 

(89). Considering how these are related to network changes can help us understand the 355 

mechanisms of network abnormalities and aid in the search for a biomarker of cognitive 356 

impairment.  357 

 358 

This systematic review provides a call to arms for the need to standardize the study of cognitive 359 

impairment in MS, but also the use of specific rs-fMRI methodology and interpretations of 360 

results. Ten years ago Fox and Greicius (2010) identified inconsistent results of FC changes 361 

across rs-fMRI studies as a barrier to the clinical applicability of this modality, and suggested a 362 

set of guidelines for rs-fMRI studies of clinical populations (90). Despite this, heterogeneity in 363 

study methodology seems to be a challenge across neurodegenerative diseases investigated by rs-364 

fMRI, and the rs-fMRI derived FC measure is not yet suitable as a biomarker of disease 365 

(reviewed by Hohenfeld et al., 2018). In this review we have shown that MS is no exception; 366 

there is considerable variability in the study of cognitive impairment in MS by rs-fMRI, both in 367 

study methods and findings. We argue that standardisation of study methods and more model-368 
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driven research would lay a clearer path towards clinical utility and the potential use as a 369 

biomarker of disease state. Despite inconsistent findings in the direction of FC abnormalities 370 

associated with worse cognitive function, most studies do show that FC alterations are a key 371 

pathological feature. A consensus on a suitable measure of cognitive dysfunction and the 372 

definition of impairment, consideration of differences between MS phenotypes and the role of 373 

aging processes, and a focus on the relationship between structural and functional connectivity 374 

changes would all be required to contribute to a better understanding of the pathology of 375 

cognitive impairment in MS.  376 

 377 

This review is the first to systematically summarise the rs-fMRI functional connectivity literature 378 

on cognitive impairment in MS. However, there are some limitations to consider. First, rs-fMRI 379 

is not the only imaging modality for studying functional connectivity. While they were outside 380 

the scope of this review, electroencephalography and magnetoencephalography studies may offer 381 

additional insights into FC changes associated with cognitive impairment in MS. Similarly, there 382 

are other network measures that can be derived from rs-fMRI in addition to FC, such as dynamic 383 

FC and graph theory measures. At present the number of studies reporting these measures is 384 

small and so we did not consider them separately, but rather grouped them with the FC measure 385 

for the purposes of the review. Nevertheless, these metrics provide somewhat different 386 

information to the FC metric, which has not been captured in detail in this review. Finally, we 387 

did not carry out a formal statistical meta-analysis of the studies in this review. Instead, due to 388 

low numbers of homogeneous studies we were limited to tallying the number of studies with a 389 

specific feature. As studies start to become more consistent in their use of methods it will 390 

become easier to determine across the field whether the hypotheses including disease-specific 391 

effects, such as the ‘network collapse’ model, can suitably explain the patterns of associations 392 

that are observed.  393 

 394 

In conclusion, this systematic review shows that cognitive impairment in MS is associated with 395 

both high and low FC, indicating that any network change seems related to poorer functioning. 396 

To better understand the relationship between worsened cognitive function and FC 397 

abnormalities, including directional FC changes, there must be standardisation in the field of the 398 
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definition and measurement of CI, rs-fMRI methodology, and correction and allowances for MS 399 

phenotype, lesional changes, and non-MS related pathology from ageing.  400 

 401 

 402 
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Figures 
 

Figure 1. Schematic of functional connectivity and a functional network 

Functional connectivity is a measure of the statistical correlation of blood-oxygenation-level-

dependent signal timecourses (part B) between any selection of voxels (part A). Voxels or voxel 

clusters showing high correlations are considered functionally connected, and can be used to 

identify functional networks such as the default mode network (part C).  

Abbreviations: ACC = anterior cingulate cortex; AG = angular gyrus; BOLD = Blood-

oxygenation-level-dependent signal; mPFC = medial prefrontal cortex; PCC = posterior 

cingulate cortex 
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Figure 2. Flow diagram showing identification, screening and selection of records 

Figure 1 outlines combined database searches conducted on the 31st October 2019 and on the 

22nd October 2020 using the PRISMA protocol for studies of rs-fMRI and cognitive function in 

MS. 

Template from Moher et al. (2015) 
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Figure 3. Number of studies reporting an association between poor cognitive test 

performance and high or low functional connectivity  

Eighteen studies reported worse cognition to be associated with high functional connectivity 

(FC), seventeen with low FC and nine studies with both high and low FC. Seven studies did not 

find a link between FC abnormalities and cognitive function. Six studies used a method that does 

not provide information about directional changes in FC in relation to cognitive test 

performance. 

Abbreviations: FC = functional connectivity. 
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Figure 4. Direction of functional connectivity abnormalities sorted by average disease duration  

Direction of functional connectivity abnormalities associated with worse cognition, sorted by average disease duration of the sample 

in each study. Because several studies used samples of mixed phenotypes and different disease durations, the following decisions were

taken when ordering studies by the disease duration: 1) studies were ordered by the overall disease duration of the sample, when 

given; 2) studies were ordered by the disease duration of the cognitively impaired group; 3) if there were two cognitively impaired 

groups, studies were ordered by the disease duration of the more impaired group, or the cognitively impaired group with atrophy, in 

one case; 4) when the disease duration was only reported for each MS phenotype, or sex, studies were ordered by the disease duration 

of the larger sample; 5) for a study which had equal numbers of males and females, the study was ordered by the sex with the longer 

ere 

n 
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disease duration; 6) for one study that used a subset of MS patients that were matched to HC, the study was ordered by the disease 

duration of the matched subset. Full references are provided in Table 1. 
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Table 1. Study characteristics, cognitive assessment and relationship between cognition and functional connectivity   

Study Cohort (n) Design Cognitive measures FC-cognition analysis outcome 
Direction of 

FC result 

Rocca et al. 2010 

(40) 

 

SPMS (33) 

PPMS (24) 

HC (24) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

PASAT3, TMT, SST, 

WLT, RCFT, VFT 

Lower ACC FC within the DMN in MS patients compared 

to HC, but more pronounced reductions in cognitively 

impaired MS patients. 

↓ 

Roosendaal et al. 2010  

(42) 

 

CIS (14) 

RRMS (31) 

HC (41) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

Stroop, LLT, LDST No correlations between FC metrics and cognitive measures. - 

Roosendaal et al. 2010 

(41) 

CIS (5) 

RRMS (18) 

SPMS (2) 

HC (30) 

Cross-sectional 

Seed 

LLT Lower FC in hippocampus bilaterally in MS patients with 

intact spatial memory compared to HC. 

- 

Bonavita et al. 2011 

(33) 

RRMS (36) 

HC (18) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

BRB-N, Stroop Lower ACC and PCC FC in cognitively impaired and 

cognitively preserved RRMS compared to HC. Lower PCC 

FC in cognitively impaired patients compared to cognitively 

preserved.  

↓ 

Hawellak et al 2011 

(29) 

CIS (2) 

RRMS (12) 

MS* (2) 

Cross-sectional 

PCA 

PASAT, SDMT, TMT, 

Digitspan, Verbal 

Intelligence Test 

’Mehrfachwortschatztest-

B,” COWAT, subtests of 

High FC in DMN correlated with low cognitive efficiency. ↑ 
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HC (16) 

 

*Subtypes not 

specified. 

TAP 

Jones et al 2011 

(91) 

MS NOS (1) 

HC (10) 

Case study 

ICA 

The short test of mental 

status 

Single patient with cognitive symptoms showed lower FC in 

PCC, precuneus and left inferior parietal lobe of DMN 

compared to HC. 

↓ 

Faivre et al. 2012 

(34) 

 

RRMS (13) 

HC (14) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

BRB-N High FC in DMN correlated with decreased performance in 

semantic fluency task. High FC in dorsal FPN and right 

ventral FPN correlated with worse PASAT scores. 

↑ 

Loitfelder et al. 2012 

(92) 

 

CIS (10) 

RRMS (16) 

SPMS (5) 

HC (31) 

Cross-sectional 

Seed 

BRB-N, WCST Better cognitive performance correlated with high FC from 

ACC to cerebellum, middle temporal gyrus, occipital pole 

and angular gyrus. 

↓ 

Schoonheim et al. 2012 

(30) 

RRMS (26) 

SPMS (4) 

HC (30) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

GT 

LLT, LDST Low FC and network efficiency in male MS correlated with 

visuospatial memory. 

↓ 

Janssen et al. 2013  

(93) 

RRMS (28) 

HC (28) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

PASAT3, letter comparison 

and pattern comparison 

tasks 

No correlations between FC in any network and processing 

speed measure. 

- 
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Koenig et al 2013 

(94) 

 

RRMS (30) 

SPMS (2) 

HC (32) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

CVLT-II, BVMT-R, 

PASAT, SDMT, COWAT 

No correlations between FC metrics and cognitive measures. - 

Basile et al. 2014 

(35) 

 

RRMS (34) 

SPMS (14) 

HC (25) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

PASAT3, SDMT, RCFT Positive correlation between ACC FC and PASAT3 

mistakes in patients. 

↑ 

Cruz-Gomez et al. 2014 

(37) 

 

RRMS (60) 

HC (18) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

BRB-N Lower FC in DMN, LFPN, RFPN and SN in cognitively 

impaired MS compared to cognitively preserved patients. 

↓ 

Leavitt et al 2014 

(51) 

RRMS (33) 

PPMS (4) 

SPMS (6) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

HVLT-R, BVMT-R, 

Digitspan, COWAT, 

PASAT, SDMT, JoLO, 

WTAR, Stroop 

Higher FC in DMN in memory intact compared to memory 

impaired patients. Higher FC correlated with better memory 

performance. 

↓ 

Louapre et al 2014 

(95) 

RRMS (35) 

HC (20) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

Mattis Dementia Rating 

Scale, PASAT, TMT, 

verbal fluency, Digitspan, 

SPART 

Lower FC in cognitively impaired compared to cognitively 

preserved in DMN and ATT. 

↓ 

Schoonheim et al. 2014 

(96) 

 

RRMS (112) 

PPMS (7) 

SPMS (9) 

HC (50) 

Cross-sectional 

GT 

BRB-N, CST, Stroop, 

MCT 

Low eigenvector centrality mapping values in the ventral 

stream correlated with worse cognition. 

↓ 
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Tona et al. 2014 

(97)(98) 

RRMS (48) 

HC (24) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

PASAT3 Inverse correlation of thalamo-cortical resting state 

functional connections with PASAT3 score. 

↑ 

Wojtowicz et al 2014 

(99) 

RRMS (18) 

HC (16) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

The computerised test of 

information processing 

Better cognitive task performance associated with high FC 

in DMN regions. 

↓ 

Hulst et al 2015 

(100) 

RRMS (40) 

SPMS (17) 

HC (28) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

Dutch equivalent of CVLT, 

LLT, Digit Span, WLG, 

LDST 

Memory impairment was predicted by (among other 

variables) high hippocampal FC. 

↑ 

Romascano et al 2015 

(54) 

RRMS (28) 

HC (16) 

Cross-sectional 

GT 

BRB-N Relationship between FC and cognition not assessed.  - 

Sbardella et al 2015 

(101) 

RRMS (30) 

HC (24) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

Mini Mental State 

Examination, PASAT 

FC of executive control and medial visual networks 

correlated inversely with PASAT scores. 

↑ 

Schoonheim et al. 2015  

(23) 

 

RRMS (133) 

PPMS (15) 

SPMS (9) 

HC (47) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA  

BRB-N, Stroop, CST, 

MCT 

Higher thalamic FC in severely cognitively impaired 

patients compared to cognitively preserved patients. 

↑ 

Rocca et al. 2016  

(102) 

 

RRMS (121) 

BMS (45) 

SPMS (80) 

HC (55) 

Cross-sectional 

GT 

PASAT3 Abnormal network properties in cognitively impaired 

compared to cognitively preserved patients: lower mean 

network degree, global efficiency and hierarchy, higher path 

length, fewer hubs in left frontal cortex and thalamus. 

↓ 
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Sanchis-Segura et al 2016 

(103) 

RRMS (56) 

HC (63) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

BRB-N Positive correlation between FC and cognitive performance. ↓ 

Zhou et al 2016 

(104) 

RRMS (20) 

HC (20) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

PASAT No correlations between FC metrics and cognitive measures. - 

D’Ambrosio et al 2017 

(105) 

RRMS (136) 

PPMS (9) 

SPMS (42)  

HC (94) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

BRB-N Higher thalamic FC in cognitively impaired compared to 

cognitively preserved patients. 

↑ 

Eijlers et al. 2017 

(77) 

 

RRMS (243)  
SPMS (53)  
PPMS 36)  
HC (96)  

Cross-sectional 

GT 

BRNB, SRT, WLG, 

SDMT, Stroop, MCT 

Widespread high DMN network centrality in cognitively 

impaired compared to cognitively preserved patients. Some 

low centrality in CI, in occipital and sensorimotor areas. 

↓↑ 

Gabilondo et al 2017 

(106) 

RRMS (22) 

PPMS (1) 

SPMS (7) 

HC (28) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

TMT, Salthouse Perceptual 

Comparison Test, SDMT 

Low visual processing speed correlated with both low and 

high FC, in the medial visual component. 

↓↑ 

Meijer et al 2017 

(70) 

RRMS (243) 

PPMS (36) 

SPMS (53) 

HC (96) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

BRB-N Higher FC in cognitively impaired compared to cognitively 

preserved patients in DMN and FPN. 

↑ 
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Petracca et al 2017 

(107) 

PPMS (25) 

HC (20) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

MACFIMS Pattern of both lower and higher FC in cognitively impaired 

compared to cognitively preserved patients. 

↓↑ 

Sbardella et al 2017 

(108) 

RRMS (54) 

HC (24) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

PASAT Positive correlation between FC of dentate nuclei and 

PASAT performance. 

↓ 

Van Geest et al 2017 

(55) 

RRMS (52) 

SPMS (18) 

HC (40) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

Dutch equivalent of CVLT, 

LLT, Digitspan, WLG, 

LDST 

Lower FC in sleep disturbed patients, but sleep disturbed 

patients did not differ from normally sleeping in cognitive 

test performance. (No direct analysis of FC at rest and 

cognition.) 

-  

Cocozza et al 2018 

(43) 

Progressive 

MS* (29) 

HC (22) 

 

*Number of 

PPMS relative 

to SPMS not 

reported 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

BICAMS Inverse relationship between cerebellar FC and BVMT 

scores. 

↑ 

Cruz-Gomez et al 2018 

(74) 

RRMS (36) 

HC (18) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

BRB-N Higher FC in cognitively impaired compared to cognitively 

preserved patients between right caudate and bilateral 

orbitofrontal cortex. 

↑ 

Eijlers et al 2018 

(75) 

RRMS (239) 

PPMS (35) 

SPMS (53) 

Cross-sectional 

GT 

BRB-N Higher network centrality in PCC in cognitively impaired 

compared to cognitively preserved patients regardless of 

presence of GM atrophy. 

↑ 
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HC (96) 

Gao et al 2018 

(109) 

RRMS (29) 

HC (29) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

Auditory verbal learning 

test, RCFT, SDMT, TMT 

No correlations between FC metrics and cognitive measures 

in MS group. 

-  

Lin et al 2018 

(110) 

RRMS (27) 

HC (15) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

Digit span, arithmetic, 

letter-numbering 

sequencing, symbol search, 

coding subtests from the 

WAIS IV, VFT, WCST, 

TMT. 

Better executive functions and processing speed correlated 

with higher dynamic and stationary FC. 

↓ 

Meijer et al. 2018 

(71) 

 

RRMS (241) 

SPMS (53) 

HC (96) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

BRB-N, CST, MCT, 

Stroop 

High within-DGM and DGM-cortex FC correlated to worse 

cognition. 

↑ 

Meijer et al 2018 

(64) 

RRMS (243) 

PPMS (36) 

SPMS (51) 

HC (96) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

BRB-N Higher FC in patients with impaired information processing 

speed compared to those with preserved. 

↑ 

Rocca et al. 2018 

(36) 

 

RRMS (119) 

PPMS (13) 

SPMS (41) 

BMS (29) 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

BRB-N Lower FC in DMN and DAN in cognitively impaired 

compared to cognitively preserved patients. Higher FC in 

thalamic network in cognitively impaired compared to 

cognitively preserved patients. 

↓↑ 

A
ll rights reserved. N

o reuse allow
ed w

ithout perm
ission. 

(w
hich w

as not certified by peer review
) is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
T

he copyright holder for this preprint
this version posted M

arch 20, 2021. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.18.21253878
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.18.21253878


 

 

 

 

49

CIS (13) 

HC (98) 

Van Geest et al. 2018  

(56) 

MS* (29) 

HC (19) 

 

*Subtypes not 

specified. 

Cross-sectional 

SCA 

LDST, SDMT, Stroop Information processing task performance predicted by 

difference in dynamic FC between task and rest states. (No 

direct analysis of FC at rest and cognition.) 

- 

D’Ambrosio et al 2019 

(111) 

RRMS (62) 

HC (65) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

BRB-N, WCST Lower dynamic FC in the subcortical and default mode 

networks in cognitively impaired compared to cognitively 

preserved patients. Static FC showed pattern of both lower 

and higher FC in cognitively impaired compared to 

cognitively preserved patients. 

↓↑ 

Eijlers et al 2019 

(73) 

RRMS (197) 

PPMS (23) 

SPMS (47) 

HC (96) 

Cross-sectional 

GT 

BRB-N Lower dynamic FC in cognitively impaired compared to 

cognitively preserved patients in DMN regions. 

↓ 

Fuchs et al 2019 

(112) 

RRMS (48) 

PPMS (2) 

SPMS (24) 

HC (29) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

BICAMS, North American 

Adult Reading Test 

Cognitive reserve predicted preservation of functional 

connectivity describe accumulation of GM atrophy and 

additionally attenuated structural network disruption. 

- 
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Karavasilis et al 2019 

(113) 

CIS (16) 

RRMS (15) 

HC (16) 

Cross-sectional  

SCA 

BRB-N Compared to memory impaired patients, memory preserved 

patients showed higher FC between left hippocampus and 

right temporo-occipital fusiform/lingual gyrus, and lower 

FC between left hippocampus and right supramarginal 

gyrus. 

↓↑ 

Koubiyr et al 2019 

(48) 

CIS (52) 

HC (20) 

Longitudinal 

GT 

TAP, PASAT3, SRT, 

BVMT-R, Stroop test, 

WLG, computerised speed 

cognitive test, SDMT 

alertness test 

No significant correlations between structural-functional 

coupling and neuropsychological variables at either baseline 

or 1 year follow up. 

 

- 

Lin et al 2019 

(49) 

RRMS (37) 

PPMS (3) 

SPMS (24) 

HC (26) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

SDMT, CVLT, BVMT-R, 

PASAT 

Negative correlation between SDMT scores and FC in MS 

group. No other cognitive measures correlated with FC. 

↑ 

Manca et al 2019 

(50) 

RRMS (40) 

SPMS (25) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

Mini Mental State 

Examination, Raven’s 

Coloured Progressive 

Matrices, TMT, Stroop, 

Semantic and Phonemic 

Fluency Tests 

FC correlated positively with cognitive test performance in 

LFPN, and negatively in SN and DMN. No correlations in 

RFPN. 

↓↑ 

Petsas et al 2019 

(52) 

RRMS (32) Longitudinal 

SCA 

PASAT 2 and 3 sec Low resting state FC before a task (baseline FC) over a 6 

month period was inversely related to PASAT 3 

performance, but not PASAT 2. No relationships were found 

for the resting state FC metric obtained after a task. 

↑ 
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Bizzo et al 2020 

(114) 

RRMS (28) 

HC (28) 

Cross-sectional  

SCA 

Cognitive reserve index 

created by combining 

premorbid IQ measured 

with the Test of Premorbid 

Function, leisure activities, 

and education level 

Intrinsic FC within the left dorsal anterior insula and left 
occipital cluster was inversely correlated with cognitive 
reserve index values.  

↑ 

Carotenuto et al 2020 

(115) 

RRMS (29) 

HC (24) 

Cross-sectional  

SCA, GT 

SDMT Both positive and negative correlations between SDMT 

scores and FC and graph theory metrics in neuromodulatory 

networks.  

↓↑ 

Lin et al 2020 

(32) 

RRMS (25) 

HC (41) 

Cross-sectional  

SCA 

SDMT, PASAT 3 sec Static FC analysis showed that high interhemispheric 

connectivity across homologous regions predicts 

performance on the SDMT and PASAT. Dynamic FC 

analysis showed a negative correlation between 

interhemispheric connectivity changes and PASAT scores. 

↓↑ 

Pasqua et al 2020 

(116) 

RRMS (91) 

SPMS (28) 

HC (42) 

Cross-sectional  

SCA 

PASAT 2 and 3 sec FC of cerebellar ROIs correlated positively with PASAT 

score. 

↓ 

Riccitelli et al 2020 

(117) 

BMS (37) 

HC (50) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA 

BRB-N No significant correlations between cognitive impairment 

index and FC abnormalities. 

- 

Has Simelek et al 2020 

(118) 

RRMS (33) 

HC (29) 

Cross-sectional 

GT 

PASAT3, SDMT, Verbal 

Learning and Memory task, 

Block Tapping Task of the 

WMS, BVMT, 

Regensburger Word 

No relationship between global functional graph metrics and 

cognitive tests. Some significant associations between 

cognitive tests and nodal functional graph measures, 

predominantly negative. 

↑ 
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Fluency Task 

Soares et al 2020 

(119) 

RRMS (21) 

HC (17) 

Cross-sectional 

ICA, GT 

MACFIMS, PASAT Whole brain connectome FC correlated positively with 

information processing efficiency composite. For specific 

RSNs, there were positive correlations between information 

processing efficiency and FC of the DMN, precuneus, 

sensorimotor and ventral attentional networks. 

↓ 

Welton et al 2020 

(120) 

RRMS (22) 

SPMS (15) 

HC (23) 

Longitudinal, GT PASAT 3 sec, SDMT, 

attention network test 

FC graph theory network metrics were significantly 

predictive for the PASAT3 and SDMT, but not for the 

attention network test. Worse performance on the PASAT 

was predicted by increased clustering and modulatory, 

longer average path lengths and less small worldness. Worse 

performance on the SDMT was predicted by less small 

worldness, lower global efficiency and longer average path 

lengths. 

- 

 

↑arrow up indicates that high FC is associated with worse cognition,↓ arrow down indicates that low FC is associated with worse 

cognition, - dash indicates negative result or that the study did not assess directionality in the relationship between FC and cognition 

Abbreviations: FC=functional connectivity, ICA=independent component analysis, SCA=Seed based connectivity analysis, 

GT=graph theory, MS=multiple sclerosis, RRMS=relapsing-remitting multiple sclerosis, PPMS=primary progressive multiple 

sclerosis, SPMS=secondary progressive multiple sclerosis, CIS=clinically isolated syndrome, BMS=benign multiple sclerosis, 

HC=healthy controls,  ACC=anterior cingulate cortex, PCC=posterior cingulate cortex, DGM=deep grey matter, DMN=default mode 

network, FPN=frontoparietal network, LFPN=left FPN, RFPN=right FPN, SN=salience network, ATT=attentional network, 

DAN=dorsal attention network 
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Abbreviations and references of cognitive measures: Attention network test (121); Auditory verbal learning test (122); 

BICAMS=Brief International Cognitive Assessment for MS (58); BRB-N=Brief Repeatable Battery of Neuropsychological tests 

(123); BVMT-R=Brief Visuospatial Memory Test-Revised (124); Computerised speed cognitive test (125); COWAT=Controlled Oral 

Words Association Test (126); CST=Concept Shifting Test (127); CVLT=California Verbal Learning Test (128); Digitspan (129); 

HVLT-R=Hopkins Verbal Learning Test-revised (130); JoLO=Judgement of Line Orientation (131); Letter comparison and pattern 

comparison tasks (132); LLT=Location Learning Test (133); LDST=letter digit substitution test (134); MACFIMS=Minimal 

Assessment of Cognitive Function in Multiple Sclerosis (59); Mattis Dementia Rating Scale (135); MCT=Memory Comparison Test; 

Mini Mental State Examination (136); North American Reading Test (137); PASAT=Paced Auditory Serial Additions Test (138); 

Raven’s Coloured Progressive Matrices (139); RCFT=Rey-Osterrieth Complex Figure Test (140); Regensburger Word Fluency Task 

(141); Salthouse Perceptual Comparison Test (142); SDMT=symbol digit modalities test (143); Semantic and Phonemic Fluency Tests 

(144); SPART = 10/36 Spatial Recall Test (123); SRT=Selective Reminding Test (123); SST=Short Story Test; Stroop=Stroop 

Interference Test (145); TAP=Test of Attentional Performance (146); Test of Premorbid Function (147); The computerised test of 

information processing (148); The short test of mental status (149); TMT-trail making test (150); Verbal Intelligence Test 

Mehrfachwortschatztest-B (151); VFT=Verbal Fluency Test (152); Verbal Learning and Memory task (153); WCST=Wisconsin card 

sorting test (154); WAIS=Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale (129); WMS=Wechsler Memory Scale (155); WLG=word list generation 

(123); WLT=word learning test; WTAR=Wechsler Test of Adult Reading (156) 
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