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Abstract 

Craving is a central construct in the study of motivation and human behavior and is also 

a clinical symptom of substance and non-substance-related addictive disorders. Thus, 

craving represents a target for transdiagnostic modeling. We applied connectome-

based predictive modeling (CPM) to functional connectivity data in a large (N=274) 

transdiagnostic sample of individuals with and without substance-use-related conditions, 

to predict self-reported craving. CPM is a machine-learning approach used to identify 

neural ‘signatures’ in functional connectivity data related to a specific phenotype. 

Functional connectomes were derived from three guided imagery conditions of 

personalized appetitive, stress, and neutral-relaxing experiences. Craving was rated 

before and after each imagery condition. CPM successfully predicted craving, thereby 

identifying a transdiagnostic ‘craving network’ comprised primarily of the posterior 

cingulate cortex, hippocampus, visual cortex, and primary sensory areas. Findings 

suggest that craving may be associated with difficulties directing attention away from 

internal self-related processing, represented in the default mode network. 
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Introduction 

Craving –the strong desire or urge to engage in motivated action such as use of 

a substance 1 –is central to most models of addiction, 2 and is a common 

phenomenological feature or symptom of addictive disorders that predicts future 

substance use and treatment outcomes. Exposure to substance cues is associated with 

the subjective experience of craving, 3,4 and individuals with substance use disorders 

(SUDs) often report craving as a main reason for continued use and relapse. 5 Craving 

has been directly associated with substance use and relapse in individuals with 

addictions, 6-8 and momentary variations in craving have been associated with specific 

instances of substance use and relapse. 9 Moreover, self-reported craving has been 

included as a testing paradigm for one essential construct –expectancy/reward 

prediction error –considered by some as ‘primary’ to the understanding of addictive 

behavior. 10  

Despite considerable research attention, the clinical significance of craving has 

been debated, 11 particularly the inclusion of craving as a diagnostic criterion for all 

SUDs, 12 due in part to the heterogeneity of craving across different SUDs. 3,13 Support 

for the clinical relevance of craving is bolstered by neuroimaging meta-analyses 

showing similar neural substrates underlying substance cue-reactivity and craving 

across SUDs. 14,15 However, the included studies typically rely on explanatory analyses 

to identify neuroimaging measures related to craving measures, which often do not 

generalize to novel individuals or demonstrate adequate clinical utility. 16 There is very 

limited predictive research on brain-phenotype associations, including with craving, 

across SUDs. Moreover, behavior motivated by reward or appetite, mediated by 
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‘wanting,’ is experienced by individuals with and without SUDs (e.g., food craving, non-

disordered substance use), with addictive behavior motivated by excessive ‘wanting’ of 

drugs, or drug craving.17 Therefore, craving represents a target for transdiagnostic 

modeling including comparator samples. 

Connectome-based predictive modeling (CPM) is a well-validated machine 

learning approach for generating predictive models of brain-phenotype associations 

from whole-brain functional-connectivity data, or ‘connectomes.’ 18 In contrast to 

explanatory analyses involving correlations or regression, machine learning models, like 

CPM, protect against overfitting by being defined and validated in independent samples, 

leading to more accurate effect sizes and increasing the generalizability of findings. 19,20 

CPM is also data-driven, and is therefore used to identify neural ‘signatures’ in 

functional-connectivity data related to a specific phenotype. 18,21 CPM has been used to 

predict cognitive and clinical phenotypes, 22-25 and, more recently, has been used to 

predict treatment outcomes in SUDs. 26,27 

This study aimed to identify a transdiagnostic ‘craving network’ by applying CPM 

to functional connectivity data in individuals with and without substance-use-related 

conditions, to predict a continuous measure of self-reported craving. Functional 

magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) data were collected during three types of 

personalized guided imagery conditions comprising an appetitive cue (favorite food and 

preferred drug) or stress cue as compared to a control neutral-relaxing cue. Participants 

rated their craving before and after each imagery condition. For each imagery condition, 

task connectomes were constructed, and CPM was used to combine task connectomes 

for the prediction of craving. Based on previous work implicating the default mode 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 25, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257620doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257620
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 5

network (DMN) in internally-directed attention and self-referential thought processes 

related to craving, 28 it was hypothesized that functional connectivity in the DMN would 

predict individual differences in self-reported craving.  

Results 

In a transdiagnostic sample pooled from several published studies, 274 

participants underwent a well-validated personalized guided imagery task during fMRI. 

Participants included those with substance-use-related conditions, including alcohol use 

disorder (n=38), cocaine use disorder (n=28), obesity (body mass index > 30 kg/m2; 

n=19), and adolescents with prenatal cocaine exposure (n=41); as well as controls 

(n=148), including adult controls (n=131) and adolescents without prenatal cocaine 

exposure (n=17). During fMRI, participants were presented with six personalized guided 

imagery scripts: two appetitive (favorite food, preferred drug –alcohol, cocaine), two 

stress, and two neutral-relaxing scripts. Before and after each imagery trial, participants 

rated their craving on a verbal analog scale from 1 to 10. Craving ratings indicated their 

“desire to [use substance/food] at that moment,” thus providing concurrent neural and 

subjective responses per trial. 

Independently, for each imagery condition, fMRI data were processed with a 

validated pipeline and parcellated into 268 nodes using a whole-brain, functional atlas 

defined previously in a separate sample. 21 Next, the mean time courses of each node 

pair were correlated and correlation coefficients were Fisher transformed, generating 

three connectivity matrices per participant (i.e., each participant had an appetitive, 

stress, and neutral-relaxing connectome). These connectomes were subsequently used 

to predict the individuals’ subjective craving responses.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 25, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257620doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257620
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 6

For predictive modeling, a multidimensional approach was employed, which 

combines multiple connectomes and behavioral measures into a single predictive 

modeling framework. 25 A principal components analysis (PCA) was used to summarize 

craving in a data-driven manner for predictive modeling with CPM. To maintain separate 

train and test groups, for each iteration, only the training datasets were used as inputs 

to the PCA, and these PCA coefficients were applied to the test dataset. To generate 

predictive models of craving, all task connectomes were combined into a single 

predictive model using ridge regression. 29 Using multiple connectomes improves 

predictive modeling and facilitates a more holistic characterization of brain-behavior 

associations. 29,30 Ten-fold cross-validation was used to train transdiagnostic models of 

craving. In addition, leave-one-group-out cross validation was used to test whether 

prediction results were driven by group differences in prediction performance from 

including both controls and individuals with alcohol or cocaine use disorder, obesity, or 

adolescents with prenatal cocaine exposure in a single model. Model performance was 

evaluated with a cross-validated coefficient of determination, labeled q2, and 

permutation testing. 

Self-report craving 

Craving ratings for the substance-use-related group and the control group are 

presented in Figure 1. For all conditions, the substance-use-related group reported 

higher craving compared to the control group (appetitive: t=3.32, p=0.001, df= 296.17; 

stress: t=4.00, p<0.001, df= 293.07; neutral-relaxing: t=3.49, p<0.001, df= 278.71). In 

the appetitive and stress conditions, craving ratings after the task were greater than 

craving ratings before the task (appetitive: t=6.00, p<0.001, df= 257.05; stress: t=2.65, 
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p=0.009, df=261.81). There were no significant group-by-time interactions. All models 

included gender and age as covariates. Craving ratings from the substance-use-related 

group exhibited greater variance than craving ratings from the control group (Bartlett c2= 

53.3, p<0.001, df=3). Finally, craving ratings were highly correlated within and across 

imagery conditions (r’s>0.86, p’s<0.001, df=272). These correlations were similar for the 

substance-use-related (r’s>0.85, p’s<0.001, df=129) and control groups (r’s>0.86, 

p’s<0.001, df=143), independently.  

Transdiagnostic prediction of craving  

In a transdiagnostic manner, the overall CPM model successfully predicted self-

reported craving as defined by the 1st principal component derived from all craving 

ratings (r=0.41, ρ=0.37, q2=0.14, MSE=34.22, p<0.001, permutation testing 1,000 

iterations, 1-tailed; Figure 2). Follow-up comparisons adjusting for head motion (r=0.40, 

ρ=0.36, q2=0.14, MSE=34.28), age (r=0.24, ρ=0.24, q2=0.05, MSE=37.88), heart rate 

(r=0.41, ρ=0.37, q2=0.14, MSE=34.16), anxiety ratings (r=0.40, ρ=0.37, q2=0.13, 

MSE=34.62), group (r=0.38, ρ=0.36, q2=0.13, MSE=34.73), smoking status (r=0.41, 

ρ=0.38, q2=0.14, MSE=34.08) and sex (r=0.41, ρ=0.37, q2=0.14, MSE=34.12) 

demonstrated similar prediction performances. Each of the six craving ratings (i.e., 

before and after each imagery condition) contributed approximately equally to the 1st 

principal component (Figure S2). As such, results were similar when predicting the 

mean craving, rather than using the 1st principal component (Table S1).  

While results did not appear driven by better prediction in one group (Figure 2), 

this was explicitly tested by training solely on either the substance-use-related group or 

control group, and testing on the other, as these groups differed in craving ratings. CPM 
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was able to predict craving in the substance-use-related group from models trained in 

the control group (r=0.28, p=0.001, df=143) and vice versa (r=0.19, p=0.02, df=127), 

showing that prediction performance was high regardless of the training data.  

 Next, potential differences in prediction performance between craving rated 

before and after the imagery conditions were tested (Table S1). Notably, prediction of 

craving measured before the imagery conditions was significantly better than prediction 

of craving measured after the imagery conditions when using either the 1st principal 

component (z=3.43, p<0.001) or the mean craving (z=2.14, p=0.032).  

Finally, we investigated whether the multidimensional approach of combining 

connectomes and craving ratings from multiple imagery conditions produced better 

predictions over using a single imagery condition and craving rating (Table S2). In all 

cases, prediction using a single imagery condition and craving rating was significantly 

worse than the multidimensional model (appetitive: z=10.85, p<0.001; stress: z=10.59, 

p<0.001; neutral-relaxing: z=4.50, p<0.001). 

Anatomical and task contribution to craving prediction 

In line with previous CPM results, the identified ‘craving network’ was complex 

with contributions from every node and canonical brain network. Overall, the top 5% of 

nodes contributing to craving prediction were located in the posterior cingulate cortex 

(PCC), hippocampus, visual cortex, and primary sensory areas (Figure 3). Similarly, at 

the network level, the DMN, motor-sensory, visual, and subcortical networks were the 

most prominent networks (Figure 4; Figure S3). Next, given that multiple imagery 

conditions (i.e., appetitive, stress, neutral-relaxing) were combined in the predictive 

model, the contribution of each imagery condition was tested. All task conditions 
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contributed to predicting craving (appetitive=29.5%, stress=27.0%, neutral-

relaxing=43.5%) and the distribution of task contributions did not significantly differ from 

a uniform distribution (χ2=0.05, p=0.80, df=2). For the appetitive condition, nodes with 

the largest contribution to craving prediction were located in the PCC and primary 

sensory areas, with the motor-sensory network and DMN as the top contributing 

networks. Similarly, for the neutral-relaxing condition, nodes with the largest contribution 

to craving prediction were located in the PCC and primary sensory areas, plus the 

hippocampus and visual cortex, with the visual networks contributing most to prediction 

at the network level. In contrast, for the stress condition, nodes with the largest 

contribution to craving prediction were located in the parahippocampus and brain stem, 

as well as the PCC. Accordingly, the subcortical network (which includes the brain stem 

nodes) and the motor-sensory network were the top contributing networks. Finally, node 

and network contributions for the appetitive condition were significantly correlated with 

node and network contributions for both the stress (node: r=0.34, p<0.001, df=247; 

network: r=0.47, p<0.001, df=52) and neutral-relaxing conditions (node: r=0.35, 

p<0.001, df=247; network: r=0.31, p=0.02, df=52). However, node and network 

contributions for the stress and neutral-relaxing conditions were not correlated (node: 

r=-0.03, p=0.63, df=247; network: r=-0.01, p=0.95, df=55). Overall, model features were 

similar when excluding adolescent participants (r=0.53, p<0.001, df=247). 

Gender-related differences in predictions of craving  

Based on putative sex/gender differences in the neural substrates of craving 

(e.g., 31), we investigated whether gender moderated the prediction of craving. The 

CPM analysis was repeated in each gender independently. Prediction performance was 
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numerically higher but not significantly different in women compared to men (women: 

r=0.38, ρ=0.35, q2=0.13, MSE=34.93, n=178; men: r=0.20, ρ=0.20, q2=0.04, 

MSE=38.00, n=96; z=1.54, p=0.12). Likewise, models trained only in women predicted 

craving in men (r=0.39, p<0.001, df=176) and vice versa (r=0.43, p<0.001, df=94).  

Group differences in connectivity 

Finally, we investigated group differences in task connectomes (i.e., appetitive, 

stress, neutral-relaxing connectomes) between the substance-use-related and control 

groups and how these group differences overlapped with the identified ‘craving 

network’.  

Across all conditions, 1547 edges, or about 5% of the total number of possible 

edges, exhibited significant (p<0.05, corrected) group differences in connectivity 

between the substance-use-related and control groups (Figure 5). The nodes with the 

largest number of significant edges that differed between groups were located in the 

cerebellum, brainstem, PCC, and frontoparietal association cortices. When considering 

these edges across conditions, stronger connectivity during the appetitive condition, and 

both stronger and weaker connectivity during the stress condition (i.e., for different 

edges), for the substance-use-related group compared to control group, contributed 

most of these edges (691, 421, 410, respectively). In general, the group differences in 

cerebellar and brainstem edges were observed during the appetitive condition, while the 

group differences in the PCC and association cortices were observed during the stress 

condition. No significant group differences during the neutral-relaxing condition were 

observed.  
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Overall, the nodes contributing to prediction and the nodes contributing to group 

differences were not correlated, suggesting that the predictive modeling results are 

neurobiologically distinct from the group differences (all conditions: r=-0.07, p=0.25, 

df=245; appetitive: r=-0.021, p=0.75, df=245; stress: r=0.01, p=0.92, df=245; neutral-

relaxing: r=-0.021, p=0.75, df=245). 

Discussion 

In this study, CPM was used to identify a neurofunctional ‘craving network’ in a 

large, transdiagnostic sample of individuals with and without substance-use-related 

conditions. Functional connectivity in the identified ‘craving network’ during an imagery 

task predicted a continuous measure of self-reported craving across individuals with 

alcohol or cocaine use disorders, obesity, adolescents with and without prenatal 

cocaine exposure, and adult controls. Importantly, the neuroanatomical nodes 

contributing to prediction and group differences were not correlated, suggesting the 

‘craving network’ is neurobiologically distinct from group differences. These data provide 

a transdiagnostic perspective to a key phenomenological feature of addictive 

disorders—craving—and identify a common ‘craving network’ across disordered and 

non-disordered individuals, thereby suggesting a neural signature for craving/urge for 

motivated behaviors.  

Consistent with the CPM approach, the ‘craving network’ was found to be 

complex and distributed throughout the brain. Studies of psychiatric disorders more 

generally, 32 and of SUDs, 33,34 are increasingly focused on understanding how 

distributed brain regions organized as large-scale brain networks contribute to 

dysfunction. 32 The strongest predictor of craving in the current study was functional 
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connectivity in regions of the DMN, a core functional network. 35 The DMN is implicated 

in internally-directed thought processes as opposed to externally-directed processing 

(i.e., to external stimuli). 36 Internally-directed thought processes include self-related 

cognitive activities, including autobiographical, self-monitoring and social processes. 32 

The current finding is consistent with a large-scale brain network model in which a lack 

of suppression of the DMN results in altered self-referential processing, 32 such as 

difficulties disengaging from the internal experiences of craving. 28,34 This leads to the 

speculation that such engagement of the DMN represents urge and intent for motivated 

behavior in response to various appetitive and stress cues that represent key contexts 

that may drive motivated behavior. 

Altered DMN processing has been identified across SUDs and is associated with 

craving and relapse. 37 Exposure to substance cues has been found to increase activity 

in the posterior DMN (i.e., the precuneus/PCC) (e.g., for cocaine and alcohol 38-40). A 

lack of suppression of activity in the posterior DMN during task performance has been 

found in individuals during nicotine abstinence 41 and was related to smoking relapse. 42 

Similarly, resting state functional connectivity in the posterior DMN has been found to be 

greater during abstinence and associated with relapse across different SUDs (e.g., 

opioids, cannabis and alcohol: 43-45). In a case study, an individual with stroke and 

lesion to the PCC reported a complete disruption of smoking addiction, including 12-

month abstinence and a lack of urges to smoke. 46 An interpretation of these findings, in 

agreement with the current findings, is that substance use, in particular the withdrawal 

and preoccupation phases of the addiction cycle, is associated with difficulties directing 

attention away from self-referential processing, such as craving, represented in the 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 25, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257620doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257620
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 13

posterior DMN. DMN suppression has also been related to cognitive control in SUDs 

(e.g., cocaine 47). Together, the findings suggest that aberrant DMN suppression may 

contribute to multiple processes (craving, cognitive control) linked to SUDs.  

It is notable that the anterior DMN (i.e., the medial prefrontal cortex [MPFC]) was 

not found to be predictive of craving. The anterior and posterior midline DMN have 

distinct roles in self-referential processing, with the anterior DMN implicated largely in 

the attribution of personal value, and the posterior DMN implicated in internally-directed 

attention. 37 For example, one study demonstrated that explicit self-reference engages 

the MPFC, rest engages the precuneus, and both self-reference and rest engage the 

PCC. 48 Furthermore, and in line with the fMRI task used in the current study, this 

distinction has been summarized as PCC involvement in retrieval of autobiographical 

episodic memory and self-referential tasks, and MPFC involvement in social cognitive 

tasks and self-referential tasks. 49 One interpretation is that craving in response to the 

imagery provocation task was related to internally-directed attention and 

autobiographical memory processes, represented in the posterior DMN, and less to 

emotional processing represented in the anterior DMN, in particular, given the large 

control sample contributing to the overall model. Related to this, functional connectivity 

in the hippocampus was also found to be predictive of craving in the current study. The 

hippocampus is considered part of the DMN involved in past and future 

autobiographical thought and episodic/contextual retrieval,49 such as constructing a 

mental scene based on memory. 50 Similarly, primary sensory areas were involved, 

likely related to sensory processes during mental imagery. 51 
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Mounting evidence suggests that alterations in the organization and function of 

the DMN are common features across psychiatric and neurologic disorders, 32,49 

including SUDs. Transdiagnostic studies, such as the current study, can be used to 

relate heterogeneous phenotypes (i.e., wanting/urges/craving) to specific brain networks 

(i.e., posterior DMN), which can then be related to clinically relevant variations, and to 

genetic, molecular and cellular factors. 52 Such findings can also be used to evaluate 

how brain networks are uniquely altered in specific disorders. 27 The current findings 

suggest that increased DMN connectivity is a common feature of subjective craving, 

which may influence motivated behavior in response to rewarding or appetitive stimuli, 

across individuals with or without substance use-related conditions.  

In this study, participants were grouped as individuals with and without 

substance-use-related conditions, with several subgroups (i.e., SUDs, obesity, prenatal 

cocaine exposure) included in the former. Likely important differences in brain networks 

related to craving exist between these subgroups. However, the purpose of this study 

was to identify a common ‘craving network’ across groups. Furthermore, each subgroup 

sample size was considered small for neuroimaging-based predictive modeling, where 

sample sizes are recommended to be >100-200, 53 therefore the study was 

underpowered to test subgroups independently and to identify differential components 

of craving across specific subgroups, which remains for future work. Group differences 

were identified overall between individuals with and without substance-use-related 

conditions, in the cerebellum, brainstem, PCC, and frontoparietal association cortices. 

However, the nodes contributing to prediction and group differences were not 

correlated, suggesting the ‘craving network’ is neurobiologically distinct from group 
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differences and may therefore relate to craving/wanting as a more central construct 

driving human motivated behavior. 17 

The craving measure used here was a single item, self-reported craving rating, 

measured at multiple time points (i.e., before and after each imagery condition) across 

the fMRI study. Because craving might change with exposure to appetitive, stress and 

neutral-relaxing imagery, prediction performance was compared for craving measured 

before and after imagery. While prediction accuracy was high for craving at both time 

points, prediction of craving measured before imagery was better than prediction of 

craving measured after imagery. It is possible that substance-use-related and control 

groups were more similar, in terms of brain-phenotype association, prior to imagery, 

leading to better prediction. After imagery, the similarities between groups, and 

therefore prediction accuracy, were reduced. As there was no time-by-group interaction, 

this suggests greater variance in connectivity data in the substance-use-related group 

as an explanation. This interpretation is supported by the group differences in the 

‘craving network’ noted above. Nevertheless, prediction accuracy was high for craving 

measured before and after imagery, suggesting group differences are subtle, and 

lending support to the transdiagnostic model. This finding is also in line with evidence 

that craving is influenced by individual variation in craving responding and other 

contextual factors,54 with such variation contributing to better prediction in the model. 

In this study, functional-connectivity matrices, or connectomes, across three 

imagery conditions (appetitive, stress, neutral-relaxing), were combined in a single 

model to predict craving. Task conditions were used because, compared with resting-

state data, predictive modeling of task data has been found to better detect individual 
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differences 55,56 and improve prediction of phenotypes. 22,57 Connectomes were 

combined across multiple task conditions because this approach has been found to 

outperform prediction from single task connectomes, 29 and further, the resulting 

predictive models should be more generalizable. However, different task connectomes 

have been found to contribute differently to final predictive models; 29 therefore, we 

tested the contribution of each imagery condition to the final predictive model of craving. 

Findings indicated that all three imagery conditions contributed to predicting craving, 

and the combined model outperformed prediction using any single condition and 

craving. As studies have found that task conditions are better at generating models of 

phenotypes related to the circuits they perturb, 22,57 future studies might test predictive 

models of craving using alternate task data, such as visual substance cue-reactivity. 

Findings indicated that prediction performance did not differ significantly between 

genders, and models trained only in women predicted craving in men, and vice versa. 

Prediction performance was found to be numerically higher in women, possibly due to 

the nearly 2:1 ratio of women to men in the sample. Future studies might test how the 

‘craving network’ differs by gender, such as related to clinical outcomes in substance-

use-related disorders. 

This study had some limitations. The craving measure used was self-reported, 

and was therefore sensitive, as with all subjective measures, to response bias, 

introspective abilities/tendencies and other factors. Some machine-learning studies 

have found higher prediction accuracy for objective measures than for subjective ratings 

(e.g. 58). However, there is no single accepted measure of craving, and nearly all 

models of craving assume that it can be measured, at least in part, by self-report. 54,59 
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The findings are also generalizable to much of the research on substance craving, 

which uses self-report. 54 Furthermore, craving was measured in the moment, at 

multiple time points and was highly correlated across time and conditions, thereby 

reducing potential noise. It would be interesting to test the resulting predictive model 

related to objective measures of craving (e.g., physiological, behavioral) in future 

studies, although self-reported craving does relate to intake behavior of food 4 and 

drugs. 11 In addition, the functional significance of the ‘craving network’ to other aspects 

of substance use or addictive behaviors has yet to be determined. While some potential 

confounds were controlled, there may yet be effects of others, including clinical and 

cognitive variables such as substance-use severity and cognitive impairments.  

 In conclusion, this study used CPM to identify a transdiagnostic ‘craving network’ 

in individuals with and without substance use-related conditions. The strongest predictor 

of craving was functional connectivity in regions of the DMN, consistent with a role for 

the DMN in self-referential processing and internally-directed attention, shown to be 

altered in individuals with SUDs and related to craving. These findings have several 

potential clinical applications. The DMN has been suggested as a potential biomarker 

for substance-use risk and treatment response, and a treatment target for SUDs. 37 The 

identified ‘craving network’ might be utilized similarly, in particular for individuals who 

report high levels of craving; 60 for treatments that target craving, such as medication, 61 

behavioral therapies including cognitive behavioral therapy, 62 mindfulness-based 

interventions, 63-65 and substance-use exposure; 66 and for novel, brain-based 

interventions such as neurofeedback targeting craving 67,68 and/or the DMN, 69,70 or 

targeting the ‘craving network’ directly. 71 
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Methods 

Data source 

Data were included from several prior studies 31,72-76 utilizing a personalized 

guided imagery task during fMRI. All participants provided written informed consent for 

those studies, approved by the Yale School of Medicine Human Investigation 

Committee (Yale’s Institutional Review Board). Participants were included in the current 

analysis if they had complete data for all three fMRI imagery conditions, had complete 

data for self-reported craving, and had an average head motion less than 0.2 mm 

across all fMRI conditions.  

Participants 

Participants (N=274) included individuals with alcohol use disorder (n=38), 

cocaine use disorder (n=28), obesity (body mass index >30 kg/m2; n=19), and 

adolescents with prenatal cocaine exposure (n=41), as well as controls (n=148) which 

included adult controls (n=131) and adolescents without prenatal cocaine exposure 

(n=17). Note that adult controls included a subgroup of social drinkers used for 

comparison in the earlier study of alcohol use disorder. Participants were median age 

23 years (range 14-45 years), with 96 men and 178 women. Of the sample, 52% were 

White, 37% were Black or African American, 4% were Asian, 4% were biracial, 1% were 

other race, and 2% were unknown race. Participants with alcohol or cocaine use 

disorder had a current diagnosis of alcohol or cocaine dependence as determined by a 

Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV, self-reported alcohol or cocaine use prior to 

admission, and verified by urine toxicology. No other study participants met criteria for a 

current Axis I disorder including SUDs. All participants were free of significant 
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neurological or psychiatric disorders or medical conditions. Additional exclusion criteria 

included inability to read and write in English, use of psychotropic medications, history 

of head trauma, pregnancy, claustrophobia or metal in body incompatible with MRI. For 

more detailed participant characteristics, see the original reports. 31,72-76 

Imagery paradigm 

During fMRI, participants were presented with six personalized guided imagery 

scripts: two appetitive, two stress and two neutral-relaxing scripts. For the appetitive 

condition, in the substance use-related group, individuals with alcohol use disorder were 

presented with alcohol cue scripts, those with cocaine use disorder were presented with 

cocaine cue scripts, and those with obesity or prenatal cocaine exposure were 

presented with favorite-food cue scripts. In the control group, adult social drinkers were 

presented with alcohol cue scripts, and all other controls were presented with favorite-

food cue scripts. Standardized structured interviews were conducted using the Scene 

Development Questionnaire 77 to develop personally tailored scripts. 77-79 Appetitive 

scripts were based on participants’ experiences of substance (i.e., drug, alcohol, food) 

anticipation and consumption (e.g., birthday celebration, meeting friends at a bar; pizza, 

ice cream). Stress scripts were based on their experiences that made them “sad, mad 

or upset in that moment and they could do nothing to change it” (e.g., death in the 

family, romantic break-up). Appetitive and stress scripts were calibrated to ensure 

equivalent emotional valence across participants. Neutral-relaxing scripts were based 

on their experiences of neutral or relaxing situations (e.g., sitting in the park). 

Imagery scripts were presented in a blocked design with 5.5 minute blocks, each 

comprised of a 1.5 minute quiet baseline, followed by a 2.5 minute imagery script, and a 
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1 minute quiet recovery. During baseline, participants were instructed to lay still and not 

do anything. During the recovery, participants were instructed to stop imagining and lay 

still for another minute. The order of the imagery conditions was randomized and 

counterbalanced, with no condition repeated consecutively, and each script presented 

only once. Following each block, participants took part in 2 minute of progressive 

relaxation, where they were instructed to relax muscles in each part of the body (i.e., to 

relax physiological muscle tension rather than mental relaxation or imagery).  

Before and after each imagery script, participants rated their craving and anxiety 

on verbal analog scales from 1 anchored at “not at all” to 10 for “more than ever” or 

“extremely high.” Craving ratings indicated their “desire to [use substance] at that 

moment.” Anxiety ratings indicated how “tense, anxious and/or jittery” they felt. Heart 

rate was also monitored during fMRI using a pulse oximeter. Each subsequent imagery 

block began only once participants’ heart rate and subjective ratings had returned to 

baseline.  

Predictive modeling framework 

For connectivity processing and construction of connectomes, see supplement. 

For predictive modeling, a multidimensional approach was employed, which combines 

multiple connectomes and behavioral measures into a single predictive modeling 

framework. 25 Given that a single behavioral measurement represents a noisy 

approximation of any behavioral construct, and there were six craving ratings (i.e., 

before and after each imagery script), a principal components analysis (PCA) was used 

to summarize craving in a data-driven manner for predictive modeling with CPM. To 

maintain separate train and test groups, for each iteration, each PCA was limited to the 
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training datasets and the PCA coefficients applied to the test dataset. To generate 

predictive models of craving, all task connectomes were combined into a single 

predictive model using ridge regression. 29 Using multiple connectomes improves 

predictive modeling and facilitates a more holistic characterization of brain-behavior 

associations. 29,30 However, there is a high degree of similarity between connectomes 

from different tasks and edges from these connectomes are not independent. In brief, 

ridge regression accounts for these dependencies in a principled manner. For feature 

selection, a significance threshold of p<0.05 was used to select edges that are positively 

and negatively associated with craving across individuals in the training data. Various 

potential confounds (head motion, age, group, gender, anxiety, heart rate, smoking 

status) were controlled for at this feature selection step using partial correlation. 80 

Model validation 

Two validation approaches were used. First, 10-fold cross-validation was used to 

train transdiagnostic models of craving. For 10-fold cross-validation, the total sample 

(N=274) was randomly divided—regardless of diagnostic group—into 10 approximately 

equal-sized groups; on each fold, the model was trained on 9 groups and tested on the 

excluded 10th group. This procedure was repeated for 100 random divisions. Second, 

leave-one-group-out cross validation was used to test whether prediction results were 

driven by group differences in prediction performance from including both controls and 

individuals with alcohol or cocaine use disorder, obesity, or adolescents with prenatal 

cocaine exposure in a single model. In this analysis, models were trained solely on the 

control group and tested in the substance-use-related group as well as trained in the 

substance-use-related group and tested in the control group.  
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Assessing prediction performance 

For the 10-fold cross-validation analyses, model performance was evaluated with 

a cross-validated coefficient of determination, labeled q2: q� � 1 � ∑ ������� �
��

���

∑ ������
��

���

, where ��
 

is the �	
 observed value, ��� is the �	
 predicted value, and � is the average of observed 

values. In the text, the median q2 for 100 random 10-fold divisions is reported. For 

convenience, Pearson’s correlation (r), Spearman’s rank correlation (ρ), and mean 

square error (MSE; defined as: �	
 � √�1 � ∑ ��� � ������
���� � are also reported. To 

assess significance of q2, permutation testing was used, where the correspondence 

between behavioral variables and connectivity matrices were randomly shuffled 1,000 

times and the CPM analysis was re-run with the shuffled data to generate null 

distributions of ����� . Based on these null distributions, the p-values for predictions 

were calculated as: p=(#[ρ_null>ρ_median]+1)⁄1001, where #[ρ_null>ρ_median] 

indicates the number of permutated predictions numerically greater than the median of 

the un-permutated predictions. As a positive association was expected between 

predicted and actual values, one-tailed p-values are reported. For the leave-one-group-

out analysis, as it does not involve randomly partitioning data into training and testing 

sets, Pearson’s correlation was tested between actual and predicted craving to measure 

prediction performance.  For quantification of task and anatomical contributions to 

prediction, see supplement. 

Group differences in connectomes 

To measure group differences in task connectomes (i.e., appetitive, stress, 

neutral-relaxing connectomes) between the substance-use-related and control groups, 

mass univariate, edge-wise analyses was used, and multiple comparisons were 
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controlled using the Network-Based Statistic (NBS). 81 For each edge, connectivity 

strength from each task-based connectome is included in a two-tailed t-test resulting in 

a node-by-node matrix of t-values that represent the magnitude of differences across 

groups. This procedure was performed independently for each task-based connectome. 

One-thousand iterations and an initial t-value threshold of 2.595 were used for NBS. 

Results at p<0.0167 (0.05/3) were considered significant. For the comparisons with the 

predictive modeling results, node contributions were quantified at the sum of all 

significant edges for a node. Edges showing greater and weaker connectivity between 

groups were summarized independently. In addition, results were also summarized 

across all task connectomes by creating the union of all significant edges from each 

task connectome, and summarizing node contribution as above.  

Model overlap 

To assess the overlap between the transdiagnostic, predictive model of craving 

and group differences in connectomes, the node-level contributions were correlated 

between predictive models and group difference results.  

Code and model availability 

Matlab scripts to run the main CPM analyses can be found at 

https://github.com/YaleMRRC/CPM/tree/master/matlab/func/misc. BioImage Suite tools 

used for analysis and visualization can be accessed at www.bisweb.yale.edu.  
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Figures 

Figure 1. Self-reported craving. Box plots for self-reported craving ratings (verbal 
analog scale from 1-10) before and after each imagery condition (appetitive, neutral-
relaxing, stress) for controls (top) and individuals with substance use related conditions 
(bottom).  
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Figure 2. Connectome-based predictive model performance for transdiagnostic 
prediction of craving. (A) Scatter plot of the observed 1st principal component of the 
craving data on the x-axis and the predicted principal component generated using CPM 
on the y-axis. Each group of individuals is colored independently. (B) Histogram of the 
model performance, indexed by q2,  across 100 iterations of the actual data (red) and 
1,000 iterations of randomly permuted data (white).  
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Figure 3. Node-level contribution to predictive craving values. The top row shows 
contribution (defined as the sum of all edgewise ridge regression coefficients 
normalized by the standard deviation of edges across participants for any node) across 
all three imagery conditions. The next three rows exhibit these contributions separated 
by each imagery condition. While all conditions highlight the PCC as a top contributor, 
the appetitive and neutral-relaxing conditions also highlighted contributions from primary 
sensory and visual networks as well as the hippocampus. The stress condition 
highlights regions in the brain stem and parahippocampus. Warmer colors represent 
nodes that contributed more towards the final prediction.  
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Figure 4. Network-level contribution to predictive craving values. Node-level 
contributions to predictions were further summarized by canonical functional networks. 
The diagonal represents the average contribution of edges within a single network, 
while off diagonal elements represent the average contribution of edges between two 
network pairs. Warmer colors represent networks that contributed more towards the 
final prediction. MF=medial frontal network; FPN=frontal parietal network; MOT=motor-
sensory network; V1=visual network #1; V2=visual network #2; VA=visual association 
network; SAL=salience network; SC=Subcortical network; CBL=cerebellar network. 
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Figure 5. Node-level contribution to group differences in connectivity. One-thousand-
five-hundred-and-forty-seven edges, or about 5% of the total number of possible edges, 
exhibited significant (p<0.05, corrected) group differences in connectivity between the 
substance use-related and control groups. The nodes with the largest number of 
significant edges that differed between groups were located in the cerebellum, 
brainstem, PCC, and frontoparietal association cortices. Overall, the nodes contributing 
to prediction and the nodes contributing to the group differences were different and not 
overlapping. 
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