Locally-Optimized Inter-Subject Alignment of
Functional Cortical Regions

1 1 2
Marius Catalin lordan , Armand Joulin , Diane M. Beck , Li Fei-Fei

Attention and

1

'Department of Computer Science, Stanford University ’Beckman Institute and Department of Psychology, University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign
mci@cs.stanford.edu ajoulin@stanford.edu dmbeck@illinois.edu feifeili@cs.stanford.edu

[ Cortical Variability of Functional Brain Regions ] [ General-Purpose Method for Between-Subject Functional Region Prediction: Algorithm and Description ]
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