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Abstract

Cognitive task classification using machine learning plays a central role in decoding brain states from neu-
roimaging data. By integrating machine learning with brain network analysis, complex connectivity patterns
can be extracted from functional magnetic resonance imaging connectomes. This process transforms raw
blood-oxygen-level-dependent (BOLD) signals into interpretable representations of cognitive processes. Graph
neural networks (GNNs) further advance this paradigm by modeling brain regions as nodes and functional
connections as edges, capturing topological dependencies and multi-scale interactions that are often missed
by conventional approaches. Our proposed SpectralBrainGNN model, a spectral convolution framework
based on graph Fourier transforms (GFT) computed via normalized Laplacian eigendecomposition. Experi-
ments on the Human Connectome Project-Task (HCPTask) dataset demonstrate the effectiveness of the pro-
posed approach, achieving a classification accuracy of 96.25%. The implementation is publicly available at
https://github.com/gnnplayground/SpectralBrainGNN to support reproducibility and future research.
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1 Introduction

One of the central objectives of modern multidisciplinary science is to figure out how the human brain works. A lot
of research is currently focused on figuring out how to decode complex patterns in brain activity to help with things
like figuring out cognitive processes and diagnosing mental health disorders[14,|9]. This research heavily depends on
neuroimaging techniques including electroencephalography (EEG), magnetoencephalography (MEG), and functional
magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI). These techniques are used to map brain activity and identify the functional
networks that support various cognitive functions[ 10l 48]]. Among these fMRI has emerged as a potential candidate due
to its unique spatial and temporal resolution, measuring blood-oxygen-level-dependent (BOLD) responses that indicate
changes in neural activity[19, |8]. This capability allows researchers to explore cognitive complexities and identify
biomarkers for neurological disorders|2,46]. BOLD signals are commonly used to construct functional connectivity
(FC) networks from fMRI data, in which brain regions are connected by correlations associated with either normal or
pathological conditions[16] 25].

The choice of data representation significantly impacts brain-state classification outcomes across modalities[5} 133} 136],
which results in the utilization of network-based approaches to capture both local and global connectivity patterns.
[41,128,135]]. To model these FC features effectively, brain networks are typically represented as graphs, with nodes as
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regions of interest (ROIs) and edges as functional connections, often computed via metrics like Pearson’s correlation
coefficients[[7, 130} 29, [11} 20].

This graph architecture facilitates the explicit representation of inter-region correlations. This allows the implementation
of graph machine learning (GML) techniques, particularly graph neural networks (GNNs), which incorporate local
information to identify patterns in functional connectivity[42, 20} 29]. Recent advancements include ensemble learning
for constructing “synolitic" graphs that combine multiple connectivity metrics to handle noise, inter-subject variability,
and multimodal data, reducing computational demands while enhancing classification accuracy[39, 24]. However,
existing GNN-based approaches[20), 39] often overlook inherent activation pathways in brain networks—sequences
of neural signal transmissions that form paths across functional connectivity (FC) graphs [31,[17]. These pathways
capture how brain regions organize into functional modules and coordinate during tasks and ignoring them may miss
complex interactions beyond pairwise correlations.

Inspired by this, we propose SpectralBrainGNN, a spectral graph neural network that uses exact graph Fourier transforms
(GFT) via Laplacian eigendecomposition to operate in the frequency domain. Unlike spatial GNNs that aggregate local
neighborhoods, SpectralBrainGNN captures frequency-specific motifs, that provides sharper selectivity and improved
interpretability for fMRI-derived connectomes.

Our contributions in this paper are as follows:

* A novel exact spectral convolution layer with learnable frequency filters and attention readout for graph-level
predictions.

* Empirical validation on HCP-derived dataset, achieving superior performance (e.g., 96.25% accuracy on
HCPTask) over modern baselines.

2 Related Works

Brain network analysis, which consists of complex connectivity patterns within the brain, originates from the initial
studies of motor pathways, demonstrated by Keller et al.[17]], who illustrated task-dependent activation of quick and
slow motor routes during imagery, reflecting actual movements and establishing a foundation for pathway-specific
modeling. In 2020, predictive applications appeared, with He et al.[13]] enhancing connectome-based forecasting of
cognitive actions through graph convolutional networks, focusing individual diversity in functional connections. The
field accelerated in 2021 with Li et al.’s BrainGNN[20]], an interpretable ROI-aware framework for fMRI that fused
local and global features to enhance disorder detection.

In the following year, the field gained momentum through several influential contributions. These included BrainGB
by Cui et al.[6], which standardized GNN evaluation benchmarks; the transformer-based modeling of global node
interactions proposed by Kan et al.[15]); sparsity-guided connectivity analysis for mild cognitive impairment biomarkers
introduced by Zhang et al.[47]]; adversarial learning for dynamic brain networks by Yang et al.[40]; self-supervised
pre-training strategies developed by Li et al.[21]; and novel spatiotemporal GNN architectures proposed by Wang, Chen,
and Li et al. [42]. Together, these advances substantially expanded the application of GNNs in disease identification
and cognitive mapping.

More recently, research attention shifted toward incorporating node attributes and data augmentation strategies. Repre-
sentative works include temporal pattern detection for anomaly identification by Said et al.[30]] and data-augmented
analysis for brain disorder classification by Liu et al.[23]], both of which improved robustness in sparse data settings.
More recent studies in 2024 further advanced GNNs by emphasizing interpretability and topological structure, such as
semantic bridging between brain and machine representations by Chen et al.[4]], permutation-invariant encoders for
neuronal circuits proposed by Liao, Wan, and Du [22], and logits-constrained attention mechanisms for accurate age
and intelligence prediction introduced by Xu et al.[44]]. Unlike spatial GNNs that aggregate local features in the vertex
domain and risk over smoothing, SpectralBrainGNN uses exact graph Fourier transforms with learnable frequency
filters to capture global frequency patterns and improve cognitive task classification.

3 Proposed method

3.1 Brain Image to Graph formulation

For brain fMRI image to graph formulation, the preprocessing and graph construction pipeline proposed by Said et
al.[30] has been adopted for this paper. fMRI provides a sequence of volumetric images that capture blood-oxygen-
level-dependent (BOLD) signals over time. Mathematically, an fMRI scan for a given subject can be represented as a
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four-dimensional tensor
XXYXZXT
FeR ,

where (XY, Z) denote the spatial dimensions of the brain volume and T denotes the number of acquired time points
during the scanning session. Each volumetric image encodes the intensity of the BOLD signal at different spatial
locations in the brain. Direct analysis of F is challenging due to its high dimensionality, noise, and strong inter-voxel
correlations. Moreover, brain activity is known to exhibit coherent patterns across spatially distributed regions rather
than at the level of individual voxels. So the BOLD signal is commonly summarized into a collection of spatially
extended functional units, referred to as brain parcels or regions of interest (ROIs). Each ROI consists of a group of
voxels whose time-series exhibit temporally correlated activity.

To obtain these ROIs, data from the Human Connectome Project (HCP), a publicly available neuroimaging datasetﬂ
containing high-quality fMRI recordings, has been utilized for benchmarking. The group-level Schaefer atlas has
been employed to parcellate the cerebral cortex into a predefined number of ROIs. This atlas provides a hierarchical
organization of cortical regions at multiple spatial resolutions which supports consistent and reproducible region
definitions across subjects.

Brain connectivity networks are then constructed to provide a compact and structured representation of functional
interactions. In this graph-based abstraction, ROIs are modeled as nodes, while statistical dependencies between ROI
time-series are modeled as edges. Such representations have been shown to effectively capture functional relationships
relevant to neurological and neurodevelopmental disorders. Let the set of ROI coordinates defined by the Schaefer atlas
be denoted as

C={ci,ca,...,cn}, ¢ €ER3

where N is the number of regions. Around each coordinate ¢;, a spherical mask of radius 7 = 5 mm is defined. The
BOLD signals are then extracted from these spheres using a masker function, which returns the mean time-series for
each ROI. Thus, each node v; € V is associated with a time-series
1,2 T T
x; = (x;,x5,...,x; ), x; €ER.
Functional connectivity between pairs of ROIs is quantified using correlation analysis. Given two ROI time-series x;
and x;, their Pearson correlation coefficient is computed as

o Cov(x;, x;)
i3 = G olay)

)

where Cov(+, -) denotes covariance and o(+) the standard deviation.

Collecting all pairwise correlations yields a symmetric connectivity matrix
CGRNXN, 07] :pU

To construct the graph topology, a threshold 7 is applied such that an edge (v;,v;) € E exists if C;; > 7. This
thresholding operation enforces sparsity while preserving the strongest functional connections. Finally, each subject is
represented as a weighted, undirected graph

G =(V,E,X),

where V denotes the set of ROIs, FE the functional connections, and X € RY*7 the node features derived from the
BOLD time-series. Each graph is paired with a subject-level label y € {0, 1, - - - }, indicating diagnostic group.

3.2 Spectral Graph Neural Network (SpectralBrainGNN)

After constructing subject-specific brain graphs G = (V, E, X'), we employ a spectral graph neural network for brain
image (SpectralBrainGNN) as illustrated in Fig. [T} to learn discriminative representations for classification. Our
proposed model, SpectralBrainGNN, consists of L layers. Each layer takes the node embeddings generated by the
previous layer as input and outputs the updated node embeddings, progressively refining the representation through
spectral-domain filtering at each layer. The method begins with computing the normalized Laplacian of the input graph
and proceeds through exact eigendecomposition, graph Fourier transform, learnable frequency filtering, inverse GFT,
and channel-wise linear projection.

"https://www.humanconnectome.org/study/hcp-young-adult
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Figure 1: Schematic diagram of SpectralBrainGNN model for Cognitive Task Classification.

3.2.1 Spectral Convolution Layer:

Given an input graph with node features H(®) € RN *Fn at layer [ where N is the number of nodes and F}, is the input
feature dimension, we first compute the normalized Laplacian matrix

L=1Ixy—DY24AD"1/2 1)

where A € RY*V s the adjacency matrix, D = diag(A1) is the degree matrix, and Iy is the identity matrix. The
symmetric positive semi-definite matrix L admits an eigendecomposition

L=UAUT, 2)

with orthogonal Fourier basis U € i.e. eigenvectors and eigenvalues A = diag(A1,..., Ax) where 0 < A\; < 2.
For moderate sized graphs, the eigenvectors U and eigenvalues \ are computed only once during the initial forward pass
and subsequently cached, thereby distributing the O(N?) computational cost of the eigendecomposition over multiple
iterations.

RNXN

The exact graph Fourier transform projects the node features into the frequency domain:

A =yTH® ¢ RN*Fn, 3)
where H® represents the frequency-domain signal. A learnable filter g(\) € RY is then applied element-wise:
2D =g 0 7Y, @)

with ©® denoting Hadamard (element-wise) multiplication broadcast over feature channels. The filter values g();) are
parameterized e through a multilayer perceptron MLP ()\;; ¢) that maps each eigenvalue to a scalar.

The filtered signal is transformed back to the node domain via the inverse GFT:
gD =y gt ¢ RN*Fo ®
followed by a linear channel mixing:
HUIFD = U 4 p e RN Fou (6)

where W € RFinxFou and b € RFo are learnable parameters. A ReLU nonlinearity is applied after each convolution
layer to introduce non-linearity:

HHD = ReLU(HHY), 7
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3.2.2 Attention-Based Readout:

After the final convolution layer, the refined node embeddings HX) € RY*Fr are aggregated into a single graph-level
representation using an attention mechanism. Per-node attention scores are computed as

4 =0 (Hfz)r) €R, (8)
where I' € R¥* is a learnable projection vector and o is the sigmoid function. The scores are normalized to obtain

attention weights:

a;

~ -8
= —x , e=10"% ®
Zj:l a; +e
The graph embedding is then formed by the weighted sum:
N
hg =Y aH® e RM. (10)

i=1

This adaptive pooling assigns higher importance to salient nodes i.e. functional hubs in brain connectomes, outperform-
ing uniform pooling strategies like mean or max pooling in distinguishing complex graph structures.

3.2.3 Final Prediction Layer:

The graph-level embedding h, is passed through a fully connected layer to produce the final output:
9 = hgWou + bou € RY, (11)

where Wy, € RF»*C and by, € R are learnable parameters. The entire model is trained end-to-end using cross-
entropy loss function for classification.

4 Result & Discussion

4.1 Implementation Details

The implementation of the SpectralBrainGNN model involves PyTorch and leverages an Apple M4 chip with 16
GB unified memory to enhance computational efficiency for spectral operations. The SpectralBrainGNN framework
comprises 2 spectral convolution modules, each performing exact graph Fourier transforms with learnable frequency
filters, followed by an attention-based readout layer. These modules are stacked with ReLU nonlinear activations and
incorporated into the framework, which also consists of 1 fully connected layer for final prediction. Both the spectral
convolution and fully connected layers employ the ReLU nonlinear activation function. The number of neurons in
each spectral convolution layer is specified as 64. For the fully connected layer, we have chosen to use 64 neurons.
To address the issue of overfitting, a dropout rate of 0.5 has been implemented for these layers. The optimization
process involves utilizing the Adaptive Moment Estimation (Adam) optimizer with a learning rate set at 0.001 and a
regularization parameter of 0.0001. The model is trained for 200 epochs, and this training process is repeated for 10
times to achieve better result stability.

4.2 Evaluation metrics

Given the limited sample size, we employed random selection to allocate 60% of samples to training, 20% to validation,
and 20% to testing. During training, we performed validation at each iteration and saved parameters yielding the
highest validation performance, which were then used for testing. This procedure was repeated 30 times, with average
results and standard deviations recorded for each method. For fair comparison, identical data splits and training
strategies were applied across our SpectralBrainGNN and competing methods. Model efficacy was assessed using five
metrics: accuracy, precision, recall and F1-score. These provide a comprehensive performance evaluation, where true
positives (TP), true negatives (TN), false positives (FP), and false negatives (FN) denote correctly/erroneously classified
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positive/negative samples, respectively. The four metrics are defined as:

TP + TN
Accuracy = + , (12)
TP + TN + FP + FN

Precisi TP (13)
recision = ——
TP + FP’

TP

Recall = ———, (14)
TP + FN

Fl-score — 2 - Precision x Recall. (15)

Precision + Recall

4.3 Dataset

The Human Connectome Project (HCP) Young Adult dataset [37/] forms the basis of our experimental benchmarks and
provides high-quality multimodal neuroimaging data from over 1,200 healthy adults aged 22 to 35 years. This dataset is
used to model functional connectivity patterns associated with cognitive traits. The task-based classification benchmarks
are derived from the NeuroGraph framework [30], which supports standardized evaluation of SpectralBrainGNN against
baseline graph classification methods.

The resulting HCPTask dataset consists of 7,443 graphs constructed from task-evoked fMRI recordings across seven
cognitive paradigms: emotion processing, gambling, language comprehension, motor execution, relational processing,
social cognition, and working memory [1]]. Each graph contains 400 regions of interest (ROIs) and is used in a multi-
class classification setting to identify the underlying task state from functional connectivity patterns. This experimental
setup evaluates the model’s ability to capture dynamic neural activations under balanced class distributions, supporting
robust training and evaluation.

4.4 Classification Result

Table 1: Classification performance on the HCPTask dataset. Results are reported as mean =+ standard deviation over 30
runs.

Model Accuracy (%) Precision (%) Recall (%) F1-Score (%)
GCNI[18]] 86.29 + 0.98 85.12 £ 1.05 86.45+092 85.78 £0.97
GATI[38]] 85.60 £ 1.26 8478 £ 1.31 8592+1.18 8535+1.24
SAGE[12] 84.49 + 0.57 83.67 £0.63 84.81 055 84.24+0.59
ResGCNJ[26] 93.75 £ 0.35 93.02 +0.41 93.89 £0.33 93.45 4+ 0.38
GraphGPS[27] 92.13 £2.00 9145£2.12 9228 +195 91.86+2.04
Graph-Mamba[40]] 94.17 + 0.86 93.56 £0.90 94.03 £0.84 93.79 4+ 0.88
BrainMAP[43] 94.74 £ 0.07 9412 £0.10 94.68 + 0.06 94.40 4+ 0.08
SpectralBrainGNN  96.25 + 1.37 9546 +1.42 9432+ 1.51 9558 +1.39

The classification results on the HCPTask dataset demonstrate the strong performance of the proposed SpectralBrainGNN
in decoding cognitive task states from functional connectomes. As summarized in Table[I] SpectralBrainGNN achieves
the highest accuracy of 96.25%, surpassing competitive baselines such as BrainMAP (94.74%) and Graph-Mamba
(94.17%) by margins of 1.51% and 2.08%, respectively. This improvement is consistently reflected in precision
(95.46%) and F1-score (95.58%), indicating reliable discrimination across the seven task conditions, including emotion
and motor processing.

Although the recall (94.32%) is slightly lower than that of BrainMAP (94.68%), this difference suggests a modest
trade-off that favors higher precision for certain classes. In contrast, earlier architectures such as GCN and GAT achieve
accuracies around 85-86%, revealing limitations in modeling frequency-specific connectivity patterns. More recent
methods, including ResGCN and GraphGPS, improve representational capacity but remain less effective than the
proposed exact Fourier-based filtering approach. The consistently low standard deviations across runs further confirm
the stability and robustness of SpectralBrainGNN, highlighting its suitability for neuroimaging classification tasks. A
paired t-test have been conducted on the accuracy scores across 30 runs, yielding a p-value of 0.028, showing that the
improvement over the best baseline is statistically significant

The confusion matrix for the HCPTask classification task, shown in Fig.[2} indicates strong overall performance, with
diagonal dominance reflecting accurate predictions across the seven cognitive paradigms i.e. Emotion, Gambling,
Motor, Language, Relational, Social, and Working Memory. Out of 1,489 total samples, 1,444 are correctly classified,
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Figure 2: Confusion matrix of HCPTask classification task

corresponding to an overall accuracy of approximately 97%. This high accuracy suggests that the model effectively
distinguishes among task states by capturing task-specific functional connectivity patterns in fMRI-derived brain graphs.

Minor confusions are evident in off-diagonal elements, such as 4 instances of true Emotion misclassified as Gambling,
and 3 Gambling as Emotion, which may reflect overlapping neural circuits in reward and emotional processing (e.g.,
involving amygdala and ventral striatum). Similarly, Motor tasks show 4 misclassifications to Social, potentially due
to shared action-observation networks in mirror neuron systems; Relational tasks have 4 to Working Memory and
2 to Motor, aligning with common frontoparietal involvement in executive functions. Language (3 to Motor) and
Working Memory (3 to Relational) exhibit low errors, while Social is nearly perfect (209/209 correct), indicating robust
separation for theory-of-mind processes.

Minor misclassifications appear in the off-diagonal entries and are limited in number. For example, four Emotion
samples are misclassified as Gambling and three Gambling samples as Emotion, which may reflect shared neural
substrates involved in affective and reward processing, such as the amygdala and ventral striatum[32]. Motor tasks
exhibit four misclassifications as Social, potentially due to overlap in action-observation and mirror neuron networks[45]].
Similarly, Relational tasks show a small number of confusions with Working Memory (four cases) and Motor tasks
(two cases), consistent with the involvement of common frontoparietal circuits supporting executive functions[[} [3]].
Errors in Language (three misclassified as Motor) and Working Memory (three misclassified as Relational) remain
minimal, while the Social task is classified perfectly (209/209), indicating strong separability of theory-of-mind-related
activity([34].
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Overall, these patterns highlight the model’s sensitivity to task-specific brain dynamics, with errors confined to
biologically plausible overlaps between cognitive processes. This behavior supports the model’s applicability to
neuroimaging classification tasks and motivates future analyses of region-wise contributions to further enhance
interpretability.

5 Conclusion

In conclusion, SpectralBrainGNN represents a significant advancement in spectral graph neural networks for neu-
roimaging applications, achieving state of the art performance on HCP-derived benchmarks. In particular, it attains
an accuracy of 96.25% on the HCPTask dataset, outperforming strong baselines such as BrainMAP by 1.51%. By
using exact graph Fourier transforms with learnable frequency filters, the model captures multi-scale brain connectivity
patterns, including task-specific activation pathways. The attention-based readout further improves interpretability by
through sparse and biologically meaningful regions of interests.

Analysis of the confusion matrix confirms robust discrimination among cognitive states, with only minor misclassifi-
cations that align with known overlaps in neural circuitry, such as between emotion and gambling tasks. While the
reliance on Laplacian eigendecomposition introduces scalability challenges for very large graphs, the model remains
efficient for moderate sized connectomes through eigenvector caching strategies. Together with its strong generalization
capability, these properties position SpectralBrainGNN as a promising framework for clinical applications, including
brain disorder diagnosis. Future work will explore extensions to dynamic fMRI analysis and multimodal data fusion to
further broaden its neuroscientific impact.
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