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Coherent Activity between Brain Regions that Code for Value is Linked to
the Malleability of Human Behavior

Abstract
Brain activity in medial prefrontal cortex (MPFC) during exposure to persuasive messages can predict health
behavior change. @is brain-behavior relationship has been linked to areas of MPFC previously associated
with self-related processing; however, the mechanism underlying this relationship is unclear. We explore two
components of self-related processing – self-reBection and subjective valuation – and examine coherent
activity between relevant networks of brain regions during exposure to health messages encouraging exercise
and discouraging sedentary behaviors. We And that objectively logged reductions in sedentary behavior in the
following month are linked to functional connectivity within brain regions associated with positive valuation,
but not within regions associated with self-reBection on personality traits. Furthermore, functional
connectivity between valuation regions contributes additional information compared to average brain
activation within single brain regions. @ese data support an account in which MPFC integrates the value of
messages to the self during persuasive health messaging and speak to broader questions of how humans make
decisions about how to behave.
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Coherent activity between brain 
regions that code for value is 
linked to the malleability of human 
behavior
Nicole Cooper1,2, Danielle S. Bassett3,4 & Emily B. Falk1

Brain activity in medial prefrontal cortex (MPFC) during exposure to persuasive messages can predict 

health behavior change. This brain-behavior relationship has been linked to areas of MPFC previously 

associated with self-related processing; however, the mechanism underlying this relationship is unclear. 

We explore two components of self-related processing – self-reflection and subjective valuation – and 
examine coherent activity between relevant networks of brain regions during exposure to health 

messages encouraging exercise and discouraging sedentary behaviors. We find that objectively logged 
reductions in sedentary behavior in the following month are linked to functional connectivity within 

brain regions associated with positive valuation, but not within regions associated with self-reflection 
on personality traits. Furthermore, functional connectivity between valuation regions contributes 

additional information compared to average brain activation within single brain regions. These data 

support an account in which MPFC integrates the value of messages to the self during persuasive health 

messaging and speak to broader questions of how humans make decisions about how to behave.

Predicting human behavior is a central goal across both social and brain sciences. Recent work has demon-
strated that neural measures can be used to forecast real-world, complex behavior at timescales from months 
to years1,2. For example, brain activity has been linked to future behavior in a number of domains, such as 
health behaviors3–7, response to clinical treatments8–10, learning11–13, and consumer behavior14–16. One consist-
ent !nding in this literature has been a connection between neural activity within the medial prefrontal cortex 
(MPFC) during persuasive messaging and subsequent behavior change. Indeed, in several domains of health 
behavior, higher activity in subregions of the MPFC during exposure to persuasive messaging is related to future 
message-consistent behavior change3–5,7,17–19.

Several studies have posited that the MPFC-behavior relationship stems from self-related processing. In sup-
port of this idea, health messages that are tailored to individuals, or that are rated as more self-relevant, are more 
likely to change attitudes, intentions and behaviors20–23. However, most studies relating MPFC activity to behavior 
change have not explicitly tested the self-related processing hypothesis (c.f. refs 4,19). Further, previous work has 
not provided a clear de!nition of self-related processing expected to link brain and behavior. Within the broader 
psychology and neuroscience literatures, self-related processing typically refers to the evaluation of one’s per-
sonality traits, physical characteristics, autobiographical memories or future goals24–27. "ese are largely stable, 
dispositional qualities that can be explicitly accessed and evaluated. It could be the case that health messaging 
is more likely to lead to behavior change when individuals feel that they have traits or exemplify behaviors that 
make them susceptible to the problems addressed in the message, increasing the self-relevance of the message. 
Several meta-analyses of self-related processing focus on tasks that ask participants to make judgments about 
their personality traits, and term this cognitive process ‘self-re#ection’28,29. "ese studies and others have found 
that a subregion of the MPFC within BA10 and the posterior cingulate cortex (PCC) are most likely to be active 
during self-re#ection judgments28–33.
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However, this self-re#ective aspect of self-related processing is not the only possible explanation of the rela-
tionship between MPFC activity and behavior change. Another candidate process is subjective valuation, or the 
value of behaviors and rewards relative to the self17. "ese values may be susceptible to in#uence by persuasive 
health messaging, such that messaging increases the positive value individuals place on the target health behavior 
or outcome, thereby increasing the likelihood of future message-consistent behavior change. Activity in a ventral 
subregion of the MPFC and the ventral striatum (VS) has been linked to value-related processing, scaling posi-
tively with subjective value across decision domains34–37.

"e lack of clarity around MPFC’s speci!c function relative to behavior change is further complicated by the 
fact that it does not operate in isolation. "erefore, one way to gain new insights into the nature of the relationship 
between MPFC activity and behavior change is to examine the regions with which it interacts during exposure to 
persuasive messages using functional connectivity analysis. "ere is growing recognition that examining coher-
ent activity between networks of regions provides additional, complementary information about cognition38–43. 
Critically, extant research has largely assessed neural activity within the MPFC alone3,5,7,17–19 or averaged activity 
across several regions within a task-relevant network4,44,45. "us, we argue that investigation into both the locali-
zation of activation and functional interactions between brain regions is needed to gain a more complete under-
standing of brain-behavior relationships, and in particular, the role of MPFC in social in#uence and behavior 
change.

Here we test two possible accounts of the link between MPFC and later behavior change – self-re#ection and 
subjective valuation. We examine whether functional connectivity within meta-analytically de!ned networks 
mapping onto each of these self-related processes during a health messaging intervention is associated with future 
message-consistent behavior change. We utilize data from a study of sedentary adults that measured neural activ-
ity with fMRI during a messaging intervention and also tracked physical activity levels before and a$er the inter-
vention19. We !nd that reductions in sedentary behavior in the month a$er the intervention are associated with 
both overall activity and functional connectivity within brain regions associated with self-related valuation, but 
not with connectivity between regions associated with self-re#ection and assessing one’s own traits. Furthermore, 
functional connectivity between value regions contributes additional information compared to average activation 
results. "ese data highlight a novel account of MPFC’s role in behavior change, emphasizing coherent activity in 
regions associated with subjective valuation, relative to the self.

Methods
Participants. A group of 60 sedentary adults was recruited for this study. A$er imaging and behavioral attri-
tion (detailed below in Data Analysis), the !nal sample consisted of 44 participants (28 female; mean age =  32 
years, S.D. =  13 years; 31 white). Eligibility criteria required that participants reported engaging in less than 
195 minutes of moderate and vigorous physical activity per week, including walking. To establish this number, 
participants completed the short-form International Physical Activity Questionnaire (IPAQ). "e mean number 
of minutes of activity per week reported at intake was 121 (S.D. =  49 min). On average, participants were over-
weight (mean body mass index =  27.7, S.D. =  5.5). Participants also had to meet standard fMRI eligibility criteria, 
including having no metal implants in their body, being right-handed, and not being pregnant or claustrophobic. 
Participants with a history of major health problems or mental illness were excluded. "e institutional review 
board at the University of Michigan approved this research, and all methods were performed in accordance with 
the approved guidelines and the Declaration of Helsinki. All participants received written and oral instructions of 
the procedures, and gave written informed consent.

Procedure. Once enrolled in the study, participants completed three appointments. At the baseline appoint-
ment, participants completed demographic surveys (including their age, gender, and ethnicity), among other 
measures that are not the focus of this investigation. During this appointment, an accelerometer was calibrated 
for each participant, and participants received instructions about how to wear and maintain the accelerometer 
for the duration of the study.

Participants returned an average of 10 days later (S.D. =  7 days) for an fMRI scanning session. Participants 
performed several tasks while inside the fMRI scanner, including the health messages intervention task. Task 
responses were collected with a !ve-button response device held in the participant’s right hand. "ey addition-
ally completed pre- and post-scan self-report measures of individual di%erences that are not of interest in this 
investigation.

At the scanning session, participants were assigned to an experimental group. Half of the participants com-
pleted a values-based self-a&rmation task during the fMRI scan, and half completed a control task. "is manip-
ulation is not the focus of this investigation, and experimental condition is controlled for in all models presented 
below. For discussion of the self-a&rmation task and its e%ects, see ref. 19.

"e !nal appointment took place an average of 36 days (SD =  8 days) a$er the scanning session. "e period 
between the scanning session and the !nal appointment is referred to here as the follow-up period. Between 
the scanning session and the !nal appointment, participants received two study text messages per day via their 
mobile phones, repeating the messages shown during the fMRI tasks.

Measures. Physical activity measurement. We collected accelerometer data during a week-long baseline 
period before the fMRI scan, and for approximately one month following the fMRI scan. All participants were 
right-handed, and wore the waterproof triaxial GENEA accelerometer on their le$ wrist46. Participants were 
encouraged to wear the accelerometers continuously during the baseline period and the month-long follow-up 
period. Triaxial accelerometer data were collected at 20 Hz and down-sampled to 1-min epochs during analysis. 
"is resulted in a single measure of activity intensity (gravity subtracted signal vector magnitude; SVMg) per 
minute.
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Health message intervention. "e focus of the current study is 40 messages promoting increased physical activity 
levels and reduced sedentary behavior (physical activity trials). Messages emphasized reasons to be active or to 
be less sedentary (e.g., “"e more you sit, the more damage it does to your body. When you sit for long periods 
of time, your body can’t handle sugar and fat—this can mean higher risk for disease”), and ways to accomplish 
these goals (e.g., “"e best parking spots for your health are farther away. Choose the last row of a parking lot or 
the top #oor so that you have farther to walk”). Each message block consisted of a short message (4 s), followed by 
supporting information about why participants should decrease their sedentary time or how participants could 
implement the suggestions, using simple text and pictograms (6 s; trial design illustrated in Fig. 1). Finally, partic-
ipants were asked to think about ways that they could apply this message in their own lives and press a button for 
each unique application (response period, 5.5 s). "e on-screen text was accompanied by audio presented through 
headphones. "e average inter-trial interval was 1.5 seconds, with 12 second rest periods interspersed every 7th 
block. "e task included two additional categories of messages that were not the focus of the current analysis. 
"ese were a set of 10 explicitly risk-focused messages and a set of 20 messages containing information about 
other daily activities unrelated to sedentary behavior.

Data Analysis. Imaging data acquisition and analysis. fMRI data were acquired using a 3-T GE Signa 
MRI scanner. A spoiled gradient echo sequence (SPGR) was used to acquire high-resolution T1-weighted 
structural images (124 slices; slice thickness, 1.02 mm ×  1.02 mm ×  1.2 mm). A reverse spiral sequence was 
used to acquire functional images (43 axial slices; field of view, 220 mm; slice thickness, 3 mm; voxel size, 
3.44 mm ×  3.4 mm ×  3.0 mm repetition time, 2,000 ms; echo time, 30 ms; #ip angle, 90°;). In-plane T1-weighted 
overlay images were also acquired (43 slices; slice thickness, 3 mm; voxel size, 0.86 mm ×  0.86 mm ×  3.0 mm), 
allowing two-stage co-registration. "e !rst !ve volumes (10 s) of each run were discarded before analysis to 
allow for the stabilization of the BOLD signal. Functional data were preprocessed using the Statistical Parametric 
Mapping package (SPM8; Wellcome Department of Cognitive Neurology, Institute of Neurology, London, UK) 
for all steps other than initial despiking, which was performed with the 3d Despike program in the AFNI tool-
box. A sinc interpolation algorithm was used to correct for di%erences in time of acquisition across the 43 slices 
with the !rst slice as a reference. Motion artifacts were corrected by spatial realignment to each volume’s !rst 
slice. "e mean image across all functional images and the high-resolution T1 SPGR image were coregistered 
to the in-plane T1 image. "e high-resolution T1 images were then segmented into white and gray matter and 
the skull was removed. Structural and functional images were normalized to the skull-stripped MNI template 
(“MNI152_T1_1 mm_brain.nii” from the FSL so$ware package). Finally, the functional images were smoothed 
using an 8 mm FWHM Gaussian kernel.

Accelerometer data processing. A trained research assistant who was blind to study condition visually inspected 
the accelerometer data, and tagged windows of likely nonwear (e.g., extended #at lines of no activity) and sleep 
(e.g., contiguous low activity overnight). "e remaining time during which participants were awake and wearing 
the device was used in further analysis. Data were excluded by day if the participant wore the device for less than 
4 hours; of 1,772 person days tagged, 1,668 days, or 94%, were eligible for analysis.

Sedentary behavior was calibrated for each participant at the baseline appointment. Participants performed 
at least 30 min of sedentary activity (completing surveys while seated at a computer) during the baseline appoint-
ment, and the peak acceleration during this period was used to determine the appropriate cut points for sedentary 
time during analysis. "ese sedentary cut points were used in further analysis of the accelerometer data to com-
pute the percent of each day that participants were sedentary. "e use of triaxial accelerometers calibrated using 
speci!c activities completed in the laboratory has been previously validated47–49. "e baseline sedentary percent-
age was determined by averaging across the full one-week baseline period. "e post-scan sedentary percentage 
was the average across the one-month follow-up period.

Figure 1. Task design. Participants viewed 40 messages promoting increased physical activity levels and 
reduced sedentary behavior. Each message block consisted of an initial suggestion (4 s), followed by Supporting 
Information (6 s). Finally, participants were asked to think about ways that they could apply this message in 
their own lives (response period, 5.5 s). Each message was followed by an inter-trial rest period. Credit is given 
to Ian Moore for image design.
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Regions of interest. To address the study aims concerning the self-related processes of self-re#ection and sub-
jective valuation, we selected two regions of interest (ROIs) strongly associated with each of these processes (dis-
played in Fig. 2). ROIs for self-re#ection were de!ned based on a meta-analysis of 25 studies29, which identi!ed 
the posterior cingulate cortex (PCC, volume =  2.22 cm3) and a subregion of medial prefrontal cortex (MPFC-trait, 
volume =  2.54 cm3) as most active during personality judgments about oneself as compared to a semantic control 
condition.

ROIs for valuation were taken from a quantitative meta-analysis of 206 studies that reported subjective 
value-related neural signals during decision-making34. "is meta-analysis identi!ed the ventral striatum (VS, 
volume =  4.00 cm3) and a subregion of medial prefrontal cortex (MPFC-value, volume =  3.58 cm3) as most likely 
to be active during personal value-related decision-making. "e regions used here are reported in Fig. 9 of that 
paper, and are the conjunction of several valuation-relevant contrasts. "e study authors provided masks of the 
meta-analysis results. "e MPFC ROIs overlap minimally (volume of intersection =  0.016 cm3).

Health message task analysis. Participants completed two functional runs of the health messages task (308 vol-
umes each; 616 volumes total). For the !rst six participants, a slightly longer version of the task was used (3 
functional runs of 257 volumes each, 771 volumes total). Fixed-e%ects models were constructed in SPM8 for each 
participant that included regressors for each of the 5 message periods (physical activity trials and their response 
periods, daily activity trials and their response periods, and risk trials). Six rigid-body movement parameters 
derived from spatial realignment were included as nuisance regressors in all !rst-level models. Data were high-
pass !ltered with a cuto% of 128 s. "e !rst-level contrast images were combined using a random e%ects model. 
Univariate activity estimates were extracted from each of the four regions of interest using MarsBaR50 and aver-
aged across all voxels within each ROI. Activity estimates were converted to percent signal change by dividing 
parameter estimates by the constant for each participant.

Psychophysiological interactions. We used psychophysiological interactions (PPIs)51 to test the functional rela-
tionships between our regions of interest during message exposure. Analysis of psychophysiological interactions 
examines whether neural activity depends on an interaction between task conditions and activity in a speci!ed 
seed region of interest. We used two MPFC subregions (described above) as seed regions, in separate models. "is 
analysis utilized the SPM generalized PPI toolbox52. First-level PPI models included two PPI regressors – physical 
activity trials and their response periods. As is the default in the generalized PPI toolbox, the PPI regressors were 
created in the following way for each participant: (1) the time series of the seed region was de!ned as the !rst 
eigenvariate of BOLD activity in all voxels within the seed region (adjusted for e%ects of interest); (2) the resulting 
time series was deconvolved with the canonical HRF using the deconvolution algorithm in SPM853; (3) the decon-
volved time series was multiplied by the predicted, pre-convolved time series of each condition, which resulted in 
one “neural” PPI for each regressor; and (4) each neural PPI was convolved with the canonical HRF. As covariates 
of no interest, the PPI models included all regressors described above in the standard !rst-level models (phys-
ical activity trials and response periods, daily activity trials and response periods, risk trials, and the 6 motion 
parameters) and the time series of the seed region. To investigate group-level PPI e%ects, the !rst-level contrast 
images were combined using a random e%ects model. Using MarsBaR, average parameter estimates of functional 
connectivity (from target MPFC regions to matched PCC or VS ROIs) were extracted at the group level.

Associations with behavior change. We tested the relationship between changes in sedentary behavior and func-
tional connectivity during message exposure in several models. "e dependent variable in the !rst group of 
models was the change between the average percentage of the day that participants spent sedentary during the 
pre-scan baseline period and the average sedentary percentage during the post-scan follow-up period (equa-
tions 1–2). A negative change represents a reduction in sedentary time (i.e., message consistent behavior). 
Psychophysiological interactions between the self-re#ection regions (referred to as PPIMPFC-trait→PCC) and value 
regions (referred to as PPIMPFC-value→VS) were included in separate models as predictors of sedentary behavior 
change. All models controlled for experimental condition (a&rmation vs. control) and demographic variables, 
consisting of gender, centered age, and ethnicity (white vs. other).

= β + β + β + β + β + β + ε∆ − −>Y X X X X X (1)Behavior 0 1 PPI MPFC trait PCC 2 Condition 3 Age 4 Gender 5 Ethnicity

Self-reflection regions 
(MPFC--trait, PCC)

Subjective value regions 
(MPFC--value, VS)

Overlap

 Z = -5       Z = 14      Y = 52        X = 3      

Figure 2. Regions of interest. Self-re#ection (MPFC-trait and PCC, white) and subjective valuation (MPFC-
value and VS, black) regions are displayed. "e far right panel demonstrates the slight overlap between MPFC-
trait and MPFC-value (hatched grey).
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= β + β + β + β + β + β + ε∆ − −>Y X X X X X (2)Behavior 0 1 PPI MPFC value VS 2 Condition 3 Age 4 Gender 5 Ethnicity

An exploratory whole-brain analysis is reported in Table 1. Multiple regression was used to predict 
whole-brain PPI maps from behavior change (equations 3–4), controlling for experimental condition (a&r-
mation vs. control) and demographic variables (gender, centered age, ethnicity (white vs. other)). "e resulting 
image map was thresholded at p <  0.005 and cluster corrected with AFNI’s 3d ClustSim to p <  0.05 (k =  125 for 
self-re#ection PPI, k =  133 for value PPI).

= β + β + β + β + β + β + ε− −> ∆Y X X X X X (3)PPI MPFC trait PCC 0 1 Behavior 2 Condition 3 Age 4 Gender 5 Ethnicity

= β + β + β + β + β + β + ε− −> ∆Y X X X X X (4)PPI MPFC value VS 0 1 Behavior 2 Condition 3 Age 4 Gender 5 Ethnicity

Next we examined changes in post-scan sedentary behavior using hierarchical linear models (equations 5–7). 
"e dependent variable in these models was the percentage of the day that participants spent sedentary on 
each day of the follow-up period. Each model included a PPI term (PPIMPFC-trait→PCC or PPIMPFC-value→VS) and 
the averaged univariate activity from matched ROI pairs (MPFC-trait and PCC [“AvgAct(MPFCt +  PCC)”], 
or MPFC-value and VS[“AvgAct(MPFCv +  VS)”]) as predictors of interest. Additional predictor var-
iables were the post-scan date (index 1–30, or the last date on which data was collected for each participant 
[“DailyPostSedTime”]), centered average baseline levels of sedentary behavior (“PreSedTime”), experimental 
condition (a&rmation vs. control), and demographic variables (gender, centered age, and ethnicity). "e inter-
action term between the averaged univariate activity predictor and the post-scan date was also included as a pre-
dictor of interest. All time series mixed-e%ects models account for non-independence of data within participants 
using the lmer package in R (version 0.98.945).

= γ + γ + γ

+ γ + γ + γ + γ + γ

+ γ + γ ∗ + µ + ε

+ →

+ (5)

Y W W
W W W W W
W W W

DailyPostSedTime 00 01 AvgAct(MPFCt PCC) 02 PPI MPFCt PCC

03 PreSedTime 04 Condition 05 Age 06 Gender 07 Ethnicity

10 PostScanDay 11 PostScanDay AvgAct(MPFCt PCC) 0j ij

= γ + γ + γ
+ γ + γ + γ + γ + γ
+ γ + γ ∗ + µ + ε

+ →

+ (6)

W
Y W W

W W W W
W W W

vDaily Post SedTime 00 01 AvgAct (MPFCv VS) 02 PPI MPFC VS

03 PreSed Time 04 Condition 05 Age 06 Gender 07 Ethnicity

10 Post ScanDay 11 Post ScanDay AvgAct (MPFCv VS) 0j ij

For each PPI region pairing, three versions of this model were run, varying the univariate activity predictor. 
"e primary model included the averaged univariate activity from matched ROI pairs (as described above). In the 
remaining models, the univariate activity in MPFC (MPFC-trait or MPFC-value) or the univariate activity in the 
target region (PCC or VS) was substituted for the averaged univariate activity across regions.

To test whether the PPIMPFC-value→VS variable was a signi!cant contributor to the model predicting behavior 
change, ANOVA was used to compare model !ts of the primary hierarchical model described above and a model 
reduced by the removal of the PPI term.

To test whether sedentary behavior decreases across the post-scan period, irrespective of brain activity, we 
used a modi!ed version of equation 6 without any neural regressors:

= γ + γ + γ + γ
+ γ + γ + γ + µ + ε

Y W W W
W W W (7)

DailyPostSedTime 00 01 PreSedTime 02 PostScanDay 03 Condition

04 Age 05 Gender 06 Ethnicity 0j ij

Imaging and behavioral data attrition. Sixty-one participants completed all appointments, including the fMRI 
scan. A total of 13 participants had accelerometer di&culties resulting in data loss. Data from 3 participants were 
lost due to excessive movement or technical problems during fMRI scanning. One additional participant was 

Cluster Size Peak T x,y,z {mm} Laterality Region Label

238 
− 5.07 25 8 − 20

R
Temporal pole

− 4.54 32 − 2 − 26 Amygdala
− 3.6 22 − 19 − 47 Fusiform gyrus

235
− 4.19 53 − 47 − 20

R
Inferior temporal gyrus

− 3.52 53 − 19 − 29 Fusiform gyrus

241 
− 4.16 − 61 − 33 − 20

L
Inferior temporal gyrus

− 3.79 − 20 − 19 − 44 Fusiform gyrus
135 − 3.88 − 30 1 58 L Middle frontal gyrus

Table 1.  Exploratory whole-brain analysis relating behavior change to psychophysiological interactions 
with MPFC-trait seed. A negative relationship indicates that stronger connectivity relates to a larger decrease in 
sedentary time.
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excluded from analysis because their age was outside of recruitment criteria (77 years, > 3 standard deviations 
above the mean). Primary results are not substantially a%ected by the inclusion of this participant.

"is resulted in a !nal sample of 44 included participants with neuroimaging, accelerometer, and demo-
graphic data present. "e functional connectivity metric between MPFC-trait and PCC contained one outlier 
(> 3 standard deviations from the mean), as did average activation in MPFC-trait. "e outlier participants are 
excluded from analyses involving those terms as applicable.

Results
Functional connectivity between valuation regions is associated with reductions in sedentary 
behavior. We examined whether functional connectivity during message exposure in self-re#ection and value 
regions was associated with changes in sedentary behavior in the month following the physical activity inter-
vention. "e mean daily sedentary time in the pre-scan week was 49.91% (SD =  13.57%), and the mean daily 
sedentary time in the post-scan month was 48.40% (SD =  15.70%). Although the average of participants’ seden-
tary time during the post-scan period is not signi!cantly reduced (paired t(43) =  1.04, p =  0.30), there is a signif-
icant decline during the post-scan month across participants in the daily time that participants spent sedentary 
(t(37) =  − 3.86, p =  1.2 ×  10−4; see equation 7).

Using analyses of psychophysiological interactions (PPIs), we compared the levels of functional connectivity 
in self-re#ection and value regions during message exposure and during rest. We separately tested functional con-
nectivity between self-re#ection regions (PPIMPFC-trait→PCC) and value regions (PPIMPFC-value→VS), using these PPI 
estimates as predictors of changes in sedentary behavior between the pre- and post-scan periods. "ese models 
controlled for experimental condition (a&rmation vs. control) and demographic variables (see equations 1–2). 
We found that PPI within self-re#ection regions (PPI MPFC-trait→PCC) was not signi!cantly related to lowered seden-
tary time (t(37) =  − 0.56, p =  0.58). However, PPI within value regions (PPI MPFC-value→VS) was signi!cantly related 
to reductions in sedentary time (t(38) =  − 2.18, p =  0.036), such that those participants with higher connectivity 
between value regions during message exposure were more likely to reduce the time that they spent being seden-
tary in the month following the scan. "ese relationships are displayed in Fig. 3. Functional connectivity is plotted 
against changes in sedentary behavior, controlling for experimental condition and demographics. A negative 
change represents a reduction in sedentary time.

Although a&rmation condition is controlled for in all models presented, we also tested whether it was asso-
ciated with connectivity in our regions of interest. A&rmation condition was marginally associated with con-
nectivity between the MPFC-trait and PCC ROIs (t(41) =  − 1.75, p =  0.09) but not connectivity between the 
MPFC-value and VS ROIs (t(42) =  − 1.47, p =  0.15). "ere was not a signi!cant interaction between a&rma-
tion condition and connectivity in self-re#ection regions (t(36) =   0.87, p =  0.39) or connectivity in value regions 
(t(37) =  0.22, p =  0.83) relating to behavior change.

To determine whether connectivity from MPFC to additional regions outside of our target regions of interest 
was associated with behavior change, we ran two exploratory whole-brain searches for regions whose connec-
tivity with the MPFC seed regions of interest was related to subsequent behavior change (see equations 3–4 for 
regression models). Additional regions in which increased connectivity with MPFC-trait was correlated with 
larger reductions in sedentary time included the inferior temporal gyrus and the amygdala (see Table 1 for full 
results). No signi!cant e%ects at the whole-brain level were observed for the MPFC-value ROI seed.

Functional connectivity provides additional information compared to univariate activity.  
Previous work linking the MPFC and behavior change has examined overall activity in MPFC, rather than its 
level of functional connectivity with other regions. We performed additional analyses to examine whether overall 

(A) (B)

Figure 3. Functional connectivity between valuation regions is associated with behavior change. Changes 
in sedentary behavior measured one month a$er the messaging intervention are plotted against (A) functional 
connectivity within self-re#ection regions (PPI MPFC-trait ⇒  PCC) during messaging as compared to rest and 
(B) functional connectivity within valuation regions (PPI MPFC-value ⇒  VS) during messaging as compared to 
rest. A negative change corresponds to a reduction in sedentary time.
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univariate activity levels and functional connectivity were both associated with behavior change. A previously 
published analysis of this dataset reported an interaction between activity in a subregion of MPFC (de!ned by3 
as related to behavior change) and time (post-scan day), such that participants who demonstrated higher activity 
in MPFC during message exposure had a steeper decline in their sedentary behavior in the month following the 
scan19. "e subregion of MPFC used in that paper overlaps with the value-related subregion described here, but 
not with the trait self-re#ection subregion.

We performed a similar analysis in this dataset. Hierarchical linear models used the percentage of each day 
spent sedentary during the follow-up period (post-scan) as the dependent variable (see equations 5–6). "e pre-
dictors of interest were a PPI term (PPIMPFC-trait→PCC or PPIMPFC-value→VS); post-scan day (index 1–30, or to the last 
date on which data was collected for each participant); and univariate activity from the paired ROIs. As in Falk  
et al.19, we tested the interaction between post-scan day and univariate activity, to determine whether higher uni-
variate activity was associated with steeper declines in sedentary behavior over the follow-up period.

In this model, we found that PPI MPFC-trait→PCC was again not signi!cantly related to post-scan sedentary 
time (t(33) =  − 0.55, p =  0.59) when univariate activity was included in the regression model. Averaged univar-
iate activity in MPFC-trait and PCC was not related to steeper declines in sedentary behavior (t(33) =  − 0.88, 
p =  0.38). When examined in separate models, the time by activity interaction was not signi!cantly related to 
behavior in either ROI (MPFC-trait t(32) =  − 1.16, p =  0.25; PCC, t(33) =  − 1.24, p =  0.22). "ese results suggest 
that neural correlates of self-re#ection as speci!ed in the Murray et al.29 meta-analysis do not mediate the rela-
tionship between MPFC activity and behavior change in this context.

By contrast, PPI MPFC-value→VS did remain signi!cantly related to reduced post-scan sedentary time (t(34) =  − 
2.17, p =  0.036) when corresponding univariate activity was included in the model. In addition, the interaction 
between post-scan day and averaged univariate activity in MPFC-value and VS was signi!cantly related to steeper 
reductions in sedentary behavior (t(34) =  − 2.80, p =  0.005). When examined in separate regressions, the time 
by activity interaction was signi!cantly related to behavior in each ROI, with a particularly strong e%ect in VS 
(MPFC-value, t(34) =  − 1.99, p =  0.047; VS, t(34) =  − 3.7, p =  2.3 ×  10−4).

To formally test whether PPI MPFC-value→VS signi!cantly improved the !t of this model, we compared model !ts 
between the full model and a model reduced by the removal of the PPI MPFC-value→VS term. "e full model including 
PPI MPFC-value→VS was a signi!cant improvement compared to the reduced model containing only averaged uni-
variate activity and covariates (χ 2(1,N =  44) =  5.38, p =  0.02). Functional connectivity between valuation regions 
therefore provides additional information about future behavior change compared to average activation.

Discussion
Recent studies have demonstrated that neural activity in the MPFC during exposure to persuasive messaging 
is associated with future message-consistent behavior change, and have posited that this relationship is due 
to self-related processing3,4,7,17–19. Here we distinguished two possible dimensions of self-related processing, 
self-re#ection and subjective valuation (i.e., value of inputs to the self), and examined the functional interactions 
within networks of brain regions representative of these two processes. "e fast-growing study of brain networks 
has made clear that brain regions do not operate in isolation; rather, networks of brain regions interact dynam-
ically to produce cognitions and behaviors39–43. "is approach has not previously been applied to the question 
of how the MPFC functions during exposure to persuasive messaging, or why this activity might be linked to 
behavior change.

Our data demonstrated that functional connectivity within a subjective valuation network was signi!cantly 
related to changes in sedentary behavior following a physical activity messaging intervention. Participants who 
had higher levels of connectivity between a value-related, ventral subregion of MPFC and VS during health mes-
sages as compared to rest were those who showed a greater reduction in objectively measured sedentary time in 
the month following the scan. Greater averaged activation in these regions (and activation in each region indi-
vidually) was also related to a steeper decline in sedentary time. Crucially, the functional connectivity and overall 
activation metrics in value regions were independently associated with behavior change, con!rming that these 
metrics do not simply represent the same information.

We suggest that health messaging may increase the value that participants place on message-related behav-
iors or outcomes, in this case physical activity and its associated health bene!ts, which are then associated 
with increased physical activity in the month following the intervention. In the neuroeconomics literature, 
value-related activity in these regions has been shown to re#ect changes in preferences, for example as a result of 
exposure to the opinions of others14,54–56. We !nd a particularly strong relationship to future behavior in VS acti-
vation, which is central to reward-based learning, motivation, and a%ect (for reviews, see ref 57–59). "is result 
highlights the potential role of message value in how humans make decisions about changes in their behavior, and 
motivates further investigation into the function of valuation more broadly in persuasion.

"is novel demonstration that functional connectivity is signi!cantly related to behavior even controlling for 
activation in these regions is consistent with the idea that the integration of information about value in relation 
to the self is an important factor in observed behavior change. Several studies have reported increased functional 
connectivity between ventral MPFC and VS during processing of feedback in learning tasks60–62. More broadly, 
the MPFC has been identi!ed as a key region for numerous functions and as an information processing hub63–66; 
as such, the MPFC can connect systems throughout the brain to integrate conceptual and a%ective information 
and to guide behavior27,67. Our !nding, then, could be a signature of the integration of the increased value par-
ticipants place on physical activity into their perceptions about themselves and their beliefs and goals, which 
contributes to ongoing reductions in sedentary behavior.

We did not !nd a relationship between behavior change and functional connectivity within a self-re#ection 
network (MPFC and PCC), suggesting that at least in this context, the uptake of message information and later 
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behavior change may rely less on integrating information about dispositional traits through connectivity between 
these regions (c.f., ref. 17, which !nds that univariate activity in a di%erent, functionally-de!ned self-re#ection 
region of MPFC is associated with message consistent behavior change). "e exploratory analysis of functional 
connectivity from MPFC-trait to the whole brain found that greater connectivity with regions including the 
amygdala, parahippocampal gyrus, and inferior temporal gyrus was related to greater behavior change. "is could 
be an indication of the importance of other speci!c elements of self-related processing. For example, connectivity 
between MPFC and amygdala could index message emotion or salience68–70, such that those individuals who 
!nd the message more salient or emotional and self-relevant are more likely to increase their message-consistent 
behavior. Likewise, connectivity between MPFC and the parahippocampal gyrus, involved in prospection and 
memory63,71–73, might indicate that individuals for whom the messages are in line with personal memories or 
goals may be more likely to change their behavior. Further work could con!rm and explore the relative in#uence 
of these additional components of self-related processing on behavior change.

Future research may also explore the robustness of these results in di%erent psychological contexts. For exam-
ple, in addition to the focal health message trial types, participants in the current study were exposed to messages 
about health risks from physical inactivity (N =  10) and about daily behaviors unrelated to physical inactivity 
(N =  20), which could have in#uenced participants’ neural and psychological responses to the target aspects of 
the task. Future work designed to address interactions between individual di%erences in functional connectivity 
and particular types of messaging will advance our understanding of potential boundary conditions on the e%ects 
observed.

In summary, in this report we investigated the relationship between neural responses in subregions of MPFC 
during message exposure and later message-consistent behavior change, with the goal of understanding the 
function of MPFC during persuasive messaging. Our results indicate that activity in and functional associations 
between MPFC and VS, key regions in value-related processing, are related to future behavior change. "ese 
results highlight the importance of the integration of information about the value of message content during 
health messaging, and emphasize the importance of considering message value in theories of persuasion and 
behavior change. Our novel demonstration that a measure of brain dynamics is linked to future behavior moti-
vates increased collaboration across social and brain sciences. Understanding functional interactions between key 
brain regions during messaging will provide new information about what makes messages e%ective, and in turn 
improve message design as well as contribute to theories of persuasion and behavior change. Further utilization 
of this combination of methods would improve our understanding of how humans make long-term decisions 
about their behavior, and could have a large impact in applied areas such as the design of public health campaigns.

References
1. Berkman, E. T. & Falk, E. B. Beyond brain mapping: Using the brain to predict real-world outcomes. Curr. Dir. Psychol. Sci. 22, 

45–55 (2013).
2. Gabrieli, J. D. E., Ghosh, S. S. & Whit!eld-Gabrieli, S. Prediction as a Humanitarian and Pragmatic Contribution from Human 

Cognitive Neuroscience. Neuron 85, 11–26 (2015).
3. Falk, E. B., Berkman, E. T., Mann, T., Harrison, B. & Lieberman, M. D. Predicting persuasion-induced behavior change from the 

brain. J Neurosci 30, 8421–4 (2010).
4. Chua, H. F. et al. Self-related neural response to tailored smoking-cessation messages predicts quitting. Nat Neurosci 14, 426–7 

(2011).
5. Wang, A.-L. et al. Content Matters: Neuroimaging Investigation of Brain and Behavioral Impact of Televised Anti-Tobacco Public 

Service Announcements. J. Neurosci. 33, 7420–7427 (2013).
6. Murdaugh, D. L., Cox, J. E., Cook, E. W. & Weller, R. E. fMRI reactivity to high-calorie food pictures predicts short- and long-term 

outcome in a weight-loss program. NeuroImage 59, 2709–2721 (2012).
7. Falk, E. B., Berkman, E. T., Whalen, D. & Lieberman, M. D. Neural activity during health messaging predicts reductions in smoking 

above and beyond self-report. Health Psychol 30, 177–185 (2011).
8. Canli, T. et al. Amygdala reactivity to emotional faces predicts improvement in major depression: NeuroReport 16, 1267–1270 

(2005).
9. Costafreda, S. G., Khanna, A., Mourao-Miranda, J. & Fu, C. H. Y. Neural correlates of sad faces predict clinical remission to cognitive 

behavioural therapy in depression: NeuroReport 20, 637–641 (2009).
10. Doehrmann, O. et al. Predicting treatment response in social anxiety disorder from functional magnetic resonance imaging. JAMA 

Psychiatry 70, 87–97 (2013).
11. Supekar, K. et al. Neural predictors of individual di%erences in response to math tutoring in primary-grade school children. Proc. 

Natl. Acad. Sci. 110, 8230–8235 (2013).
12. Tan, L. H. et al. Activity levels in the le$ hemisphere caudate–fusiform circuit predict how well a second language will be learned. 

Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 108, 2540–2544 (2011).
13. Zatorre, R. J. Predispositions and Plasticity in Music and Speech Learning: Neural Correlates and Implications. Science 342, 585–589 

(2013).
14. Berns, G. S. & Moore, S. E. A neural predictor of cultural popularity. J. Consum. Psychol. 22, 154–160 (2012).
15. Levy, I., Lazzaro, S. C., Rutledge, R. B. & Glimcher, P. W. Choice from non-choice: predicting consumer preferences from blood 

oxygenation level-dependent signals obtained during passive viewing. J Neurosci 31, 118–25 (2011).
16. Tusche, A., Bode, S. & Haynes, J. D. Neural responses to unattended products predict later consumer choices. J Neurosci 30, 8024–31 

(2010).
17. Cooper, N., Tompson, S., O’Donnell, M. B. & Falk, E. B. Brain activity in self- and value-related regions in response to online 

antismoking messages predicts behavior change. J. Media Psychol. 27, 93–108 (2015).
18. Falk, E. B. et al. Functional brain imaging predicts public health campaign success. Soc. Cogn. A"ect. Neurosci., doi: 10.1093/scan/

nsv108 (2015).
19. Falk, E. B. et al. Self-a&rmation alters the brain’s response to health messages and subsequent behavior change. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 

112, 1977–1982 (2015).
20. Bull, F. C., Kreuter, M. W. & Schar%, D. P. E%ects of tailored, personalized and general health messages on physical activity. Patient 

Educ. Couns. 36, 181–192 (1999).
21. Fishbein, M. et al. In Handbook of health psychology (eds Baum, A., Revenson, T. A. & Singer, J. E.) 3–16 (Lawrence Erlbaum 

Associates, 2001).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

9Scientific RepoRts | 7:43250 | DOI: 10.1038/srep43250

22. Marcus, B. H. et al. E&cacy of an individualized, motivationally-tailored physical activity intervention. Ann. Behav. Med. 20, 
174–180 (1998).

23. Petty, R. E. & Cacioppo, J. T. "e elaboration likelihood model of persuasion. Adv. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 19, 123–205 (1986).
24. Northo%, G., Qin, P. & Feinberg, T. E. Brain imaging of the self – Conceptual, anatomical and methodological issues. Conscious. 

Cogn. 20, 52–63 (2011).
25. Legrand, D. & Ruby, P. What is self-speci!c? "eoretical investigation and critical review of neuroimaging results. Psychol. Rev. 116, 

252–282 (2009).
26. Schmitz, T. W. & Johnson, S. C. Relevance to self: A brief review and framework of neural systems underlying appraisal. Neurosci 

Biobehav Rev 31, 585–96 (2007).
27. D’Argembeau, A. On the Role of the Ventromedial Prefrontal Cortex in Self-Processing: "e Valuation Hypothesis. Front. Hum. 

Neurosci. 7 (2013).
28. van der Meer, L., Costafreda, S., Aleman, A. & David, A. S. Self-re#ection and the brain: A theoretical review and meta-analysis of 

neuroimaging studies with implications for schizophrenia. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 34, 935–946 (2010).
29. Murray, R. J., Schaer, M. & Debbané, M. Degrees of separation: A quantitative neuroimaging meta-analysis investigating self-

speci!city and shared neural activation between self- and other-re#ection. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 36, 1043–1059 (2012).
30. Amodio, D. M. & Frith, C. D. Meeting of minds: the medial frontal cortex and social cognition. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 7, 268–277 

(2006).
31. Denny, B. T., Kober, H., Wager, T. D. & Ochsner, K. N. A meta-analysis of functional neuroimaging studies of self- and other 

judgments reveals a spatial gradient for mentalizing in medial prefrontal cortex. J Cogn Neurosci 24, 1742–52 (2012).
32. Lieberman, M. D. In Handbook of Social Psychology (eds Fiske, S., Gilbert, D. & Lindzey, G.) 143–193 (McGraw-Hill, 2010).
33. Northo%, G. et al. Self-referential processing in our brain—A meta-analysis of imaging studies on the self. NeuroImage 31, 440–457 

(2006).
34. Bartra, O., McGuire, J. T. & Kable, J. W. "e valuation system: A coordinate-based meta-analysis of BOLD fMRI experiments 

examining neural correlates of subjective value. NeuroImage 76, 412–427 (2013).
35. Kable, J. W. & Glimcher, P. W. "e Neurobiology of Decision: Consensus and Controversy. Neuron 63, 733–745 (2009).
36. Levy, D. J. & Glimcher, P. W. "e root of all value: a neural common currency for choice. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 22, 1027–1038 

(2012).
37. Rangel, A. & Hare, T. Neural computations associated with goal-directed choice. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 20, 262–270 (2010).
38. Bassett, D. S. et al. Dynamic recon!guration of human brain networks during learning. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 108, 7641–7646 (2011).
39. Bressler, S. L. & Menon, V. Large-scale brain networks in cognition: emerging methods and principles. Trends Cogn. Sci. 14, 277–290 

(2010).
40. Bullmore, E. & Sporns, O. Complex brain networks: graph theoretical analysis of structural and functional systems. Nat. Rev. 

Neurosci. 10, 186–198 (2009).
41. Friston, K. J.Modalities, Modes, and Models in Functional Neuroimaging. Science 326, 399–403 (2009).
42. Medaglia, J. D., Lynall, M.-E. & Bassett, D. S. Cognitive network neuroscience. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 27, 1471–1491 (2015).
43. Park, H.-J. & Friston, K. Structural and Functional Brain Networks: From Connections to Cognition. Science 342, 1238411 (2013).
44. Cascio, C. N. et al. Bu%ering social in#uence: neural correlates of response inhibition predict driving safety in the presence of a peer. 

J. Cogn. Neurosci. 27, 83–95 (2015).
45. Falk, E. B. et al. Neural Responses to Exclusion Predict Susceptibility to Social In#uence. J. Adolesc. Health 54, S22–S31 (2014).
46. Esliger, D. W. et al. Validation of the GENEA Accelerometer. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 43, 1085–1093 (2011).
47. Plasqui, G., Joosen, A., Kester, A. G., A. H. & Westerterp, K. Measuring free-living energy expenditure and physical activity with 

triaxial accelerometry. Obes. Res. 13, 1363–1369 (2005).
48. van Hees, V. et al. Estimation of daily energy expenditure in pregnant and non-pregnant women using wrist-worn tri-axial 

accelerometer. PLoS One 6, e22922 (2011).
49. Westerterp, K. Physical activity assessment with accelerometers. Int. J. Obes. Relat. Metab. Disord. 23, S45–49 (1999).
50. Brett, M., Anton, J., Valabregue, R. & Poline, J. Region of interest analysis using an SPM toolbox. In (2002).
51. Friston, K. J., Frith, C. D., Fletcher, P., Liddle, P. F. & Frackowiak, R. S. Functional topography: multidimensional scaling and 

functional connectivity in the brain. Cereb Cortex 6, 156–64 (1996).
52. McLaren, D. G., Ries, M. L., Xu, G. & Johnson, S. C. A generalized form of context-dependent psychophysiological interactions 

(gPPI): A comparison to standard approaches. NeuroImage 61, 1277–1286 (2012).
53. Gitelman, D. R., Penny, W. D., Ashburner, J. & Friston, K. J. Modeling regional and psychophysiologic interactions in fMRI: the 

importance of hemodynamic deconvolution. NeuroImage 19, 200–207 (2003).
54. Klucharev, V., Hytönen, K., Rijpkema, M., Smidts, A. & Fernández, G. Reinforcement learning signal predicts social conformity. 

Neuron 61, 140–151 (2009).
55. Zaki, J., Schirmer, J. & Mitchell, J. P. Social in#uence modulates the neural computation of value. Psychol Sci 22, 894–900 (2011).
56. Mason, M. F., Dyer, R. G. & Norton, M. I. Neural mechanisms of social in#uence. Organ. Behav. Hum. Decis. Process. 110, 152–159 

(2009).
57. O’Doherty, J. P. Reward representations and reward-related learning in the human brain: insights from neuroimaging. Curr. Opin. 

Neurobiol. 14, 769–776 (2004).
58. Cardinal, R. N., Parkinson, J. A., Hall, J. & Everitt, B. J. Emotion and motivation: the role of the amygdala, ventral striatum, and 

prefrontal cortex. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 26, 321–352 (2002).
59. Daniel, R. & Pollmann, S. A universal role of the ventral striatum in reward-based learning: evidence from human studies. Neurobiol. 

Learn. Mem. 114, 90–100 (2014).
60. van den Bos, W., Cohen, M. X., Kahnt, T. & Crone, E. A. Striatum–Medial Prefrontal Cortex Connectivity Predicts Developmental 

Changes in Reinforcement Learning. Cereb. Cortex 22, 1247–1255 (2012).
61. Camara, E., Rodriguez-Fornells, A. & Münte, T. F. Functional Connectivity of Reward Processing in the Brain. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 

2 (2009).
62. Münte, T. F. et al. Nucleus Accumbens is Involved in Human Action Monitoring: Evidence from Invasive Electrophysiological 

Recordings. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 1 (2008).
63. Andrews-Hanna, J. R. "e Brain’s Default Network and its Adaptive Role in Internal Mentation. Neurosci. Rev. J. Bringing Neurobiol. 

Neurol. Psychiatry 18, 251–270 (2012).
64. Andrews-Hanna, J. R., Reidler, J. S., Sepulcre, J., Poulin, R. & Buckner, R. L. Functional-Anatomic Fractionation of the Brain’s 

Default Network. Neuron 65, 550–562 (2010).
65. Buckner, R. L. et al. Cortical Hubs Revealed by Intrinsic Functional Connectivity: Mapping, Assessment of Stability, and Relation to 

Alzheimer’s Disease. J. Neurosci. 29, 1860–1873 (2009).
66. Tomasi, D. & Volkow, N. D. Functional connectivity hubs in the human brain. NeuroImage 57, 908–917 (2011).
67. Roy, M., Shohamy, D. & Wager, T. D. Ventromedial prefrontal-subcortical systems and the generation of a%ective meaning. Trends 

Cogn. Sci. 16, 147–156 (2012).
68. Jasinska, A. J. et al. Amygdala response to smoking-cessation messages mediates the e%ects of serotonin transporter gene variation 

on quitting. Neuroimage 60, 766–73 (2012).
69. Adolphs, R. What does the amygdala contribute to social cognition? Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1191, 42–61 (2010).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 0Scientific RepoRts | 7:43250 | DOI: 10.1038/srep43250

70. Etkin, A., Egner, T. & Kalisch, R. Emotional processing in anterior cingulate and medial prefrontal cortex. Trends Cogn. Sci. 15, 
85–93 (2011).

71. Spreng, R. N., Mar, R. A. & Kim, A. S. N. "e Common Neural Basis of Autobiographical Memory, Prospection, Navigation, "eory 
of Mind, and the Default Mode: A Quantitative Meta-analysis. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 21, 489–510 (2008).

72. Ward, A. M. et al. "e parahippocampal gyrus links the default-mode cortical network with the medial temporal lobe memory 
system. Hum. Brain Mapp. 35, 1061–1073 (2014).

73. Schacter, D. L. et al. "e Future of Memory: Remembering, Imagining, and the Brain. Neuron 76 (2012).

Acknowledgements
We thank Holly Derry, Ian Moore, and Michele Demers for assistance in developing intervention materials, and 
the sta% of the University of Michigan fMRI Center for support and assistance with fMRI data acquisition. We 
thank Angela Fagerlin, "ad Polk, and the Michigan Center of Excellence in Cancer Communications Research 
for support in realizing this project, and Sonya Dal Cin and Sara Konrath for helpful discussions. We thank Frank 
Tinney, Kristin Shumaker, Matthew Brook O’Donnell, Christopher Casio, Nicolette Gregor, and Alison Sagon 
for assistance with data collection and Jonathan Mitchell for advice regarding processing of the accelerometer 
data. "is research was supported by "e Michigan Center of Excellence in Cancer Communication Research/
NIH Grant P50 CA101451 [to principal investigator (PI), V.J.S.], NIH New Innovator Award 1 DP2 DA035156-
01 (to PI, E.B.F.), NIH/National Cancer Institute Grant 1R01CA180015-01 (to PI, E.B.F.), and NIH/National 
Cancer Institute and FDA Center for Tobacco Products Grant P50CA179546 (to PIs, E.B.F., D.S.B., N.C.) and 
ARL Cooperative Agreement Number W911NF-10-2-0022, Subcontract Number APX02-0006. "e content is 
solely the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the o&cial views of the NIH or the 
Food and Drug Administration (FDA). D.S.B. also acknowledges support from the John D. and Catherine T. 
MacArthur Foundation and from the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation.

Author Contributions
E.B.F. oversaw design of the experiment and data collection. All authors designed the analysis. N.C. performed 
the data analysis. E.B.F. and N.C. prepared the manuscript, and D.S.B. provided critical review and edited the 
manuscript. All authors approved the manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing !nancial interests: "e authors declare no competing !nancial interests.
How to cite this article: Cooper, N. et al. Coherent activity between brain regions that code for value is linked 
to the malleability of human behavior. Sci. Rep. 7, 43250; doi: 10.1038/srep43250 (2017).
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional a&liations.

"is work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. "e images 
or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, 

unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative Commons license, 
users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
 
© "e Author(s) 2017

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

