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introduction

Functional MRI in alert monkeys is a new powerful tool for studying multiple brain areas
and elucidating the neural basis of the BOLD signal, and linking human imaging and
monkey electrophysiology. We used this technique to study brain activity during delayed
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The goals of the current work were:

1) To develop event-related fMRI approach in behaving monkeys | SEE
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2) To compare monkeys and humans with same tasks, timing and techniques
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Imaging

Bruker Biospec 4.7T/60cm vertical bore dedicated primate

monkey G

scanner, ParaVision 3.0.2/4.0. Birdcage "transceiver" RF coil.

Functional: GE-EPI, single-shot, TR 1s, 128x128 12.8 cm FoV, AC-PC space

1x1x2 mm voxel, 10-14 oblique slices.
Structural: T1-weighted IR-RARE in-plane during session;
high-resolution (0.5/1 mm voxel) T1-weighted

3D-MDEFT or MDEFT-RAGE in separate session.
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