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« Brain networks involved in join attention emergence
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are mostly unknown « Connectome Predictive Modeling® (see figure right): ( ) edges
« Data split into training and test set
Hypothesis * Predicted scores correlated with observed joint
Based on the networks involved in ToM and its attention scores to assess model performance

precursors in infancy, we expected to find:

« Bottom-up attention networks (the ventral attention
network, VAN)3

« Possibly already in interaction with the default mode
network (DMN), supporting ToM#
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