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Developmental dyslexia (DD) is a neurological-based learning disorder that affects
5-17.5% of children. Handwriting difficulty is a prevailing symptom of dyslexia, but
its neural mechanisms remain elusive. Using functional magnetic resonance imaging
(fMRI), this study examined functional brain networks associated with handwriting in a
copying task in Chinese children with DD (n = 17) and age-matched children (n = 36).
We found that dyslexics showed reduced network connectivity between the sensory-
motor network (SMN) and the visual network (VN), and between the default mode
network (DMN) and the ventral attention network (VAN) during handwriting, but not
during drawing geometric figures. Moreover, the connectivity strength of the networks
showing group differences was correlated with handwriting speed, reading and working
memory, suggesting that the handwriting deficit in DD is linked with disruption of a large-
scale brain network supporting motoric, linguistic and executive control processes.
Taken together, this study demonstrates the alternations of functional brain networks
that underly the handwriting deficit in Chinese dyslexia, providing a new clue for the
neural basis of DD.

Keywords: developmental dyslexia, handwriting, fMRI, functional brain network, children

INTRODUCTION

Developmental Dyslexia (DD) is a learning disorder that is characterized by unexpected reading
difficulties despite adequate intelligence and educational opportunities. It affects 5-17.5% of
children (Shaywitz, 1998). Previous neuroimaging studies have demonstrated that dyslexia is
associated with the abnormalities of regional activity and functional connectivity in multiple brain
systems including the left hemisphere reading network (e.g., the temporoparietal cortex, inferior
frontal gyrus and occipitotemporal cortex) (Shaywitz et al., 2002; Hoeft et al., 2007; van der Mark
et al., 2009, 2011; Boets et al., 2013; Olulade et al., 2013; Finn et al., 2014) and the cerebellum
(Nicolson et al., 1999; Menghini et al., 2006; Yang et al., 2013).

In addition to reading difficulties, dyslexics pervasively exhibit handwriting deficits (Graham
et al., 2021). For example, children with DD show poorer writing legibility (Martlew, 1992) and
larger size of written scripts than typically developed children (Lam et al., 2011). Moreover,
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relative to typical readers, dyslexic readers were found to show
increased writing latency (Afonso et al., 2020), reduced
motor speed (Pagliarini et al., 2015) and more pauses
(Sumner et al., 2012, 2014) during handwriting. Chinese is
a logographic/morphosyllabic writing system, in which a
grapheme corresponds to a syllabic morpheme (Perfetti and
Harris, 2013). There is a lack of one-to-one correspondence
between phonology and orthography in Chinese, and what’s
more, there are many homophonic characters. At the script level,
character is the basic written unit in Chinese that has a square
configuration consisting of many radicals and strokes, resulting
in a high level of visual complexity. Due to the linguistic and
visual features, handwriting becomes a prevalent strategy for
masting Chinese reading via the elaboration of orthographic
representation and the formation of motor memory (Tan et al.,
2005, 2013). Accordingly, the handwriting problem is expected to
be more relevant with dyslexia in Chinese than that in alphabetic
languages (e.g., English) (Kalindi et al., 2015).

Handwriting is a complex process involving linguistic, motor
and executive control processes, and thus the underlying causes
of the handwriting deficit in DD is likely multifactorial. One
possibility is that the handwriting deficit is derived from
orthographic processing impairments in dyslexics (Cao et al.,
2006; Boros et al., 2016), which lead to an inability to extract
and to operate orthographic information quickly and accurately
during handwriting. This hypothesis is supported by existing
empirical evidence showing that dyslexics are more impacted by
orthographic complexity (Arfe et al., 2020) or spelling regularity
(Sumner et al., 2014) than typical readers during handwriting.
Another possibility is that motor skill impairment is the origin of
the handwriting deficit in DD. For instance, kinematic measures
of handwriting processing revealed that, relative to typically
developed readers, dyslexics showed increased motor variability
(Pagliarini et al., 2015) and greater vulnerability to motor
complexity (Gosse and Van Reybroeck, 2020) in handwriting.

Despite the extensive research on behavioral manifestations,
the neural bases of the handwriting deficit in DD remain largely
unknown. An fMRI study has reported that French-speaking
dyslexic children showed reduced brain activation in the right
anterior cerebellum relative to age-matched typically developed
children in a dictation task (Gosse et al., 2022). The cerebellum
is a key brain locus of motor processing, and thus this result
favors the motor impairment hypothesis. However, this study
used a region of interest (ROI) analysis approach, which can
hardly delineate the full map of brain dysfunction associated
with the handwriting deficit in DD. Recently, another fMRI
study investigated the neural basis of the handwriting deficit in
Chinese dyslexic children. Whole brain analysis revealed that
Chinese dyslexic children showed decreased brain activation in
somatomotor regions (the supplementary motor area (SMA) and
postcentral gyrus) and visual-orthographic regions (the bilateral
precuneus and right cuneus), while showed hyperactivation in the
left inferior frontal gyrus and anterior cingulate cortex. Moreover,
using seed-to-voxel connectivity analysis, this study revealed
aberrant functional connectivity within the neural circuits for
cognitive control and sensory-motor processes involved in
handwriting in dyslexics (Yang et al., 2022). These findings

suggest that the handwriting difficulty in DD is linked with
a malfunction of distributed brain systems involved in motor,
visual-orthographic and executive control processes. However,
local activity and seed-based functional connectivity analyses are
still not sufficient to decipher the large-scale interaction between
brain regions involved in handwriting.

According to the graph theory of brain, functional and
structural brain systems are organized as graphs formed
by highly connected hubs and modularity (Bullmore and
Sporns, 2009). Brain network analysis provides an intuitive
and powerful way for illustrating the topological principles
of brain function underlying complex cognitive processes and
neurological disorders (Sporns, 2011). Such network analysis
method has been applied in the investigation of the neural
signatures of dyslexia, revealing that dyslexia is related to altered
functional connectivity in multiple brain networks during rest
(Finn et al., 2014) and task states (Zhang J. et al., 2021).

This study used a network analysis approach to explore
the alternations of functional brain networks underlying the
handwriting deficit in Chinese children with dyslexia. A delayed
copying task was used, which is thought to have the advantages
in controlling high-order linguistic/cognitive processes (Yang
et al., 2022) Furthermore, to examine the influence of linguistic
factors to motor execution in handwriting (Kandel and Perret,
2015), the frequency of character was manipulated in this study.
Character frequency is a lexical variable that has been found
to impact orthographic access during handwriting (Yang et al.,
2018). We hypothesized that dyslexics would show disruption
in multiple functional networks related to handwriting including
the sensorimotor network, visual network and cognitive control
network. Moreover, functional disruption of the motor and
visual networks in DD was expected to be independent of
character frequency, whereas group differences in cognitive
control networks are mediated by character frequency.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants
Seventeen children with DD (11 males) and 36 age-matched
controls (15 males) participated in this study. The dyslexic
participants were screened according to the following criteria: (1)
the score of the Character Recognition Measures and Assessment
Scale (CRM) (Wang, 1986) was at least 1.25 standard deviations
(SD) below the average score of children in the same grade. The
CRM is a standardized reading test that has been widely used
for screening dyslexia in Mandarin-speaking children (Amalric
and Dehaene, 2016; Zhang et al., 2018; Feng et al., 2020; Yang
et al., 2022); (2) having a normal non-verbal intelligence quotient
(IQ) standardized score (above 85) as evaluated by Combined
Raven’s Progressive Matrices; (3) having normal hearing, normal
or corrected-to-normal vision, and no ophthalmological or
neurological abnormalities; and (4) not suffering from attention
deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) evaluated by the Chinese
Classification of Mental Disorder 3 (CCMD-3). All the children
were native speakers of Mandarin, and were right-handed as
assessed by the Handedness Inventory (Snyder and Harris, 1993).
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The study was approved by the ethics committee of the Institute
of Psychology at the Chinese Academy of Sciences. Prior to
entering the study, written informed consent was obtained from
the guardian of each child participant. Detailed participant
information was listed in Table 1.

Behavioral Tests
A series of behavioral tests were administered to examine
reading, handwriting and domain-general cognitive skills of
the participants.

Reading Skills Tests
Reading-related skills including reading fluency, phonological
awareness and orthographic awareness were assessed. The
reading fluency test consisted of 160 Chinese characters of
medium to high frequency. The participants were asked to read
aloud these characters as fast and accurately as possible within
1 min. The number of correctly named characters was defined
as the final score. Phonological awareness was assessed by using
the oddity tests. In this test, the participants were required to
listen carefully to three syllables, and were then asked to orally
report the odd syllable that differed in initial sound, final sound,
or tone with the other two syllables. The final score was defined
as the total number of items correctly answered. There were 10
items for each type of stimuli, and thus the maximum score was
30. Finally, orthographic awareness was evaluated in a character
judgment task. This test consists of 40 real Chinese characters,
20 pseudo-characters and 20 non-characters. Participants were

TABLE 1 | Demographic information of the participants and behavioral
performance.

Dyslexics (n = 17) Controls (n = 36) P-value

Sex (male/female) 11/6 15/21 0.117

Age 10.28 (0.57) 10.40 (0.54) 0.479

Raven IQ 105.76 (9.43) 111.81 (15.56) 0.087

CRM 1978.1 (315.65) 2908.46 (261.6) <0.001

Reading-related skills

Reading fluency (character/min) 65.29 (19.06) 100.58 (19.57) <0.001

Phonological awareness 25.24 (3.99) 28.11 (2.04) 0.001

Orthographic awareness

Mean ACC 0.75 (0.14) 0.84 (0.08) 0.004

Mean RT (in ms) 994.41 (143.2) 865.09 (137.46) 0.003

Handwriting skill

Copying tasks

Speed (characters/s) 0.46 (0.09) 0.50 (0.10) 0.226

Quality 24.75 (4.24) 25.55 (6.07) 0.628

Handwriting fluency

Characters 24.35 (6.24) 27.64 (4.82) 0.040

Digits 51.88 (8.91) 58.50 (12.20) 0.051

Cognitive skill

Phonological working memory 4.76 (1.03) 6.33 (1.64) <0.001

Sustained attention 29.06 (7.84) 31.59 (5.98) 0.253

IQ = intelligence quotient, CRM = the Character Recognition Measures and
Assessment Scale, ACC = accuracy, RT = response time, ms = millisecond,
min = minute and s = second.

asked to judge whether the stimuli were real Chinese characters
or not. The mean accuracy (ACC) and reaction time (RT) of real
characters, pseudo-characters and non-characters were defined as
the final score.

Handwriting Skills Tests
Handwriting skills were assessed in a copying task and a
handwriting fluency task. In the copying task, participants were
required to copy 48 Chinese characters using habitual writing
styles (Yang et al., 2022). Writing quality and speed were
evaluated. Writing quality was evaluated by two independent
(one male) examiners using a 7-point Likert scale (1 = very bad
and 7 = very good) based on six dimensions, including stroke
form, slant, organization of radicals, neatness, average size, and
overall appearance (Gimenez et al., 2014; Yang et al., 2020).
The score was the sum of the sub-scores across all dimensions.
The inter-rater reliability of the assessment was high (intra-class
correlation coefficient (ICC) = 0.92). In the handwriting fluency
test, participants were asked to continuously handwrite a Chinese
sentence (“Mommy loves me for forever”) or
digits ranging from 1 to 10 in Chinese as fast and as legibly
as possible within 1 min. The score was the number of legible
characters or digits.

Cognitive Skills Tests
Working memory and sustained attention were assessed because
they are necessarily involved in handwriting and reading
processes. First, phonological working memory was measured
by using a backward digit span task, in which participants were
asked to orally reproduce digits (3 to 10 digits) in the reverse
order as they were presented (Zhang et al., 2018; Yang et al.,
2022). The test was terminated when the participants failed in
two consecutive trials of the same length, and the score was the
maximum length of digit span with a correct response. Second,
sustained attention was assessed using a digit cancellation test
(Yang et al., 2022). Participants were required to search the
target number (“3”) from a list of numbers as quickly and
accurately as possible within 3 min. The score was calculated
according to the following formulas: score = attack - (false
alarms + 0.5∗omission), where attack was the number of correctly
marked items, false alarms was the number of incorrectly marked
items, and omission was the number of items missed.

Stimuli and Task Procedure During
Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging
The participants performed a delayed copying task during
fMRI scanning. The stimuli included thirty-two Chinese
characters, including 16 high-frequency characters (HFCs) (mean
frequency = 2486 times per million) and 16 low-frequency
characters (LFCs) (mean frequency = 91 times per million),
according to the Wang (1986). In addition, a drawing condition
was included as a control condition for excluding low-level
visual and motor processes, in which participants were asked
to draw geometric figures (line, dot, circle, and triangle) as
instructed by presentation of the appropriate Chinese characters.
A direct copying task was also included as part of a large
study. However, as this condition rarely taps the processing of
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orthographic working memory that we were interested in, it was
not analyzed in the present study. Participants were instructed to
start handwritten or drawn responses when the cursor appeared
(a pencil symbol).

Handwriting data were recorded using a tablet system that
includes a touch-sensitive surface, a force-sensitive stylus and an
adjustable support frame, which is MRI-safe without significantly
degrading fMRI data quality (Tam et al., 2011). Participants
used the stylus to write on the surface. The support frame was
adjusted carefully for each participant to ensure that handwriting
and drawing could be undertaken comfortably throughout the
imaging session, and to enable tablet interaction with the
forearm or wrist resting on the support such that there was no
fatigue from handwriting against gravity. To approximate real
handwriting, immediate visual (“ink”) feedback was provided
via a mirror installed in the scanner that can reflect the
writing traces displayed on the computer screen during writing
responses. Participants were trained to write and draw with
matched duration and size, while minimizing movements of their
upper arm and forearm to minimize task-related head motion
during fMRI scanning.

A block design was employed in this study, with four blocks
for each condition. Each block consisted of an instruction
presenting for 2 s and subsequent four trials. In each trial, a
fixation cross (‘ + ’) was first presented centrally for 0.5 s, followed
by the presentation of a character for 1.2 s. Then, a blank screen
was displayed during a delay period of 0.5 s; afterwards, the
cursor appeared to allow participants to write or draw within the
response period of 5.3 s. Eight blocks of central fixation with 12 s
duration were interspersed between each of the two task blocks
as a “rest” condition. Each participant underwent two fMRI runs,
and each run consisted of two blocks of task condition and 8
rest blocks. Detailed information about the experimental design
and fMRI scanning procedures have been reported previously
(Yang et al., 2022).

Imaging Acquisition
Imaging was performed using a 3T MRI system (MAGNETOM
Prismafit, Siemens, Erlangen, Germany) at the Beijing MRI
Center for Brain Research of the Chinese Academy of Sciences.
Functional MRI time series data with blood oxygenation
level-dependent (BOLD) contrast were acquired using a
two-dimensional, T2∗-weighted, multiband gradient-echo
echo planar imaging sequence (Moeller et al., 2010): four-
fold acceleration, repetition time (TR) = 1000 ms, echo
time (TE) = 30 ms, slice thickness = 2.2 mm, in-plane
resolution = 2.2 × 2.2 mm, flip angle (θ) = 45◦, 64 axial slices.
High spatial resolution anatomical images were acquired using a
three-dimensional, T1-weighted, magnetization-prepared rapid
acquisition gradient echo sequence: TR = 2200 ms, TE = 3.49 ms,
slice thickness = 1 mm, inversion time (TI) = 1000 ms, in-plane
resolution = 1.0 × 1.0 mm, and θ = 8◦.

Data Analysis
Behavior Data
Handwriting latency and duration were analyzed for the delayed
copying task and the drawing task during fMRI scanning.

Writing latency was defined as the time period between the
appearance of the response screen and the start of the response
(first contact with the tablet), while writing duration was defined
as the length of time from the start of the response to the end
of the last written or drawn stroke of the response. A 2 (group:
dyslexics vs. controls) by 3 (stimulus type: HFC vs. LFC vs.
figures) analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted for writing
latency and duration, respectively. The statistical significance was
set at p < 0.05.

Image Data
Preprocessing
Image preprocessing and statistical analyses were performed
using SPM12 freeware (1Wellcome Department of Cognitive
Neurology, University College London, London). The fMRI
time series data for each participant were first corrected for
head motion, and the corrected images were coregistered to the
associated anatomical imaging data. The anatomical images were
then transformed into Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI)
stereotactic space, and the resulting transformation parameters
were applied to yield fMRI time series data normalized
in MNI space with cubic voxels at a spatial resolution of
2 mm × 2 mm × 2 mm. These images were then spatially
smoothed using an isotropic Gaussian kernel template with
6 mm full-width at half-maximum. Three dyslexic children
were excluded from the data analysis because of excessive head
motion (>3 mm translation or >3◦ rotation) during fMRI
scanning, and a dyslexic child was excluded due to poor quality
of T1-weighted images. For age-matched controls, six children
were excluded because of excessive head motion (>3 mm
translation or >3◦ rotation) during fMRI scanning, and seven
controls were excluded due to poor quality of T1-weighted
images. Accordingly, thirteen children with dyslexia and twenty-
three age-matched controls were included in further statistical
analysis. The head motion was quantified by calculating the mean
framewise displacement (FD) (Power et al., 2012) based on the
estimates of the six head movement parameters. Independent
two-sample t-tests indicated that dyslexics and controls did not
differ in FD (t(34) = −0.08, p = 0.933).

Creation of Functional Connectivity Matrices
Functional connectivity (FC) matrices were created using the
CONN functional connectivity toolbox (Whitfield-Gabrieli and
Nieto-Castanon, 2012). First, 264 ROIs in spheres with 10-
mm diameter were defined as nodes based on a validated
parcellation template (Power et al., 2011; Cole et al., 2013).
Then, BOLD time series signals corresponding to the conditions
of HFC, LFC and figure were separately extracted from each
ROI, and were then concatenated over blocks. Nuisance BOLD
signal fluctuations from cerebrospinal fluid and white matter
were estimated and removed using the anatomical component
correction (CompCor) strategy (Behzadi et al., 2007). In addition,
head motion (Six motion parameters and six first-order temporal
derivatives) as well as the main effect of task were also regressed
out. The data were high-pass filtered at 0.008 Hz to preserve

1http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm/
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task-relevant high-frequency signals. Next, Pearson’s correlation
coefficients between each pair of regional time series signals were
computed and transformed into Fisher’s z scores. Following this
procedure, undirected and weighted 264 × 264 FC matrices were
constructed for each condition and for each participant. Finally,
the significant non-zero connections in FC matrices were defined
as the significant edges for each condition by performing one-
sample t-tests (false discovery rate (FDR) corrected p < 0.05)
using the GRETNA toolbox (Wang et al., 2015).

Network-Based Statistical Analysis
The network-based statistic (NBS) analysis was applied to
identify differences in the functional networks involved in
handwriting and drawing between dyslexics and controls. NBS is
a non-parametric method that can detect the specific connections
within brain networks for the differences between psychological
contexts. This approach rejects the null hypothesis on a
component-basis controlling for family-wise error (FWE) rate,
and thus achieves substantially greater statistical power than
mass-univariate testing performed at the edge level (Zalesky et al.,
2010). At the group level, independent two-sample t tests were
applied for the HFC, LFC and figure condition respectively,
because we were particularly interested in the group differences in
functional network reconfiguration during handwriting. Factors
including sex, age, Raven IQ and FD were included as covariates
to account for the potential confounding effect. In addition, to
account for the differences in behavioral performance during
fMRI scanning, writing duration and writing latency during
fMRI were also included as covariates. A mask containing the
significant edges across the groups and conditions was applied
to the group analysis, ensuring that statistical comparisons were
restricted within a same network space (Jiang et al., 2013). A set
of supra-threshold connections were first defined (p < 0.01),
which was used to determine the topological components and
their intensity-based sizes (the sum of test statistic values across
all connections within a component) (Zalesky et al., 2012;
Cao Q. et al., 2013; Spies et al., 2019). Then, non-parametric
permutation tests were performed to estimate the significance of
each component (permutation times = 5000, family-wise error
(FWE) rate corrected p < 0.05). For each permutation, the
labels of participants were randomized under the null hypothesis
without affecting the test statistic (Zalesky et al., 2012). Finally,
the corrected p value for a component of a given size was
calculated as the proportion of permutations for which the largest
component was the same size or greater. To further specify
the function of networks, the identified networks were assigned
to a well-established brain network partition consisting of 10
well-defined brain systems (frontoparietal, cingulo-opercular,
default mode, dorsal attention, ventral attention, auditory, visual,
salience, somatomotor and subcortical networks) (Power et al.,
2011). Given an edge connects two nodes belonging to a same
network, this edge was defined as a within-network functional
connectivity. While, when an edge connects two nodes belonging
to two different networks, this edge was defined as between-
network functional connectivity.

In addition, the hubs were defined as the nodes with a
connectivity strength of SD greater than the mean strength across

all nodes in the network (Sporns et al., 2007; Liu et al., 2018).
Node strength is analogous to node degree in weighted networks,
which is defined as the sum of edge weights (i.e., Fisher’s z
scores) attached to a node (Fornito et al., 2016). The results were
visualized using the BrainNet Viewer toolbox (Xia et al., 2013).

Correlation Between Network
Connectivity and Behavioral
Performance
Partial correlation analysis was conducted between the
connectivity strength of the networks showing between-
group differences and the performance of handwriting, reading
and cognitive tests, controlling for age, Raven IQ and FD. The
connectivity strength was defined as the average of connectivity
weights (Fisher’s z scores) of all edges of the networks. The
statistical significance was set at p < 0.05, uncorrected for the
multiple comparisons.

Validation Analysis
To evaluate the robustness of our results, two validation
procedures were performed. First, we repeated the whole data
analysis by using the FC matrices that were survived at a
less stringent threshold of p < 0.05, uncorrected for multiple
comparisons. Second, we reanalyzed the NBS analysis using NBS
extent, in which the size of a network component is defined as the
total number of connections it comprises.

RESULTS

Behavioral Results
Out-Scanner Behavioral Performance
The results of reading, handwriting and cognitive skills tests are
presented in Table 1. Results indicated that dyslexics compared
to controls showed inferior performance in reading fluency,
phonological awareness and orthographic awareness. In addition,
dyslexics showed poorer handwriting fluency (both characters
and digits) than controls. However, dyslexics and controls did
not differ in handwriting speed and quality in the pen-and-
paper copying task. Finally, we found that, compared to controls,
dyslexics exhibited reduced phonological working memory span,
but exhibited intact sustain attention ability.

In-Scanner Behavioral Performance
The average writing duration and latency during fMRI scanning
are presented in Figure 1. For writing duration, the interaction
between group and stimulus type (F(2, 68) = 1.18, p = 0.314)
and the main effect of group (F(1, 34) = 0.01, p = 0.930) were
not significant. The main effect of condition was marginally
significant (F(2,68) = 3.01, p = 0.056). Post hoc pairwise
comparisons showed that the duration of copying HFCs was
shorter than that of copying LFCs (p = 0.008), but there was
no significant difference between copying HFCs and drawing
figures (p = 0.119), or between copying LFCs and drawing
figures (p = 0.658) (Figure 1A). For writing latency, the
interaction between group and stimulus type (F(2, 68) = 0.80,
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FIGURE 1 | In-scanner performance in the copying and drawing tasks. Violin plots of writing duration (A) and writing latency (B) of dyslexic children and controls
during copying HFCs and LFCs and drawing figures. HFCs = high-frequency characters, LFCs = low-frequency characters, DD = developmental dyslexia and
CA = chronological-age matched control group.

p = 0.455) and the main effect of group (F(1,34) = 1.82,
p = 0.186) were not significant. The main effect of condition
was significant (F(2,68) = 6.23, p = 0.003). Post hoc pairwise
comparisons showed that the latency of copying HFCs was longer
than that of drawing figures (p = 0.001), but there was no
significant difference between copying HFCs and copying LFCs
(p = 0.126) and between copying LFCs and drawing figures
(p = 0.064) (Figure 1B).

Network-Based Statistic Analysis
Results
The NBS analysis revealed that controls showed greater
connectivity than dyslexic children in a functional brain
network during copying HFCs, consisting of 66 nodes
and 68 edges (Figure 2A). According to the functional
network division (Power et al., 2011), this network can be
grouped as internetwork connectivity between the sensory-
motor network (SMN) and visual network (VN), between
the default mode network (DMN) and ventral attention
network (VAN), between the DMN and frontal-parietal
network (FPN), and between the SMN and salience network
(SAN) (Figure 2C and Supplementary Figure 1). Three
nodes in the SMN (two nodes in the right medial frontal
gyrus and the left precuneus), a node in the DMN (the
right middle temporal gyrus), a node in the VAN (the
right superior temporal gyrus) and a node in the FPN
(the right inferior temporal gyrus) were identified as hubs
(Supplementary Table 1).

During copying LFCs, controls also showed greater
connectivity than dyslexic children in a functional
brain network consisting of 48 nodes and 48 edges
(Figure 2B). This network mainly encompassed internetwork
connectivity between the SMN and VN, between the
DMN and VAN, between the VN and DMN and
between the VN and cingulo-opercular network (CON)
(Figure 2D and Supplementary Figure 1). A node in
the DMN (the right precuneus), a node in the VAN

(the right superior temporal gurus) and a node in the
SMN (the left precentral gyrus) were identified as hubs
(Supplementary Table 1).

However, no significant differences in functional brain
networks were detected between the two groups during
drawing figures.

Correlation Between Network
Connectivity and Behavioral
Performance
Correlation analysis revealed that connectivity strength of the
functional networks showing group differences was positively
correlated with writing speed of digits (HFCs: r = 0.37, p = 0.032;
LFCs: r = 0.38, p = 0.027), reading fluency (HFCs: r = 0.53,
p = 0.002; LFCs: r = 0.60, p < 0.001), orthographic awareness
(ACC: HFCs: r = 0.30, p = 0.098; LFCs: r = 0.39, p = 0.026;
RT: HFCs: r = -0.41, p = 0.021; LFCs: r = -0.39, p = 0.026) and
phonological working memory (HFCs: r = 0.40, p = 0.023; LFCs:
r = 0.37, p = 0.033).

Validation Results
We found that when using a less stringent threshold for
determining the FC metrics, dyslexics showed weaker functional
connectivity than controls in a network involving in the
VN, SMN, DMN, VAN and FPN in both the HFC and
LFC conditions. This result was similar to the reported
findings, despite the slight differences in connectivity strength
(Supplementary Figure 2). Similarly, in the context of using an
alternative NBS estimation approach, between-group differences
were also identified in a similar functional network as
the reported findings in the two handwriting conditions
(Supplementary Figure 3). Collectively, these results indicated
that the differences in functional networks between dyslexic
and control children during copying HFCs and LFCs were
largely reproducible.
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FIGURE 2 | The differences in functional brain networks between dyslexics and controls during handwriting. Brain networks and hubs of the network showing
stronger connectivity in controls than in dyslexics during copying HFCs (A) and LFCs (B). The colors of the nodes indicate the network to which they belong. The
size of hubs is proportional to their node strength. The matrix plots showing the connectivity patterns within/between each pair of networks during copying HFCs (C)
and LFCs (D). The color of each element in the matrices represents the sum of the differences in connectivity strength of all the edges for the connected networks.
L = left and R = right. HFCs = high-frequency characters, LFCs = low-frequency characters, DD = developmental dyslexia, CA = chronological-age matched control
group. FPN = frontal-parietal network, DMN = default mode network, SMN = somatomotor network, VAN = ventral attention network, DAN = dorsal attention
network, AN = auditory network, VN = visual network, CON = cingulo-opercular network, SCN = subcortical network, SAN = salience network, Cereb = cerebellum
and Unc = Uncertain.

DISCUSSION

Using a network analysis approach, the study identified
the aberrant functional brain networks associated with the
handwriting deficit in Chinese children with dyslexia. We
found that dyslexics showed reduced functional connectivity
in large-scale brain networks during handwriting involving the
VN, SMN, DMN, VAN and FPN, suggesting that task-relevant
sensor-motor networks and domain-general executive control
networks convergently contribute to the handwriting deficit in
DD. Moreover, we found that the between-group differences
in functional networks varied between the high-frequency and
low-frequency conditions, suggesting that dyslexics’ handwriting
deficit was mediated by linguistical variables.

Behaviorally, we found that dyslexics showed reduced
handwriting fluency relative to controls. This result is in line
with previous research indicating that dyslexics showed impaired
handwriting fluency (Arfe et al., 2020). However, dyslexics and
controls showed no statistically significant differences in writing
speed and quality in the pen-and-paper copying task. This
result is inconsistent with previous findings showing reduced
handwriting speed during copying tasks in dyslexics relative to
controls (Lam et al., 2011; Meng et al., 2019). These findings
suggest that the fluency task paradigm may be more sensitive to
capture the insufficient automaticity of handwriting in dyslexics
than the copying tasks in behavioral measures. Alternatively,
because dyslexics showed the trend of decreasing handwriting
speed and quality in the copying tasks, we speculated that the
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failure to reach statistical significances may be associated with the
small sample size.

In line with our hypothesis, the brain network analysis
revealed that dyslexics and controls differed in functional
connectivity in a distributed brain network supporting visual,
motoric and cognitive executive processes. Furthermore,
behavioral recordings during fMRI scanning showed no
differences in task-performance between the two groups
of participants, excluding the possibility that the observed
differences in functional brain networks are just derived from
task difficulty. These findings suggest that the handwriting
problem in dyslexics is not derived from a low-level perception
and motor dysfunction, but instead from a failure of the
integration of cognitive, sensory and motor systems. This
argument is supported by the brain-behavior correlation analysis
showing that the brain networks showing between-group
differences are related to the skills of handwriting speed, reading
and working memory.

Another critical finding of this study is that we did not
observe between-group differences in the drawing condition,
suggesting that the observed functional network abnormalities in
dyslexics are specific to handwriting processing. Handwriting and
drawing skills share several basic sensory and motor processes,
which are supported by an overlapped brain circuit (Yuan and
Brown, 2015). However, we found the brain basis specific to the
handwriting deficit in DD, suggesting that the brain systems for
handwriting and drawing have been dissociation in the middle
age of children. This view is supported by a developmental study
that reported that children around 10 years old have established
the brain system of handwriting (Palmis et al., 2021).

The connectivity profiles of the networks showing group
differences were characterized by referring a functional network
template (Power et al., 2011). First, we found that dyslexics
showed altered internetwork connectivity between the VN
(including the nodes of the fusiform gyrus and lingual gyrus)
and the SMN (including the nodes of the precentral gyrus
and postcentral gyrus), irrespective of character frequency.
This result is in accordance with previous findings of reduced
brain activation in the visual-orthographic regions (Cao et al.,
2018; Yang et al., 2022) and the visual perception regions
(Yang et al., 2021) in Chinese dyslexic children. The VN is
thought to support visual analysis of Chinese characters during
handwriting (Wu et al., 2012; Cao Q. et al., 2013). Consistent
with this interpretation, correlation analysis showed that
network connectivity was positively correlated with orthographic
awareness. Moreover, the SMN has been widely identified
to be engaged in handwriting. Functionally, the bilateral
primary motor regions are involved in motor control (Planton
et al., 2013), while the medial frontal gyrus (including
the SMA) serves the process of Chinese writing sequence
(Zhang Z. et al., 2021) or motor response preparation
(Planton et al., 2013). Consequently, the coupling between
the SMN and VN is recruited to support the coordination
of visual and motor controls necessary for handwriting.
Alternatively, the SMN and VN may be recruited to serve
the sensory feedbacks during handwriting, which plays an
important role in optimizing motor output (Peterka, 2002).

Because handwriting has not yet become fully automatic
in children, an attentional controlled movement pattern is
engaged in handwriting, which highly relies on visual and
somatomotor feedbacks (Marquardt et al., 1999). Thus, the
reduced connectivity between the VN and SMN may affect
the functional integration engaged in the sensory feedback
processing, thus slowing down handwriting speed or wrecking
handwriting quality in dyslexics.

Another important finding of the present study is the
disrupted connectivity of the DMN with multiple functional
networks during handwriting in Chinese dyslexics. This result is
consistent with the view that the DMN serves as an “integrative
hub” for the cross talk between functional brain networks
(Braga et al., 2013). First, the connectivity between the DMN
and VAN was decreased in dyslexics relative to controls,
which was observed in both high-frequency and low-frequency
conditions. Although the altered connectivity of the DMN has
been repeatedly identified in DD during resting and task states
(Finn et al., 2014; Schurz et al., 2015), the specific role of the
DMN in dyslexia is still unclear. In this sense, the identified
association between the disruption of the DMN and handwriting
deficit hints on a possible role of the DMN in dyslexia. The DMN
is traditionally regarded as a task-negative functional network,
whose activity is increased in internally oriented cognitive states
(Raichle et al., 2001; Fox et al., 2005). According to this account
of the DMN, dyslexia has been postulated to be associated
with the failure of disengaging the DMN from reading-related
networks (Boros et al., 2016; Cao et al., 2017). However, a growing
body of empirical evidence suggests that the DMN is actively
involved in goal-directed cognitive processing, such as task shift
(Crittenden et al., 2015) and working memory (Spreng et al.,
2014). Specifically, the DMN has been found to be involved in
the application of learned information to make predictions in
decision-making (Vatansever et al., 2017) and in the integration
of external goals and internal representation (Spreng et al.,
2014). Moreover, a recent study has demonstrated that the DMN
encodes information associated with ongoing cognition for the
memory-based guide in automated processing (Sormaz et al.,
2018). Based on these findings, we posited that the DMN may
play a role in high-level executive control for the integration of
different brain systems involved in handwriting. In addition, the
DMN may encodes the long-term representation of handwriting
rules resulted from learning and practice. In line with this view, a
prior study has demonstrated that the DMN is involved in visual-
motor learning (Eryurek et al., 2022). On the other hand, the VAN
is an attentional control network that serves the processing of
unexpected stimuli, reflecting the bottom-up control processing,
consistent with previous findings of the dysfunction of ventral
and dorsal attentional networks in dyslexics (Meri et al., 2020).
Previous studies have also found that the VAN was positively
correlated with DMN during childhood (Barber et al., 2013).
Thus, the disruption of the internetwork connectivity between
the DMN and VAN may impede the cross talk between the
internal representation of handwriting rules and external task
contexts during handwriting in DD.

In addition to the common brain network abnormalities
across the HFCs and LFCs conditions, we also found some
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differences in network connectivity between the two conditions.
The frequency effect is a typical lexical variable that has been
found to influence orthographic access during handwriting,
and thus this result suggests the impact of linguistic factors
to the handwriting deficit in DD. First, we found that the
decreased connectivity between the DMN and the FPN in
dyslexics was more evident in the high-frequency condition
relative to the low-frequency condition. The FPN is a high-
order control network for cognitive processes that flexibly
interacts with other networks adapted to task demands
(Cole et al., 2013). Coupled with the integrative role of
the DMN in cognitive tasks (Braga et al., 2013; Wang
et al., 2021), the internetwork connectivity between the FPN
and DMN represents a neural circuit for executive control
(Wang et al., 2021). Consistent with this interpretation,
it has been reported that the connectivity between the
FPN and DMN increases under the context of intentional
speed-control processing in handwriting (Li et al., 2021).
The linguistic information of the characters (phonologic
or semantic) is more likely to be activated for the HFCs
relative to LFCs, which may play an interferential role
in the copying task because the orthographic forms have
already been presented and thus the phonological or semantic
information is not necessary. The disrupted connectivity
between the FPN and DMN may hinder the adaptive
control process during handwriting familiar HFCs in dyslexic
children. In accordance with this explanation, functional
connectivity between the DMN and executive control regions
has been found to support the goal-directed semantic retrieval
(Krieger-Redwood et al., 2016).

In addition, we found that dyslexics showed more pronounced
abnormality in functional connectivity of the VN with the
DMN and the CON in the LFCs condition. This result
agrees with a resting-state functional connectivity study
reporting the abnormalities of functional connectivity between
the visual networks and prefrontal attention areas and the
connectivity between the DMN and VN (Finn et al., 2014).
The CON is a vital network hub of executive control
that is thought to support the maintenance of task goals,
the adjustments for feedback control and error monitor
(Power et al., 2011). The reorganization of the CON has
been found to be associated with reading improvement
in DD (Horowitz-Kraus et al., 2015). Similarly, the DMN
has been reported to generate top-down predictions by
integrated memory-based information for automated cognitive
processing (Vatansever et al., 2017). Thus, the reduced
functional connectivity of the VN with the DMN and
CON may reflect the problematic regulation from the
DMN and CON to unimodal visual processing during
handwriting in dyslexics. This explanation is favored by
previous studies reporting the visual attention deficit in DD
(Taran et al., 2022). Because the low-frequency characters
were less familiar to the participants, the visual-orthographic
processing may be more demanding in the LFCs condition
relative to the HFCs condition, requiring more top-down
control from the executive control regions to visual regions.
Consequently, we found that the specific impairments

in functional connectivity of the visual networks with
the executive control networks during writing infrequent
characters in dyslexics.

CONCLUSION

Using a network analysis method, this study revealed that the
handwriting deficit in DD was associated with the abnormalities
of network connectivity in multiple brain networks involved in
visual-orthographic, motor and executive control processes. Our
findings advance our understanding of the brain basis of DD.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The data that support the findings of this study are available from
the corresponding authors upon reasonable request.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the Institute
of Psychology at the Chinese Academy of Sciences. Written
informed consent to participate in this study was provided by the
participants’ legal guardian/next of kin.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

ZL: conceptualization, methodology, visualization, validation,
formal analysis, investigation and writing—original draft. JL:
methodology, investigation and formal analysis, and writing—
original draft. H-YB: conceptualization, project administration
and writing—review, and editing. MX: conceptualization, formal
analysis, writing—review and editing, and supervision. YY:
conceptualization, methodology, funding acquisition, resources,
writing—review and editing, and supervision. All authors
contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (Nos. 31800954 and 32171054) and the
Beijing Natural Science Foundation (No. 5222027).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank all the participants and their families who participated
in this study.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found
online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnins.
2022.919440/full#supplementary-material

Frontiers in Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 9 July 2022 | Volume 16 | Article 919440

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnins.2022.919440/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnins.2022.919440/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience#articles


fnins-16-919440 July 12, 2022 Time: 15:21 # 10

Liu et al. Handwriting Deficit in Chinese Dyslexia

REFERENCES
Afonso, O., Suarez-Coalla, P., and Cuetos, F. (2020). Writing impairments

in Spanish Children with developmental dyslexia. J. Learn. Disabil. 53,
109–119.

Amalric, M., and Dehaene, S. (2016). Origins of the brain networks for advanced
mathematics in expert mathematicians’. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 113,
4909–4917. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1603205113

Arfe, B., Corato, F., Pizzocaro, E., and Merella, A. (2020). The effects of script
and orthographic complexity on the handwriting and spelling performance
of children with dyslexia. J. Learn. Disabil. 53, 96–108. doi: 10.1177/
0022219419892845

Barber, A. D., Caffo, B. S., Pekar, J. J., and Mostofsky, S. H. (2013). Developmental
changes in within- and between-network connectivity between late childhood
and adulthood. Neuropsychologia 51, 156–167. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.
2012.11.011

Behzadi, Y., Restom, K., Liau, J., and Liu, T. T. (2007). A component based
noise correction method (CompCor) for BOLD and perfusion based fMRI.
Neuroimage 37, 90–101. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2007.04.042

Boets, B., Op de Beeck, H. P., Vandermosten, M., Scott, S. K., Gillebert, C. R.,
Mantini, D., et al. (2013). Intact but less accessible phonetic representations
in adults with dyslexia. Science 342, 1251–1254. doi: 10.1126/science.124
4333

Boros, M., Anton, J. L., Pech-Georgel, C., Grainger, J., Szwed, M., and Ziegler, J. C.
(2016). Orthographic processing deficits in developmental dyslexia: beyond the
ventral visual stream. Neuroimage 128, 316–327. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.
2016.01.014

Braga, R. M., Sharp, D. J., Leeson, C., Wise, R. J. S., and Leech, R. (2013).
Echoes of the brain within default mode, association, and heteromodal
cortices. J. Neurosci. 33, 14031–14039. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0570-13.
2013

Bullmore, Ed, and Sporns, O. (2009). Complex brain networks: graph theoretical
analysis of structural and functional systems. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 10, 186–198.

Cao, F., Bitan, T., Chou, T. L., Burman, D. D., and Booth, J. R. (2006). Deficient
orthographic and phonological representations in children with dyslexia
revealed by brain activation patterns. J. Child Psychol. Psychiatry 47, 1041–1050.
doi: 10.1111/j.1469-7610.2006.01684.x

Cao, F., Vu, M., Chan, D. H. L., Lawrence, J. M., Harris, L. N., Guan, Q., et al.
(2013). Writing affects the brain network of reading in Chinese: a functional
magnetic resonance imaging study. Hum. Brain Mapp. 34, 1670–1684.

Cao, F., Yan, X., Spray, G. J., Liu, Y., and Deng, Y. (2018). Brain mechanisms
underlying visuo-orthographic deficits in children with developmental dyslexia.
Front. Hum. Neurosci. 12:490. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2018.00490

Cao, F., Yan, X., Wang, Z., Liu, Y., Wang, J., Spray, G. J., et al. (2017).
Neural signatures of phonological deficits in Chinese developmental dyslexia.
NeuroImage (Orlando, Fla.) 146, 301–311.

Cao, Q., Shu, N., An, L., Wang, P., Sun, L., Xia, M. R., et al. (2013). Probabilistic
diffusion tractography and graph theory analysis reveal abnormal white
matter structural connectivity networks in drug-naive boys with attention
deficit/hyperactivity disorder. J. Neurosci. 33, 10676–10687. doi: 10.1523/
JNEUROSCI.4793-12.2013

Cole, M. W., Reynolds, J. R., Power, J. D., Repovs, G., Anticevic, A., and Braver, T. S.
(2013). Multi-task connectivity reveals flexible hubs for adaptive task control.
Nat. Neurosci. 16, 1348–1355. doi: 10.1038/nn.3470

Crittenden, B. M., Mitchell, D. J., and Duncan, J. (2015). Recruitment of the
default mode network during a demanding act of executive control. eLife 2015,
e6481–e6481.

Eryurek, K., Ulasoglu-Yildiz, C., Matur, Z., Emre Öge, A., Gürvit, H., and Demiralp,
T. (2022). Default mode and dorsal attention network involvement in visually
guided motor sequence learning. Cortex 146, 89–105. doi: 10.1016/j.cortex.
2021.10.006

Feng, X., Altarelli, I., Monzalvo, K., Ding, G., Ramus, F., Shu, H., et al. (2020).
A universal reading network and its modulation by writing system and reading
ability in French and Chinese children. eLife 9:e54591. doi: 10.7554/eLife.54591

Finn, E. S., Shen, X., Holahan, J. M., Scheinost, D., Lacadie, C., Papademetris,
X., et al. (2014). Disruption of functional networks in dyslexia: a whole-brain,
data-driven analysis of connectivity. Biol. Psychiatry 76, 397–404. doi: 10.1016/
j.biopsych.2013.08.031

Fornito, A., Zalesky, A., and Bullmore, E. T. (2016). Fundamentals of Brain Network
Analysis. Cambridge, MA: Academic Press.

Fox, M. D., Snyder, A. Z., Vincent, J. L., Corbetta, M., Van Essen, D. C., and
Raichle, M. E. (2005). The human brain is intrinsically organized into dynamic,
anticorrelated functional networks. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 102, 9673–9678.

Gimenez, P., Bugescu, N., Black, J. M., Hancock, R., Pugh, K., Nagamine, M., et al.
(2014). Neuroimaging correlates of handwriting quality as children learn to
read and write. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 8:155. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2014.00155
doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2014.00155

Gosse, C., Dricot, L., and Van Reybroeck, M. (2022). Evidence of graphomotor
dysfunction in children with dyslexia: a combined behavioural and fMRI
experiment. Cortex 148, 68–88. doi: 10.1016/j.cortex.2021.11.021

Gosse, C., and Van Reybroeck, M. (2020). Do children with dyslexia present a
handwriting deficit? Impact of word orthographic and graphic complexity on
handwriting and spelling performance. Res. Dev. Disabil. 97:103553. doi: 10.
1016/j.ridd.2019.103553

Graham, S., Aitken, A. A., Hebert, M., Camping, A., Santangelo, T., Harris, K. R.,
et al. (2021). Do children with reading difficulties experience writing difficulties?
A meta-analysis. J. Educ. Psychol. 113, 1481–1506.

Hoeft, F., Meyler, A., Hernandez, A., Juel, C., Taylor-Hill, H., Martindale, J. L., et al.
(2007). Functional and morphometric brain dissociation between dyslexia and
reading ability. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 104, 4234–4239. doi: 10.1073/pnas.
0609399104

Horowitz-Kraus, T., Toro-Serey, C., and DiFrancesco, M. (2015). Increased
resting-state functional connectivity in the cingulo-opercular cognitive-control
network after intervention in children with reading difficulties. PLoS One
10:e0133762. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0133762

Jiang, G., Wen, X., Qiu, Y., Zhang, R., Wang, J., Li, M., et al. (2013).
Disrupted topological organization in whole-brain functional networks of
heroin-dependent individuals: a resting-state FMRI study. PLoS One 8:e82715.
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0082715

Kalindi, S. C., McBride, C., Tong, X., Wong, N. L. Y., Chung, K. H. K., and Lee, C. Y.
(2015). Beyond phonological and morphological processing: pure copying as a
marker of dyslexia in Chinese but not poor reading of English. Ann. Dyslexia
65, 53–68. doi: 10.1007/s11881-015-0097-8

Kandel, S., and Perret, C. (2015). How does the interaction
between spelling and motor processes build up during writing
acquisition?. Cognition 136, 325–336. doi: 10.1016/j.cognition.2014.1
1.014

Krieger-Redwood, K., Jefferies, E., Karapanagiotidis, T., Seymour, R., Nunes, A.,
Ang, J. W. A., et al. (2016). Down but not out in posterior cingulate cortex:
deactivation yet functional coupling with prefrontal cortex during demanding
semantic cognition. Neuroimage 141, 366–377.

Lam, S. S., Au, R. K., Leung, H. W., and Li-Tsang, C. W. (2011). Chinese
handwriting performance of primary school children with dyslexia. Res. Dev.
Disabil. 32, 1745–1756.

Li, J., Hong, L., Bi, H. Y., and Yang, Y. (2021). Functional brain networks underlying
automatic and controlled handwriting in Chinese. Brain Lang. 219:104962.

Liu, X., Gao, Y., Di, Q., Hu, J., Lu, C., Nan, Y., et al. (2018). Differences between
child and adult large-scale functional brain networks for reading tasks. Hum.
Brain Mapp. 39, 662–679.

Marquardt, C., Gentz, W., and Mai, N. (1999). ’Visual control of automated
handwriting movements. Exp. Brain Res. 128, 224–228.

Martlew, M. (1992). Handwriting and spelling: dyslexic children’s abilities
compared with children of the same chronological age and younger children
of the same spelling level. Br. J. Educ. Psychol. 62, 375–390. doi: 10.1111/j.2044-
8279.1992.tb01030.x

Meng, Z. L., Wydell, T. N., and Bi, H. Y. (2019). Visual-motor integration and
reading Chinese in children with/without dyslexia. Read. Writ. 32, 493–510.

Menghini, D., Hagberg, G. E., Caltagirone, C., Petrosini, L., and Vicari, S. (2006).
Implicit learning deficits in dyslexic adults: an fMRI study. Neuroimage 33,
1218–1226.

Meri, R., Farah, R., and Horowitz-Kraus, T. (2020). Children with dyslexia utilize
both top-down and bottom-up networks equally in contextual and isolated
word reading. Neuropsychologia 147:107574. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.
2020.107574

Moeller, S., Yacoub, E., Olman, C. A., Auerbach, E., Strupp, J., Harel, N., et al.
(2010). Multiband multislice GE-EPI at 7 tesla, with 16-fold acceleration using

Frontiers in Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 10 July 2022 | Volume 16 | Article 919440

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1603205113
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022219419892845
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022219419892845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2012.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2012.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2007.04.042
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1244333
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1244333
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0570-13.2013
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0570-13.2013
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2006.01684.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2018.00490
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4793-12.2013
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4793-12.2013
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3470
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2021.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2021.10.006
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.54591
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2013.08.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2013.08.031
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2014.00155
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2021.11.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2019.103553
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2019.103553
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0609399104
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0609399104
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0133762
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0082715
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11881-015-0097-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2014.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2014.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8279.1992.tb01030.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8279.1992.tb01030.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2020.107574
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2020.107574
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience#articles


fnins-16-919440 July 12, 2022 Time: 15:21 # 11

Liu et al. Handwriting Deficit in Chinese Dyslexia

partial parallel imaging with application to high spatial and temporal whole-
brain fMRI. Magn. Reson. Med. 63, 1144–1153. doi: 10.1002/mrm.22361

Nicolson, R. I., Fawcett, A. J., Berry, E. L. I, Jenkins, H., Dean, P., and Brooks,
D. J. (1999). Association of abnormal cerebellar activation with motor learning
difficulties in dyslexic adults. Lancet 353, 1662–1667. doi: 10.1016/S0140-
6736(98)09165-X

Olulade, O. A., Napoliello, E. M., and Eden, G. F. (2013). ’Abnormal visual motion
processing is not a cause of dyslexia. Neuron 79, 180–190.

Pagliarini, E., Guasti, M. T., Toneatto, C., Granocchio, E., Riva, F., Sarti, D.,
et al. (2015). Dyslexic children fail to comply with the rhythmic constraints
of handwriting. Hum. Mov. Sci. 42, 161–182. doi: 10.1016/j.humov.2015.0
4.012

Palmis, S., Velay, J. L., Habib, M., Anton, J. L., Nazarian, B., Sein, J., et al. (2021).
The handwriting brain in middle childhood. Dev. Sci. 24, e13046.

Perfetti, C. A., and Harris, L. N. (2013). Universal reading processes are modulated
by language and writing system. Lang. Learn. Dev. 9, 296–316.

Peterka, R. J. (2002). Sensorimotor integration in human postural control.
J. Neurophysiol. 88, 1097–1118.

Planton, S., Jucla, M., Roux, F. E., and Démonet, J. F. (2013). The
“handwriting brain”: a meta-analysis of neuroimaging studies of motor versus
orthographic processes. Cortex 49, 2772–2787. doi: 10.1016/j.cortex.2013.0
5.011

Power, J. D., Barnes, K. A., Snyder, A. Z., Schlaggar, B. L., and Petersen, S. E.
(2012). Spurious but systematic correlations in functional connectivity MRI
networks arise from subject motion. Neuroimage 59, 2142–2154. doi: 10.1016/j.
neuroimage.2011.10.018

Power, J. D., Cohen, A. L., Nelson, S. M., Wig, G. S., Barnes, K. A., Church, J. A.,
et al. (2011). Functional network organization of the human brain. Neuron 72,
665–678.

Raichle, M. E., MacLeod, A. M., Snyder, A. Z., Powers, W. J., Gusnard, D. A., and
Shulman, G. L. (2001). A default mode of brain function. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A. 98, 676–682.

Schurz, M., Wimmer, H., Richlan, F., Ludersdorfer, P., Klackl, J., and Kronbichler,
M. (2015). Resting-state and task-based functional brain connectivity in
developmental dyslexia. Cereb. Cortex 25, 3502–3514.

Shaywitz, B. A., Shaywitz, S. E., Pugh, K. R., Mencl, W. E., Fulbright,
R. K., Skudlarski, P., et al. (2002). Disruption of posterior brain systems
for reading in children with developmental dyslexia. Biol. Psychiatry 52,
101–110.

Shaywitz, S. E. (1998). Dyslexia. N. Engl. J. Med. 338, 307–312.
Snyder, P. J., and Harris, L. J. (1993). Handedness, sex, and familial sinistrality

effects on spatial tasks. Cortex 29, 115–134.
Sormaz, M., Murphy, C., Wang, H. T., Hymers, M., Karapanagiotidis, T., Poerio,

G., et al. (2018). Default mode network can support the level of detail in
experience during active task states. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115, 9318–9323.

Spies, M., Klobl, M., Hoflich, A., Hummer, A., Vanicek, T., Michenthaler, P.,
et al. (2019). Association between dynamic resting-state functional connectivity
and ketamine plasma levels in visual processing networks. Sci. Rep. 9:11484.
doi: 10.1038/s41598-019-46702-x

Sporns, O. (2011). The human connectome: a complex network. Ann. N. Y. Acad.
Sci. 1224, 109–125.

Sporns, O., Honey, C. J., and Kotter, R. (2007). Identification and classification of
hubs in brain networks. PLoS One 2:e1049. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0001049

Spreng, R. N., DuPre, E., Selarka, D., Garcia, J., Gojkovic, S., Mildner, J.,
et al. (2014). Goal-congruent default network activity facilitates cognitive
control. J. Neurosci. 34, 14108–14114. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2815-
14.2014

Sumner, E., Connelly, V., and Barnett, A. L. (2012). Children with dyslexia are
slow writers because they pause more often and not because they are slow at
handwriting execution. Read. Writ. 26, 991–1008.

Sumner, E., Connelly, V., and Barnett, A. L. (2014). The influence of spelling ability
on handwriting production: children with and without dyslexia. J. Exp. Psychol.
Learn. Mem. Cogn. 40, 1441–1447.

Tam, F., Churchill, N. W., Strother, S. C., and Graham, S. J. (2011). A new
tablet for writing and drawing during functional MRI. Hum. Brain Mapp. 32,
240–248.

Tan, L. H., Spinks, J. A., Eden, G. F., Perfetti, C. A., and Siok, W. T. (2005). Reading
depends on writing, in Chinese. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 102, 8781–8785.

Tan, L. H., Xu, M., Chang, C. Q., and Siok, W. T. (2013). China’s
language input system in the digital age affects children’s reading
development. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 110, 1119–1123. doi: 10.1073/pnas.12135
86110

Taran, N., Farah, R., DiFrancesco, M., Altaye, M., Vannest, J., Holland, S., et al.
(2022). The role of visual attention in dyslexia: behavioral and neurobiological
evidence. Hum. Brain Mapp. 43, 1720–1737. doi: 10.1002/hbm.2
5753

van der Mark, S., Bucher, K., Maurer, U., Schulz, E., Brem, S., Buckelmuller, J.,
et al. (2009). Children with dyslexia lack multiple specializations along the
visual word-form (VWF) system. Neuroimage 47, 1940–1949. doi: 10.1016/j.
neuroimage.2009.05.021

van der Mark, S., Klaver, P., Bucher, K., Maurer, U., Schulz, E., Brem, S., et al.
(2011). The left occipitotemporal system in reading: disruption of focal fMRI
connectivity to left inferior frontal and inferior parietal language areas in
children with dyslexia. Neuroimage 54, 2426–2436. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.
2010.10.002

Vatansever, D., Menon, D. K., and Stamatakis, E. A. (2017). Default mode
contributions to automated information processing. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. PNAS
114, 12821–12826.

Wang, H. (1986). Modern Chinese Frequency Dictionary. Beijing: Beijing Language
Institute Press.

Wang, J., Wang, X., Xia, M., Liao, X., Evans, A., and He, Y. (2015).
Corrigendum: GRETNA: a graph theoretical network analysis toolbox for
imaging connectomics. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 9:458. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2015.
00458

Wang, X., Gao, Z., Smallwood, J., and Jefferies, E. (2021). Both default and
multiple-demand regions represent semantic goal information. J. Neurosci. 41,
3679–3691. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1782-20.2021

Whitfield-Gabrieli, S., and Nieto-Castanon, A. (2012). Conn: a functional
connectivity toolbox for correlated and anticorrelated brain networks. Brain
Connect 2, 125–141. doi: 10.1089/brain.2012.0073

Wu, C.-Y., Ho, M. H. R., and Chen, S. H. A. (2012). A meta-analysis of fMRI studies
on Chinese orthographic, phonological, and semantic processing. NeuroImage
(Orlando, Fla.) 63, 381–391.

Xia, M., Wang, J., and He, Y. (2013). BrainNet viewer: a network visualization tool
for human brain connectomics. PLoS One 8:e68910. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.
0068910

Yang, X., Zhang, J., Lv, Y., Wang, F., Ding, G., Zhang, M., et al. (2021).
Failure of resting-state frontal–occipital connectivity in linking visual
perception with reading fluency in Chinese children with developmental
dyslexia. Neuroimage 233:117911. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2021.1
17911

Yang, Y., Bi, H. Y., Long, Z. Y., and Tao, S. (2013). Evidence for cerebellar
dysfunction in Chinese children with developmental dyslexia: an fMRI
study. Int. J. Neurosci. 123, 300–310. doi: 10.3109/00207454.2012.7
56484

Yang, Y., Tam, F., Graham, S. J., Sun, G., Li, J., Gu, C., et al. (2020). Men and women
differ in the neural basis of handwriting. Hum. Brain Mapp. 41, 2642–2655.

Yang, Y., Zhang, J., Meng, Z. L., Qin, L., Liu, Y., and Bi, H. Y. (2018). Neural
correlates of orthographic access in Mandarin Chinese writing: an fMRI study
of the word-frequency effect. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 12:288. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.
2018.00288

Yang, Y., Zuo, Z., Tam, F., Graham, S. J., Li, J., Ji, Y., et al. (2022).
The brain basis of handwriting deficits in Chinese children with
developmental dyslexia. Dev. Sci. 25:e13161. doi: 10.1111/desc.1
3161

Yuan, Y., and Brown, S. (2015). Drawing and writing: an ALE meta-analysis of
sensorimotor activations. Brain Cogn. 98, 15–26. doi: 10.1016/j.bandc.2015.05.
004

Zalesky, A., Cocchi, L., Fornito, A., Murray, M. M., and Bullmore, E. (2012).
Connectivity differences in brain networks’. Neuroimage 60, 1055–1062.

Zalesky, A., Fornito, A., and Bullmore, E. T. (2010). Network-based statistic:
identifying differences in brain networks. Neuroimage 53, 1197–1207.

Zhang, J., Liu, L., Li, H., Feng, X., Zhang, M., Liu, L., et al. (2021). Large-scale
network topology reveals brain functional abnormality in Chinese dyslexic
children. Neuropsychologia 157:107886. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2021.
107886

Frontiers in Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 11 July 2022 | Volume 16 | Article 919440

https://doi.org/10.1002/mrm.22361
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(98)09165-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(98)09165-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humov.2015.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humov.2015.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2013.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2013.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2011.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2011.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-46702-x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0001049
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2815-14.2014
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2815-14.2014
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1213586110
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1213586110
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.25753
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.25753
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2009.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2009.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2010.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2010.10.002
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2015.00458
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2015.00458
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1782-20.2021
https://doi.org/10.1089/brain.2012.0073
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0068910
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0068910
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2021.117911
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2021.117911
https://doi.org/10.3109/00207454.2012.756484
https://doi.org/10.3109/00207454.2012.756484
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2018.00288
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2018.00288
https://doi.org/10.1111/desc.13161
https://doi.org/10.1111/desc.13161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2015.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2015.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2021.107886
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2021.107886
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience#articles


fnins-16-919440 July 12, 2022 Time: 15:21 # 12

Liu et al. Handwriting Deficit in Chinese Dyslexia

Zhang, M., Xie, W., Xu, Y., and Meng, X. (2018). Auditory temporal
perceptual learning and transfer in Chinese-speaking children with
developmental dyslexia. Res. Dev. Disabil. 74, 146–159. doi: 10.1016/j.ridd.2018.
01.005

Zhang, Z., Yuan, Q., Liu, Z., Zhang, M., Wu, J., Lu, C., et al. (2021).
The cortical organization of writing sequence: evidence from
observing Chinese characters in motion. Brain Struc. Funct. 226,
1627–1639.

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Liu, Li, Bi, Xu and Yang. This is an open-access article distributed
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,
distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original
author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication
in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use,
distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 12 July 2022 | Volume 16 | Article 919440

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2018.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2018.01.005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neuroscience#articles

	Disruption of Functional Brain Networks Underlies the Handwriting Deficit in Children With Developmental Dyslexia
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Participants
	Behavioral Tests
	Reading Skills Tests
	Handwriting Skills Tests
	Cognitive Skills Tests

	Stimuli and Task Procedure During Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging
	Imaging Acquisition
	Data Analysis
	Behavior Data

	Image Data
	Preprocessing
	Creation of Functional Connectivity Matrices
	Network-Based Statistical Analysis

	Correlation Between Network Connectivity and Behavioral Performance
	Validation Analysis

	Results
	Behavioral Results
	Out-Scanner Behavioral Performance
	In-Scanner Behavioral Performance

	Network-Based Statistic Analysis Results
	Correlation Between Network Connectivity and Behavioral Performance
	Validation Results

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References


