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Abstract

Neurobiological pain models propose that the transition from acute to chronic pain is accompanied by neuropathological adapta-
tions that mediate progressive pain processing dysfunctions. In contrast, meta-analytic studies on neurofunctional dysregulations
in chronic pain have not revealed convergent evidence for robust alterations during experimental pain induction. Against this back-
ground, the present neuroimaging meta-analysis combined three different meta-analytic approaches with stringent study selection
criteria for case-control functional magnetic resonance imaging experiments during acute pain processing with a focus on chronic
pain disorders (i.e., fibromyalgia, irritable bowel syndrome, chronic low back pain, neuropathic pain; n = 295 patients, n = 211
controls; 86 foci). Across the meta-analytic approaches, convergent neurofunctional dysregulations in chronic pain patients were
observed in the left anterior insula cortex, with study characteristics indicating generalized pain processing abnormalities. Seed-
based resting-state functional connectivity based on a large publicly available dataset combined with a meta-analytic task-based
approach identified the anterior insular region as a key node of an extended bilateral insula-fronto-cingular network, resembling the
salience network. Moreover, the meta-analytic decoding showed that this region presents a high probability to be specifically acti-
vated during pain-related processes. Together, the present findings indicate that dysregulated left anterior insular activity represents
a robust neurofunctional maladaptation and potential treatment target in chronic pain disorders.

Keywords: Chronic pain, Somatic chronic pain, Visceral chronic pain, Functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI, Pain,
Meta-analysis, ALE, Coordinate density analysis.
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1. Introduction

Chronic pain represents the major cause of disability and
suffering across the world population (Goldberg and McGee,
2011; Rice et al., 2016). It has a tremendously detrimental im-
pact on the physical and mental well-being of affected individ-
uals, leading to considerable impairments in daily functioning
and family lives (Dueñas et al., 2016). With prevalence rates
as high as 10-30% in the adult population (Breivik et al., 2006;
Reid et al., 2011), chronic pain leads to enormous social and
economic burdens (Gaskin and Richard, 2012; Jackson et al.,
2016).

According to the International Association for the Study of
Pain (IASP), chronic pain refers to pain that lasts or recurs for
at least 3 months (Treede et al., 2019). The IASP’s choice to
focus on the duration of the symptoms was based on difficulties
in operationalizing the previous definition, which emphasized
functional differences between acute and chronic pain (”a pain
persisting after the healing time and therefore that lacks its
acute warning function”) (Treede et al., 2019). Unlike this
recent pragmatic characterization of chronic pain for diagnostic
purposes, neurobiological models emphasize that progressive
(mal-)adaptive rearrangements of the brain at different scales
(from molecules to networks) (Kuner and Flor, 2017) medi-
ate the pathophysiological transition from acute to chronic pain.

Functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) has dramati-
cally advanced the comprehension of the neurobiological basis
of acute and chronic pain in humans: there is now ample ev-
idence that nociception engages the dynamic interplay among
large-scale networks (Garcia-Larrea and Bastuji, 2018), with
a recent neuroimaging meta-analysis suggesting that the expe-
rience of acute pain robustly engages a bilateral circuit encom-
passing somatosensory, insular, mid-cingulate, and thalamic re-
gions (Xu et al., 2020a).

In contrast, neuroscientific research on the neural mal-
adaptations that accompany the pathophysiological transition
from acute into chronic pain remain to be clarified, although
neurobiological mechanisms have been proposed (Vachon-
Presseau et al., 2016; Denk et al., 2014; Tan et al., 2017) and a
neural signature of chronic pain has been recently determined
(Lee et al., 2021). Limitations inherent to the previous fMRI
studies on chronic pain may have contributed to the lack of
consistency, including a high proportion of false-positive and
irreproducible results (Ioannidis, 2005) related to small sample
sizes, variations in experimental designs and data processing
pipelines, and insufficient control of the multiple comparisons
problem (Poldrack et al., 2017; Eklund et al., 2016).
Quantitative meta-analyses, components of systematic reviews,
represent the highest level of evidence and can overcome
the limitations of the original studies by minimizing vari-
ability, systematic errors, and false positives. Several fMRI
meta-analyses aimed at determining robust brain functional
abnormalities in chronic pain conditions. Early investiga-
tions mainly employed the Activation Likelihood Estimation
(ALE) algorithm (Turkeltaub et al., 2002; Eickhoff et al.,
2009), however until 2016 (GingerALE version 2.3.5), this
algorithm suffered from drawbacks in the code (Eickhoff et al.,
2017) that, plausibly, invalidated several of these findings
on chronic pain (Seifert and Maihöfner, 2011; Tillisch et al.,
2011; Friebel et al., 2011; Simons et al., 2014; Jensen et al.,
2016; Dehghan et al., 2016). Two more recent neuroimaging
meta-analyses re-examined functional alterations in chronic
pain patients during experimental pain processing utilizing
either the updated version of the GingerALE algorithm (Xu
et al., 2021) or a different algorithm (LocalALE in Tanas-
escu et al. (2016)). However, despite the great number of
original studies (particularly in the work of Tanasescu et al.
(2016)), both meta-analyses failed to determine convergent
neurofunctional alterations in chronic pain patients during
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experimental pain induction. These negative findings stand in
strong contrast with both neurobiological pain models (Tan
et al., 2017; Vachon-Presseau et al., 2016) and clinical research
demonstrating abnormal pain processing across chronic pain
disorders (Staud and Domingo, 2001; Petersel et al., 2011;
Chalaye et al., 2012; Goubert et al., 2017).

On this background, we performed a meta-analysis on fMRI
studies to determine convergent neurofunctional alterations in
chronic pain conditions during acute pain processing. In line
with recent pathogenetic models suggesting that common neu-
ral maladaptations might mediate the transition into chronic
pain (Vachon-Presseau et al., 2016), we expected to observe
convergently dysregulated neural reactivity during acute pain
infliction across chronic pain disorders. Considering that the
negative findings in previous meta-analyses on chronic pain
(Tanasescu et al., 2016; Xu et al., 2021) might be related to the
high degree of heterogeneity of the selected studies, we adopted
very stringent selection criteria to circumscribe this problem.
First, in line with the recent meta-analysis from Xu et al. (2021),
we selected only studies directly comparing chronic pain pa-
tients and healthy participants. This allowed us to avoid consid-
erable heterogeneity introduced by different experimental set-
tings, such as it occurs employing studies conducted separately
in either pain patients or in healthy controls. Second, we fo-
cused on well-defined chronic pain conditions (e.g., fibromyal-
gia, irritable bowel syndrome, chronic low back pain, neuro-
pathic pain) and excluded chronic pain conditions due to direct
central diseases or insults such as brain tumors or brain trauma,
which might be different from other chronic pain disorders in
terms of the underlying neurobiological maladaptations.

To further promote a robust evaluation of convergent neuro-
functional alterations, we employed two different coordinate-
based meta-analytic algorithms (CBMA), namely GingerALE
(Eickhoff et al., 2009, 2017) and the Coordinate Density Anal-
ysis (CDA) (Tench et al., 2020), and we functionally charac-
terize the identified regions with a series of meta-analytic co-
activation, decoding and network-level analyses.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study selection

We followed the PRISMA reporting guidelines (Moher et al.,
2009) for the present meta-analysis (see figure 1). Public
databases of biomedical and life science literature reports,
namely Pubmed, Web of Sciences, and Scopus, and the Neu-
rosynth fMRI database (Yarkoni et al., 2011), were employed
to search for fMRI or positron emission tomography (PET)
studies investigating experimental cutaneous and visceral pain
in four kinds of chronic pain conditions: neuropathic pain, fi-
bromyalgia, irritable bowel syndrome, and low-back pain. The
following keywords were used to search for papers present in
the databases from inception to 26th July 2020: 1) irritable
bowel syndrome: (”irritable bowel”OR ”functional gastroin-
testinal”) AND (”functional magnetic resonance” OR ”fMRI”
OR ”functional” OR ”brain activation” OR ”neural activity”

OR ”BOLD” OR ”PET”); 2) fibromyalgia (”fibromyalgia”
OR ”fibrositis”) AND (”functional magnetic resonance” OR
”fMRI” OR ”functional” OR ”brain activation” OR ”neural
activity” OR ”BOLD” OR ”PET”). 3. low-back pain (”low
back pain” OR ”chronic back pain” OR ”chronic low back
pain”) AND (”functional magnetic resonance” OR ”fMRI” OR
”functional” OR ”brain activation” OR ”neural activity” OR
”BOLD” OR ”PET”). 4. neuropathic pain (”neuropathic”
OR ”neuropathy”) AND (”functional magnetic resonance” OR
”fMRI” OR ”functional” OR ”brain activation” OR ”neural ac-
tivity” OR ”BOLD” OR ”PET”). For each identified paper, we
collected the title, author names, and date of publication. We
merged the results from the different databases and identified
and removed all duplicates. A unique identification number
was assigned to the remaining papers. The abstracts were care-
fully read to exclude records investigating other disorders or
not investigating brain activity. Then, reviewing the full text,
we identified fMRI or PET studies investigating differences in
brain activity between individuals suffering from chronic pain
and control participants during experimental cutaneous or vis-
ceral noxious stimuli.

We selected articles reporting between-group differences at
a whole-brain level as coordinates in the standard Talairach
Tournoux (TAL) (Talairach, 1988) or Montreal Neurological
Institute (MNI) (Evans et al., 1993) stereotactic system. More-
over, only studies employing a general linear model approach
and random effect analyses (Friston et al., 1999) were selected
for this meta-analysis. Studies employing only regions of inter-
est (ROIs) analyses were excluded, as well as studies investigat-
ing experimental pain processing only in patients or in control
(CTRL) participants, or reporting only resting-state fMRI/PET
results. Moreover, studies reporting brain activity during spon-
taneous pain in patients were not considered.

2.2. Data extraction
For each selected paper, we extracted the type of chronic pain

condition investigated (neuropathic pain, fibromyalgia, irrita-
ble bowel syndrome, or low-back pain), the sample size, and
the modality (i.e., visceral or cutaneous stimulation), the type
(e.g., mechanical, thermal), and the body site of the adminis-
tered nociceptive stimulation considering whether it was ap-
plied in a region where the chronic pain was experienced or
not. Importantly, we also extracted whether opioid treatment
was considered as an exclusion criterion for participation in the
original study and whether patients discontinued or not their
current pharmacological treatment before the MRI assessment.
When not explicitly mentioned in the paper, we assumed that
chronic pain individuals did not discontinue their medication
for the scanning session. Since we were interested in the differ-
ences detected during the induction of experimental pain be-
tween chronic pain patients and control individuals, we also
collected whether the two groups were matched for the same
intensity of noxious stimulation or the same intensity of experi-
enced pain. From the selected papers, one of the authors (S.F.)
manually extracted the coordinates of the significant clusters re-
sulting from the comparison between chronic pain patients and
control individuals. Studies reporting no differences between
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groups were not considered for this meta-analysis. Standard-
ized space (TAL or MNI) in which the peak coordinates were
reported and the relative z-value or t-value were also extracted.

2.3. Quality control of the data

To evaluate the presence of possible coordinate extraction er-
rors, three authors (G.D., A.N., MG.B.) independently checked
the extracted coordinates. Then, an automatic diagnostic pro-
cedure implemented in NeuRoi and described in Tench et al.
(2013) was employed. This tool computes a similarity score
between the extracted coordinates of each selected study and
a random selection of coordinates obtained from the same se-
lected studies (Tench et al., 2013; Tanasescu et al., 2016). When
potential errors were detected, coordinates were re-checked and
corrected. All the analyses were conducted only after perform-
ing these steps.

2.4. Meta-analysis approaches: Ginger-ALE and Coordinate
Density Analysis

There are multiple algorithms for performing CBMA, but
each has different empirical parameters and assumptions, and
each can produce different results conditional on the assump-
tions. Therefore, to obtain robust results, two different tools
were employed: the GingerALE (Eickhoff et al., 2009) and the
Coordinates Density Analysis (CDA) (Tench et al., 2020). With
both methods, we detected common brain regions that showed
abnormal brain activity in chronic pain patients in comparison
to control individuals during experimental nociceptive stimu-
lation. Importantly, GingerALE and CDA were employed to
identify clusters of increased activity in chronic pain patients
compared to control participants during experimental pain pro-
cessing (Dataset #1: only coordinates of increased activity in
chronic pain patients compared to control participants). More-
over, CDA was also employed to identify the clusters where
chronic pain patients present increased and/or decreased ac-
tivity in comparison to control participants (Dataset #2: coor-
dinates of increased and/or decreased activity in chronic pain
patients in comparison to control participants). We employed
CDA to perform this analysis because it allows us to transpar-
ently interpret the results providing the data forest plot.

Due to the few investigations (n =8) showing decreased ac-
tivity in chronic pain patients compared to control participants,
we did not perform a separate analysis of these studies.

GingerALE

We employed GingerALE command-line version 3.0.2
(Eickhoff et al., 2009, 2012). It is well known that brains nor-
malized to the MNI (Evans et al., 1993; Collins et al., 1994)
and the Talairach (TAL) space (Talairach, 1988) present differ-
ences not only in size but also in origin, orientation (Lancaster
et al., 2007), and shape (https://imaging.mrc-cbu.cam.
ac.uk/imaging/MniTalairach). In particular, the brains in
the MNI space are 5 mm taller and longer than the brains in the
TAL space: therefore, they are larger and present lower tempo-
ral lobe and higher top than brains normalized to the TAL space
(https://imaging.mrc-cbu.cam.ac.uk/imaging/MniTalairach).

This implies that the same coordinates in the two spaces do
not refer to the same brain regions (Lancaster et al., 2007; Brett
et al., 2002), posing issues in meta-analyses (Fox et al., 2005)
in which studies conducted in different coordinate systems need
to be analyzed together. Although the icbm2tal transformation
matrix (Lancaster et al., 2007) was shown to be the most effi-
cient algorithm in the corrections of the discrepancy between
the two spaces (Laird et al., 2010), there is no definitive solu-
tion that completely solves this problem (https://imaging.mrc-
cbu.cam.ac.uk/imaging/MniTalairach). To provide results not
biased by the employed coordinates system (i.e., MNI or TAL),
we conducted the coordinate-based analyses in both the MNI
(Evans et al., 1993; Collins et al., 1994) and the TAL space
(Talairach, 1988). As implemented in Ginger-ALE, icbm2tal
transformation matrix was used to perform the coordinates con-
versions from one space to another. Therefore, for all the se-
lected studies expressing the results in the MNI space, we im-
plemented the conversion of the coordinates into the TAL space,
while for all the selected studies expressing the results in the
TAL space, we implemented the conversion in the MNI space.
This produced two different foci formatting (i.e., one in the
MNI space, the other in the TAL space).

For each selected study, the ALE algorithm, using a conser-
vative mask and based on the number of the participants, com-
putes the Full-Width Half-Maximum (FWHM) of the Gaussian
kernel to smooth the identified foci and then creates the Mod-
eled Activation Map (Eickhoff et al., 2009). These maps are
then combined to obtain one single activation likelihood esti-
mate (ALE) image, and normalized histograms are produced to
create a table of p-values for the ALE scores. A permutation
test (number of permutations = 1000), simulating random data,
was used to define the statistical threshold to identify brain ar-
eas reported beyond the random chance (Eickhoff et al., 2009).
In line with recent recommendations, we thresholded the ALE
map at cluster-level inference threshold (cluster-level family-
wise error <0.05) and an uncorrected cluster forming threshold
of p <0.001 (Eickhoff et al., 2012).

Coordinate density analysis (CDA)

CDA is a recently developed model-based method
implemented in the NeuRoi image analysis software
(https://www.nottingham.ac.uk/research/groups/
clinicalneurology/neuroi.aspx), with very few apriori
assumptions (Tench et al., 2020). This algorithm uses the
density of coordinates from independent studies as its statistic
and requires only one parameter: the human grey matter
volume. Statistical thresholding to identify repeatable effects is
performed by requiring a minimum proportion of the studies
contributing to a cluster and is generally more conservative
than false discovery rate (FDR at (q)=0.05); however, FDR is
used as a limit on how liberal the threshold can get.

Importantly, this method, differently from Ginger-ALE, does
not require the empirical choice of Gaussian smoothing ker-
nel to extrapolate coordinates to voxel-wise activation maps or
the randomization of the coordinates in the empirical space to
define the statistical threshold (Tench et al., 2020). Employ-
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ing CDA, the meta-analysis was conducted in the TAL space
(Tench et al., 2020).

2.5. Functional characterization of the cluster of abnormalities
We conducted a functional characterization of any cluster

emerging from the CDA performed on Dataset #2 (compris-
ing the studies reporting increased and/or decreased activity in
chronic pain patients compared to control participants). We
took this decision because Dataset #2 presented the largest
number of studies and participants and therefore an increased
statistical power in comparison to Dataset #1.

To provide an unbiased functional characterization of clus-
ters, we used Neurosynth, an open-source platform to syn-
thesize large-scale fMRI data (http://neurosynth.org)
(Yarkoni et al., 2011), which presents, to date, 14371 fMRI
studies for a total of 507891 activations. Each article in the
Neurosynth database is automatically text-mined to identify
specific terms occurring with high-frequency, and then it is
”tagged” with these terms. The activation coordinates are
automatically extracted, and meta-analyses can be performed
(Yarkoni et al., 2011). Before any analyses, the TAL coordi-
nates of the observed cluster were transferred in the MNI space
employing the GingerALE algorithm since Neurosynth works
in this space.

Seed-based functional connectivity
In an attempt to identify the neural circuit that might be

most likely abnormal in patients with chronic pain, we pro-
duced a conjunction map of the resting-state functional connec-
tivity (rs-FC) map and of the meta-analytic coactivation map,
both seeded in the peak coordinates of clusters of interest and
both generated with the Neurosynth function locations. This
allowed us to obtain a robust condition-independent (i.e., inde-
pendent from ”task free” and ”task-based” states) identification
of the functional network connected to the cluster of interest
(Schnellbächer et al., 2020; Rottschy et al., 2013).

The seed-based rs-FC map was obtained from a large rs-
fMRI dataset (1000 human subjects), which results are pro-
vided in Neurosynth as a courtesy of T. Yeo, R. Buckner, and
the Brain Genomics Superstructure Project (Buckner et al.,
2011; Yeo et al., 2011). The corresponding Pearson’s corre-
lation coefficients (r) maps express the strength of the correla-
tion between the time-series rs-fMRI activity in the seed (∼4x4
mm vertex, but to be considered more extended, see Yeo et al.
(2011) for details) and the activity observed in each brain vertex
during ”task-free” condition. This uncorrected map was thresh-
olded at r>0.2 (Yeo et al., 2011).

The seed-based meta-analytic coactivation map was obtained
from an automatic meta-analysis performed on the Neurosynth
platform across all the fMRI studies present in the database.
This z-score map (FDR-corrected, (q)=0.01) shows the degree
of the association between the presence/absence of the activ-
ity in the 6mm spherical seed and the presence/absence of the
activity observed in each voxel during ”task-based” conditions
(https://www.neurosynth.org/locations/).

Then, we produced a conjunction map of the seed-based rs-
FC map and of the seed-based meta-analytic coactivation map

(Schnellbächer et al., 2020; Rottschy et al., 2013). To this aim,
we first converted the rs-FC r-values map in z-scores map em-
ploying the inverse Fisher’s r-to-z transformation, and then,
to compute the conjunction map, we employed the minimum
statistics approach (Jakobs et al., 2012; Nichols et al., 2005).
The probabilistic cytoarchitectonic atlas implemented in SPM
Anatomy Toolbox (Eickhoff et al., 2005) was used to label the
regions larger than 50 voxels belonging to this network.

Decoding

Using NiMARE python packages
(https://nimare.readthedocs.io/en/latest/), we decoded the
6mm spherical region of interest (ROI) centered in the co-
ordinate of the cluster that emerged from the meta-analysis.
The decoding quantifies the probability that a specific brain
region is activated given the presence of a specific term
([P(activation | term)], or forward inference) and the probabil-
ity that a specific term is present given the activity in a specific
brain area ([P(term | activation)], or ’reverse inference’).
Therefore, based on the assumption that terms present in
a work are as proxies for cognitive processes, the forward
inference allows to probabilistically identify the regions that
are consistently reported with a certain cognitive process,
while and more importantly, the reverse inference allows to
probabilistically identify the cognitive process that might be
selectively associated with the activity of a particular region
(Poldrack, 2011; Yarkoni et al., 2011).
To this aim, we produced a 6mm spherical region of interest
(ROI) centered in the coordinate of the cluster of interest,
and then we applied the function nimare.decoder.discrete on
the whole Neurosynth database. From the decoder’s output,
we arbitrarily decided to report the first 15 terms ordered in
descending order according to the conditional probability of
the reverse inference [P(term | activation)]. From this list, we
excluded terms reporting anatomical regions and generic terms
(such as ”networks involved”, ”nervous”, ”spatial-temporal”).
As a post-hoc analysis, based on the hypothesis that the cluster
identified with the meta-analysis might also be involved in
interoceptive functions, we decoded the terms ”autonomic”
and ”interoceptive” employing the Neurosynth term-based
meta-analytic function.

3. Results

3.1. Study sample characteristic

Based on the selection criteria 1, we identified 14 studies
(Dataset #1) reporting increased activity in chronic pain
patients in comparison to control participants (for details,
see table 1 and 2). These 14 studies investigated a total
of 263 chronic pain patients (chronic pain patients in each
study, mean: 19, median:16, range: 8-48) and 179 control
subjects (mean:13, median:11, range:8-21). These studies
investigated fibromyalgia (5, 36% of studies), irritable bowel
syndrome (4, 29% of studies), neuropathic pain (2, 14% of
studies), low-back pain (2, 14% of studies) and neuropathic
pain and fibromyalgia (1, 7%). In this dataset, 64 total foci
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were identified: fibromyalgia and irritable bowel syndrome
studies contributed respectively for 52% and 30% of the total
foci, while neuropathic pain and low back pain contributed
respectively for 14% and 3%, the study conjointly investigating
neuropathic pain and fibromyalgia contributed for 2%.
Moreover, we identified a second dataset (Dataset #2) (for
details, see table 1 and 2), which included coordinates of
increased as well as decreased activity in chronic pain patients
relative to controls. This dataset comprised all studies from
Dataset #1, as well as two additional investigations report-
ing only decreased activity (investigating fibromyalgia and
low-back pain). These 16 studies investigated a total of 295
chronic pain patients (mean: 18; median: 16; range:8-48)
and 211 control subjects (mean: 13 ; median:12; range:8-21).
From this dataset, we identified 86 total foci. Studies investi-
gating fibromyalgia and irritable bowel syndrome contributed
respectively for 44% and 24% of the total foci, while studies
investigating neuropathic pain and low back pain contributed
respectively for 22% and 8% of the total foci, the study
conjointly investigating neuropathic pain and fibromyalgia
contributed for 1%.

Across Dataset #1 experimental nociception was induced by
mechanical cutaneous stimulation (5 studies on fibromyalgia
and 1 study on neuropathic pain fibromyalgia), by mechanical
visceral stimulation (4 studies on irritable bowel syndrome),
and by thermal cutaneous stimulation (2 studies on neuropathic
pain, 2 studies on low-back pain). Dataset #1 comprised 5
studies employing the same intensity of painful stimulation and
9 studies employing the same level of perceived pain to test
for differences between the group of chronic pain patients and
control participants.

Similarly, in Dataset #2, experimental nociception was in-
duced by mechanical cutaneous stimulation (6 studies on fi-
bromyalgia and 1 study on neuropathic pain fibromyalgia), by
mechanical visceral stimulation (4 studies on irritable bowel
syndrome), and by thermal cutaneous stimulation (2 studies
on neuropathic pain, 3 studies on low-back pain). Moreover,
6 studies employed the same intensity of painful stimulation
while 10 studies employed the same level of perceived pain to
match the chronic pain patients group and the control group.
Importantly, 6 studies (all the 4 studies investigating irritable
bowel syndrome, 1 study investigating neuropathic pain, and
1 investigating low-back pain) administered the experimental
painful stimulation in the region where chronic pain was expe-
rienced. The medication wash-out, with variable temporal win-
dows, was employed in 7 studies, while 2 declared that patients
were not asked to discontinue the assumption of their medi-
cations. The remaining studies did not explicitly report med-
ication status, therefore, we assumed that the patients did not
discontinue their usual medications. Notably, in both datasets,
there was a higher proportion of women (Dataset #1: total
chronic pain patients = 263; 222 women, 84% of the sample;
Dataset #2: total chronic pain patients: 295; 246 women: 83%
of the sample).

3.2. Ginger-ALE results
The ginger-ALE analyses employing the two different coor-

dinate systems (TAL and MNI space) on Dataset #1 provided
convergent results revealing the same 2 clusters (formed by 6
studies in total) of higher fMRI activation in chronic pain pa-
tients in comparison to control participants. The first cluster
was detected in the left anterior insula cortex, and it was cen-
tered at [-36.8,15.2,3.2] in TAL space and at [-38.7,17.9,-2.1] in
MNI space. When the coordinates obtained in the TAL space [-
36.8,15.2,3.2] were converted to MNI space using the algorithm
implemented in GingerALE, results resembled the results as by
MNI space analysis (i.e. [-38.7, 17.9, -2.1]). In both analyses, 5
studies contributed to this cluster: all 4 studies investigating ir-
ritable bowel syndrome, and 1 investigating fibromyalgia. The
second cluster of increased activity emerged in both analyses
in the left claustrum/anterior insula cortex, and it was centered
at [-31.1,0.8,9.6] in TAL space and at [-32.4,3.3,6.4] in MNI
space. Three studies (2 of them also contributing to the first
cluster) contributed to this second cluster (1 study on neuro-
pathic pain, 1 on irritable bowel syndrome, and 1 on neuro-
pathic pain and fibromyalgia) (see table 3).

Importantly, among the studies contributing to the observed
clusters, 5 matched the patient and control groups for the inten-
sity of perceived pain (3 studies on irritable bowel syndrome, 1
on fibromyalgia, and 1 on neuropathic pain and fibromyalgia),
while 1 for the intensity of stimulation (1 on irritable bowel
syndrome). These investigations employed visceral mechanical
simulation (4 studies on irritable bowel syndrome) and cuta-
neous mechanical stimulation (1 study on fibromyalgia and 1
on neuropathic pain and fibromyalgia). All the irritable bowel
syndrome studies employed the nociceptive stimulation in the
domain where chronic pain was experienced (rectum), while the
remaining 2 studies employed a mechanical stimulation outside
the domain where chronic pain was experienced.

3.3. Coordinate density analysis results
CDA results of Dataset #1 revealed a single significant clus-

ter (minimum number of studies = 5) of increased activity in the
left anterior insula cortex centered on [-36, 12, 4] TAL space.
Notably, the coordinates of this cluster were very similar to the
coordinates of the first cluster emerged in the ALE approach [-
36.8,15.2,3.2]. Six investigations contributed to this cluster: 5
of these also contributed to the respective cluster obtained with
GingerALE.

The CDA results of Dataset #2 (see fig. 2) again revealed a
cluster of significant functional abnormalities in the left anterior
insula (centered in [-34, 14, 6] TAL space) (minimum number
of studies = 5) (figure 2).

Notably, in this analysis, 8 studies contributed to this clus-
ter: 4 investigating irritable bowel syndrome, 1 fibromyalgia, 1
low-back pain, 1 neuropathic pain, and 1 fibromyalgia and neu-
ropathic pain. As expected, this cluster was formed by all the
studies contributing to the cluster obtained with Dataset #1 (see
table 3) and two more additional studies (1 on neuropathic pain
and 1 on chronic low-back pain). Importantly, 7 studies con-
tributing to the observed cluster matched the patient and con-
trol groups for the intensity of perceived pain and only 1 study
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for the intensity of stimulation (1 study on irritable bowel syn-
drome).

3.4. Functional characterization

Seed-based functional connectivity

The conjunction map obtained from the rs-FC map and the
meta-analytic co-activation map both seeded in the region of al-
tered neural activity in chronic pain patients (CDA on Dataset
#2; MNI coordinate: [-36, 17, 1]), revealed a widespread bi-
lateral network (table 4 and figure 4). Specifically, three large
connected clusters were identified, the first encompassing the
right insula lobe and the right inferior and middle frontal gyri,
the second encompassing the left insula lobe, the left inferior
frontal regions (inferior frontal gyrus, the Rolandic operculum),
and the left precentral gyrus, while the third encompassed the
right midcingulate cortex, the left anterior cingulate cortex, and
the left posterior medial frontal gyrus. Additional clusters of
this functional network were also found in the left inferior and
middle frontal gyrus, bilateral parietal regions (supramarginal
gyrus and inferior parietal lobule), and bilateral globus pal-
lidum.

Decoding

Decoding the functional properties of the identified left ante-
rior insula region showed that among the first 15 terms ordered
according to their posterior probability for reverse inference,
4 terms were related to pain processing (”painful”, ”nocicep-
tive”, ”noxious”, and ”pain”). In contrast, no term was related
to interoception (table 5). The highest posterior probability was
reported for the term ”painful” (posterior probability=0.77), yet
also other pain-related terms (”nociceptive”, ”pain”, ”noxious”)
presented a high posterior probability (p =>0.70). Together,
these results indicate that this region presents a high probability
to be specifically involved in pain processing.

In line with the role of the anterior insula in autonomic and
interoceptive domains, the terms ”autonomic” and ”interocep-
tive” showed significant results for the forward inference (z-
score respectively of 6.75 and 6.93) but not for the reverse infer-
ence (table 5). This indicates that the identified region presents
consistent associations with interoceptive/autonomic processes,
although it is not selectively activated by these processes, as
meta-analytically indicated for pain-related processes.

4. Discussion

The present study employed two different CBMA approaches
(GingerALE and CDA) to determine whether chronic pain dis-
orders are characterized by neurofunctional dysregulations dur-
ing experimental pain induction. In contrast to two recent
neuroimaging meta-analyses, which, surprisingly, did not re-
veal convergent functional alterations in chronic pain disorders
(Tanasescu et al., 2016; Xu et al., 2021), the present study
shows robust evidence for altered neurofunctional processing
in the left anterior insular cortex of chronic pain patients during
experimental pain induction. Notably, functional abnormali-
ties in the left anterior insula cortex were robustly confirmed on

Dataset #1 with both ALE and CDA approaches, although with
subtle differences, and on Dataset #2 with CDA. Remarkably,
the application of CDA on Dataset #2 indicated that the dys-
function of this region in chronic pain patients might be present
as either an increased or a decreased activity in comparison to
control individuals.

Functional characterization of the identified left insula region
employing an unbiased approach (combining a meta-analytic
co-activation map and an intrinsic connectivity approach) re-
vealed that this area represents a core node in a functionally
integrated network encompassing the bilateral insula cortex,
and the anterior cingulate and midcingulate cortex. Moreover,
via reverse inference (Poldrack, 2006, 2011), we demonstrated
that this anterior insula region has a high probability of being
specifically involved in pain processing, with rather unspecific
involvement in related processes of interoception.

4.1. Anterior insula cortex
The multidimensionality of pain experience (sensory-

discriminative, cognitive, and affective-emotional) (Melzack
and Casey, 1968) is supported by two main ascending systems:
the spino-thalamic cortical pathway and the spino-parabrachial-
amygdalar pathway. After the thalamic relay, the spino-
thalamic cortical route mainly targets the middle cingulate cor-
tex, the posterior insula cortex, and the medial parietal opercu-
lum, and, to a less degree, the primary sensory and motor areas
(Dum et al., 2009; Lenz et al., 2010). In particular, the pos-
terior insula represents the sensory features of the nociceptive
inputs (Frot et al., 2007; Segerdahl et al., 2015; Craig, 2014),
while the midcingulate cortex is involved in the processing of
negative affects of pain experience (Vogt, 2005) and in the re-
flexive spatial orientation towards salient sensory stimuli (Vogt,
2009). The spino-parabrachial-amygdalar pathway targets the
limbic system through direct projections to the amygdala, play-
ing a major role in the processing of the autonomic and affec-
tive responses to pain. In the anterior insula cortex, the sensory
information coming from the posterior insula cortex and the af-
fective and autonomic inputs coming from the amygdala are in-
tegrated, possibly creating the experience of pain (Bastuji et al.,
2018; Frot et al., 2014).

The dysfunction of the anterior insula cortex suggests, there-
fore, an abnormal and generalized experience of pain process-
ing in chronic pain patients.

In agreement, almost all the studies (7 out of 8) contribut-
ing to the convergent cluster of functional abnormality in the
left anterior insula cortex compared patients and control par-
ticipants for the experience (perceived) of pain and not for the
intensity of the nociceptive stimulation. Moreover, the studies
contributing to the identified cluster induced experimental noci-
ception in as well outside of stimulation site affected by chronic
pain, supporting the hypothesis of a generalized dysfunction of
acute pain processing in chronic patients, as suggested by pre-
vious clinical studies (Staud and Domingo, 2001; Petersel et al.,
2011; Chalaye et al., 2012; Goubert et al., 2017).

Notably, the anterior insula cortex plays a complex role in
processes directly or indirectly related to the acute and chronic
pain experience, including pain empathy (Fallon et al., 2020;
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Xu et al., 2020b; Zhou et al., 2020), interoception and salience
processing (Yao et al., 2018; Li et al., 2018) as well as emo-
tional experience (Gogolla, 2017).

To further disentangle the specific role of the anterior insula
region that exhibited neurofunctional dysregulations in chronic
pain, a series of independent and meta-analytic functional char-
acterization strategies was utilized.

First, we characterized the corresponding functional network
of this region, which consequently may be affected in chronic
pain. Determining the co-activation and intrinsic connectivity
networks of the identified region in the left anterior insula cor-
tex revealed that it represents a core node of a bilateral network
encompassing anterior insular and adjacent ventrolateral pre-
frontal regions as well as anterior cingulate and midcingulate
regions. This network clearly resembles the rs-fMRI ”salience”
network, anchored in the anterior insula and the midcingulate
cortex (Seeley et al., 2007), which plays an important role in
the regulation of interoceptive versus external guided attention
(Xin et al., 2021; Yao et al., 2018) and the guidance of flexible
behavior (Seeley et al., 2007; Menon and Uddin, 2010). Ab-
normalities in this network have been repeatedly observed in
chronic pain (Hemington et al., 2016; Cauda et al., 2009; Wu
et al., 2013) and neuropsychiatric conditions, including depres-
sion (Manoliu et al., 2014; Shao et al., 2018), anxiety (Geng
et al., 2016) or addiction (Klugah-Brown et al., 2021, 2020)
which are commonly found to be co-morbid in chronic pain
(Bair et al., 2003; Finan and Smith, 2013). These results, there-
fore, support the hypothesis that chronic pain patients might
present an impairment of the salience network and, possibly, of
its main functions.

Second, functional decoding via a meta-analytic database
(Yarkoni et al., 2011) revealed a high probability for this region
to be specifically involved in pain-related processes (terms re-
ferred to pain processing: ”painful”, ”nociceptive”, ”noxious”,
”pain”), with the term ”painful” presenting the highest posterior
probability (0.77). Further steps revealed that, although this re-
gion is consistently associated with related processes such as
interoception and autonomic regulation (as showed by the for-
ward inference metrics), it is not specifically associated with
these processes. Together the meta-analytic decoding results
suggest that this region, with high probability, is specifically
involved in pain processing, yet it plays a broader role in inte-
roceptive/autonomic processes.

4.2. Previous meta-analysis
Early neuroimaging meta-analyses performed on chronic

pain, although reporting interesting and plausible findings, suf-
fered from a bias towards false-positive results since they em-
ployed previous ALE versions, which presented main draw-
backs (Eickhoff et al., 2017). However, two robust recent meta-
analyses conducted with LocaleALE (Tanasescu et al., 2016)
and with the GingerALE updated version (Xu et al., 2021)
did not determine robust neurofunctional differences between
chronic pain patients and control individuals during experimen-
tal pain induction. The null findings in the previous studies
(Tanasescu et al., 2016; Xu et al., 2021) might be explained by
study selection criteria. In respect to Tanasescu et al. (2016),

we enriched the selection of our meta-analysis with other recent
investigations and, more importantly, with investigations on ir-
ritable bowel syndrome, a visceral chronic pain, not selected
in this work. This last observation is critical also in consider-
ation that all the selected studies on irritable bowel syndrome
contributed, in our study, to the identified cluster in the left an-
terior insula cortex. As for the work of Xu et al. (2021), we
selected a slightly different dataset of studies. First, we only se-
lected studies investigating chronic pain conditions; second, we
excluded chronic pain and pain conditions clearly related to di-
rect central insults (e.g., traumatic brain injury, brain tumors).
Moreover, we included in our selection only independent ex-
periments (i.e., we excluded results from similar experiments
in the same population) to avoid the problem of the correlation
of the reported coordinates (Tanasescu et al., 2016).

4.3. Differences in the methods of meta-analysis
Due to the relatively low number of selected papers (14 stud-

ies reporting increased activity, 16 studies reporting increased
and/or decreased activity), we decided to employ two different
CBMA methods: the GingerALE and CDA.
GingerALE is a voxel-wise analysis that requires a stringent
threshold (family-wise error) to control type I error. It identi-
fies significant clusters testing the null hypothesis that the peak
coordinates are uniformly distributed across the brain. On the
other side, CDA estimates the density of reported coordinates
from independent studies and uses a model based approach to
compute the probability of that, or higher, density under the null
hypothesis of uniformly random coordinates. It does this ana-
lytically, and with only one parameter (the human grey matter
volume).

Being a cluster-wise analysis, less conservative methods can
be used, such as the false cluster discovery rate.

Limitations
This study presents several general and specific limitations

that suggest caution in the interpretation of the results. Gen-
eral limitations are related to the common issues of the meta-
analysis and of the meta-analysis in neuroimaging. In particu-
lar, the well-known problem of publications bias (or file drawer
problem), or the tendency to publish studies with significant
findings and the less likely probability that studies failing to re-
ject the null hypothesis are published (Ioannidis et al., 2014).
This problem is exacerbated in CBMA methods, which are not
sensitive to non-significant results also when they are employed
in the meta-analysis (Rottschy et al., 2012).

As a specific limitation of this work, we acknowledge the rel-
atively low number of included studies, a drawback of the strict
selection criteria (Dataset #1 = 14 studies and Dataset #2 = 16
studies). However, the robustness of our findings are supported
by similar results obtained with two different approaches, the
GingeALE and the CDA method. Notably, although for Gin-
geALE are recommended at least 17-20 studies (Eickhoff et al.,
2016) to obtain robust results, the CDA does not rely on the
same recommendations (Tench et al., 2020).

Another important limitation of this work is the massive
overrepresentation of women in the selected original studies

8

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.24.21254023doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.24.21254023
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


(83% of chronic pain patients). Therefore, the generalizabil-
ity of the present findings to men with chronic pain conditions
remains to be determined.

It is important to note that in Dataset #2, 2 studies report-
ing decreased activity in the left anterior insula cortex also
contributed, with 6 studies reporting increased activity, to the
identified cluster. This might indicate some unknown source of
heterogeneity within the selected studies.

Conclusion
Across two neuroimaging-based meta-analyses, we identi-

fied robustly altered neurofunctional processing in patients with
chronic pain during nociceptive stimulation. Dysregulations
were observed in a cluster located in the left anterior insula,
with meta-analytic decoding suggesting that this region is, with
high probability, specifically involved in pain processing and
not specifically linked to alterations in interoceptive/autonomic
processes. On the circuit level, this region represents a core
node of a bilateral insular-anterior/mid-cingulate network over-
lapping with the large-scale salience network.
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Lee, J.J., Kim, H.J., Čeko, M., Park, B.y., Lee, S.A., Park, H., Roy, M., Kim,
S.G., Wager, T.D., Woo, C.W., 2021. A neuroimaging biomarker for sus-
tained experimental and clinical pain. Nature Medicine 27, 174–182.

Lenz, F.A., Casey, K.L., Jones, E.G., Willis, W.D., 2010. The human pain
system: experimental and clinical perspectives. Cambridge University Press.

Li, J., Xu, L., Zheng, X., Fu, M., Zhou, F., Xu, X., Ma, X., Li, K., Kendrick,
K.M., Becker, B., 2018. Common and dissociable contributions of alex-
ithymia and autism to domain-specific interoceptive dysregulations–a di-
mensional neuroimaging approach. bioRxiv , 432971.

Manoliu, A., Meng, C., Brandl, F., Doll, A., Tahmasian, M., Scherr, M., Schw-
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Table 1: Studies characteristics.* Studies contributing to the cluster determined in the analysis of Dataset #2 employing the coordinate density analysis (CDA) (Tench et al., 2020). Abbreviations: CP = chronic pain
patients, CTRL = control individuals, F = female, M = male.

Studies Participants(#) Duration
chronic pain
(months)

Between-group differences direc-
tion for scores of:

Medications wash-out
(yes/no); time before
scanning session

CP(F/M) CTRL(F/M) Depression Anxiety
Fibromyalgia

Gracely et al. (2002) 16(15/1) 16(15/1) Not declared Not declared Not declared Yes; 12 hours
Pujol et al. (2009)* 9(9/0) 9(9/0) 104 (M) Not declared Not declared Yes; 72 hours
Jensen et al. (2009) 16(16/0) 16(16/0) Not declared Not declared Not declared Yes; flexible
Burgmer et al. (2012) 17(17/0) 17(17/0) >24 CP>CTRL CP>CTRL Yes; 48 hours
Kim et al. (2013) 21(21/0) 11(11/0) Not declared CP>CTRL CP=CTRL Not declared
Schreiber et al. (2017) 38(33/5) 15(10/5) Not declared CP >CTRL CP>CTRL No wash-out

Low-back pain

Derbyshire et al. (2002)* 16(12/4) 16(11/5) Not declared trend CP>CTRL CP>CTRL Yes; 2 weeks
Baliki et al. (2010) 16(8/8) 16(8/8) Not declared Not declared. Not declared Not declared
Rodriguez-Raecke et al. (2014) 19(12/7) 21(15/6) >2 CP>CTRL CP=CTRL No wash-out

Irritable bowel syndrome

Verne et al. (2003)* 9(6/3) 9(6/3) >60 Not declared Not declared Not declared
Elsenbruch et al. (2010)* 15(15/0) 12(12/0) >12 CP=CTRL CP>CTRL Not declared
Bouhassira et al. (2013)* 19(19/0) 11(11/0) 216 CP=CTRL CP=CTRL Yes; 7 days
Guleria et al. (2017)* 20(0/20) 10(0/10) 28 Not declared Not declared Not declared

Neuropathic pain

Albuquerque et al. (2006) 8(8/0) 8(8/0) 48 CP = CTRL CP>CTRL Yes; >4 half-lives
Vartiainen et al. (2009)* 8(7/1) 11(5/6) 36–240 Not declared Not declared Not declared

Neuropathic& fibromyalgia

Hampson et al. (2013)* 48(48/0) 13(13/0) Not declared Not declared Not declared Not declared

Total participants 295(246/49) 211(167/44)
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Table 2: Studies characteristics.* Studies contributing to the cluster determined in the analysis of Dataset#2 employing the coordinate density analysis (CDA). Foci(#): CPvs. CTRL: number of foci of abnormal
activity (↑ = increased activity, ↓= decreased activity) emerged in the comparison between chronic pain patients and control participants. Stimulus modality = type of painful stimulation applied for inducing pain;
Stimulation site (In/Out chronic pain body regions): part of the body subjected to painful stimulation and whether this body part was located in or out the regions where chronic pain is normally experienced; Groups
matching: the group of chronic pain patients and of control participants were matched for the experienced pain (Pain) or for the intensity of painful stimulus (Stimulus); Pain scores or Stimulus intensity: scores on
VAS or Likert scale for the perceived pain (when groups were matched for perceived pain) or intensity of the administered stimulation (when groups were matched for the intensity of painful stimulation); Direction
of the between-group difference for pain(P) or stimulation (S): direction of the behavioural differences in the perceived pain (when groups were matched for the intensity of painful stimulation) or in the intensity
of the applied painful stimulation (when groups were matched for perceived pain). Abbreviations: CP = chronic pain patients, CTRL = control individuals, L = left, R = right, press = pressure; dist = distension;
mod-sev = from moderate to severe.

Studies Foci(#): CP
vs. CTRL

Stimulation
modality

Stimulation
site (in/out
chronic pain
body regions)

Groups
matching
(for per-
ceived pain
or stimulus
intensity)

Pain scores
or stimulation
intensity

Direction of the
between-group
difference for
pain (P) or
stimulation (S)

Validated scale for diagnosis

↑ ↓

Fibromyalgia

Gracely et al. (2002) 13 1 Mechanical (press) L thumb (Out) Stimulus 0.45-4.5 kg/mm2 CP>CTRL(P) American College Rheumatology
Pujol et al. (2009)* 5 0 Mechanical (press) R thumb (Out) Pain 70/100 CP<CTRL(S) American College Rheumatology
Jensen et al. (2009) 0 2 Mechanical (press) Thumb (Out) Pain 50/100 CP<CTRL(S) Not declared
Burgmer et al. (2012) 1 2 Mechanical (press) R forearm (Out) Stimulus Incision CP>CTRL(P) American College Rheumatology
Kim et al. (2013) 8 0 Mechanical (press) L thumb (Out) Pain 14/21 CP<CTRL(S) Not declared
Schreiber et al. (2017) 6 0 Mechanical (press) L calf (Out) Pain 40/100 CP<CTRL(S) American College Rheumatology

Low-back pain

Derbyshire et al. (2002)* 1 3 Thermal R hand (Out) Pain 40-60/100 CP= CTRL(S) Not declared
Baliki et al. (2010) 0 2 Thermal Back (In) Stimulus 47-51◦ CP= CTRL(P) Not declared
Rodriguez-Raecke et al. (2014) 1 0 Thermal L forearm (Out) Stimulus 48◦C CP= CTRL(P) Quebec Task Force

Irritable bowel syndrome

Verne et al. (2003)* 8 2 Mechanical (dist) Rectum (In) Stimulus 55mmHg CP>CTRL(P) Rome III
Elsenbruch et al. (2010)* 2 0 Mechanical (dist) Rectum (In) Pain 5/6 CP=CTRL(S) Rome III
Bouhassira et al. (2013) * 5 0 Mechanical (dist) Rectum (In) Pain 5/6 CP <CTRL(S) Rome III
Guleria et al. (2017)* 4 2 Mechanical (dist) Rectum (In) Pain mod-sev CP <CTRL(S) Rome III

Neuropathic pain

Albuquerque et al. (2006) 6 3 Thermal R trigeminal (In) Stimulus 47-49◦C CP=CTRL(P) Not declared
Vartiainen et al. (2009)* 3 7 Thermal Bilat. hand (Out) Pain 6-7/10 CP<CTRL(S) Not declared

Neuropathic& fibromyalgia

Hampson et al. (2013)* 1 0 Mechanical L thumb (Out) Pain 13.5/21 CP<CTRL(S) Not declared

Total foci 64 22
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Table 3: Studies and the relative foci expressed as coordinates in the Talairaich space contributing to the identified clusters employing the Coordinate Density
Analysis (CDA) (Tench et al., 2020) and GingerALE (Eickhoff et al., 2009, 2017) on Dataset #1 and Dataset #2.

CDA GingerALE
Dataset #1 Contributors to cluster #1 [-36 12 4] Contributors to cluster #1 [-36.8, 15.2, 3.2]

Studies x y z z-score Studies x y z z-score

Bouhassira et al. (2013) -32.8 15.3 -1.7 5.8 Bouhassira et al. (2013) -32.8 15.3 -1.7 5.8
Elsenbruch et al. (2010) -36.0 18.0 1.0 3.6 Elsenbruch et al. (2010) -36.0 18.0 1.0 3.6
Guleira et al. (2017) -40.3 11.7 7.9 4.0 Guleira et al. (2017) -40.3 11.7 7.9 4.0
Verne et al. (2013) -35.0 18.0 4.0 2.7 Verne et al. (2013) -35.0 18.0 4.0 2.7
Pujol et al. (2009) -42.0 12.0 5.0 3.6 Pujol et al. (2009) -42.0 12.0 5.0 3.6
Hampson et al. (2013) -34.8 -1.7 10.5 4.0

Contributors to cluster #2 [-31.1, 0.8, 9.6]

Hampson et al. (2013) -34.8 -1.7 10.5 4.0
Verne et al. (2013) -31.0 2.0 10.0 2.8
Pujol et al. (2009) -27.0 3.0 8.0 2.7

Dataset #2 Contributors to cluster #1 [-34 14 6]

Studies x y z z-score

Bouhassira et al. (2013) -32.8 15.3 -1.7 5.8
Elsenbruch et al. (2010) -36.0 18.0 1.0 3.6
Guleira et al. (2017) -40.3 11.7 7.9 4.0
Verne et al. (2013) -35.0 18.0 4.0 2.7
Pujol et al. (2009) -42.0 12.0 5.0 3.6
Hampson et al. (2013) -34.8 -1.7 10.5 4.0
Derbyshire et al. (2002) -31.0 15.4 8.3 -2.8
Vartiainen et al. (2009) -31.0 14.0 13.0 -3.8
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Table 4: Anatomical regions and MNI coordinates of the peaks of the conjunction analysis performed with the minimum statistic approach (Jakobs et al., 2012;
Nichols et al., 2005) between the resting-state functional connectivity (rs-FC) map and the meta-analytic coactivation map both seeded in the MNI coordinates[-36
17 1] of the significant cluster emerged from the coordinate density analysis (CDA) on Dataset #2. Regions larger than 50 voxels were automatically labeled with
Anatomy toolbox (Eickhoff et al., 2005). Abbreviations: Lat. = hemisphere, L= left, R = right, KE = number of voxels.

KE MNI coord. Lat. Anatomical region

x y z

Cluster #1 3691 42 24 8 R Insula lobe
36 50 20 R Middle frontal gyrus
52 12 24 R Inferior frontal gyrus

Cluster #2 2563 -36 16 0 L Insula lobe
-50 10 8 L Inferior frontal gyrus
-52 6 14 L Precentral gyrus
-40 -4 12 L Rolandic operculum

Cluster #3 2439 2 18 44 R Posterior-medial frontal gyrus
2 20 40 R Midcingulate cortex
2 34 24 L Anterior cingulate cortex
4 2 62 R Posterior-medial frontal gyrus

Cluster #4 1399 -38 46 18 L Middle frontal gyrus
-42 32 20 L Inferior frontal gyrus

Cluster #5 852 -40 -46 42 L Inferior parietal Lobule
-60 -34 36 L Supramarginal gyrus

Cluster #6 709 38 -44 44 R Inferior parietal lobule
52 -38 44 R Supramarginal gyrus

Cluster #7 94 14 10 4 R Pallidum
Cluster #8 86 -12 6 4 L Pallidum
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Table 5: Reverse inference metrics [P(term | activation)]: p-value, z-score and posterior probability of the first 15 terms (TERM) and for specific terms (post-
hoc TERM) obtained from the decoding of the 6mm spherical region of interest (ROI) centered in the mean of the coordinates forming the cluster obtained with
coordinate density analysis (CDA) from Dataset #2 (left anterior insula cortex; mean of the coordinates forming the cluster in MNI space: [-36,17,1]). Abbreviations:
post.prob. = posterior probability.

TERM Reverse inference metrics

p-value z-score post.prob

painful 0.0000 7.7138 0.7687
choose 0.0000 4.6392 0.7592
negative feedback 0.0003 3.6112 0.7269
sensation 0.0001 4.0265 0.7211
distress 0.0003 3.6329 0.7209
nociceptive 0.0009 3.3282 0.7200
articulatory 0.0003 3.5852 0.7186
noxious 0.0005 3.4916 0.7139
stop signal 0.0005 3.4868 0.7074
signal task 0.0008 3.3560 0.7070
stop 0.0000 4.1914 0.7049
pain 0.0000 7.3244 0.7037
congruency 0.0020 3.0845 0.6994
intense 0.0033 2.9371 0.6984
regulatory 0.0007 3.7330 0.6960

post-hoc TERM
*autonomic 0.1074 1.6095 0.6152
*interoceptive 0.2952 1.0466 0.5945
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Figure 1: Flowchart of the screening process (PRISMA guideline)
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Figure 2: Effect size of the studies contributing to the cluster of abnormality emerged from the coordinate density analysis (CDA) (Tench et al., 2020) of the Dataset2
(comprising studies showing increased and/or decreased activity in chronic pain patients in comparison to control participants.)
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Figure 3: Cluster of convergent activity emerged from the coordinate density analysis (CDA) on Dataset #2. Mean of the coordinates of the cluster in the Talairach space [-34, 14, 6].
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Figure 4: Seed-based functional connectivity analyses (seed in the mean of the coordinates of the cluster obtained from the coordinate density analysis (CDA) on Dataset #2): resting-state functional connectivity
(rs-FC) map, meta-analytic coactivation map, and the relative conjunction map [rs-FC map Coactivation map]. Projection on coronal, sagittal and transversal plane and multislice on the sagittal plane.
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