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Abstract

Objective: In this paper we aim to examine the correlation between diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) parameters of
anatomical connectivity and characteristics of signal transmission obtained from patient-specific transfer function
models. Here, we focused on elucidating the correlation between structural and functional neural connectivity within
a cohort of patients diagnosed with dystonia.

Methods: DTI images were obtained from twelve patients with dystonia prior to the deep brain stimulation (DBS)
surgery. For each patient we processed the imaging data to estimate anatomical measures including fractional
anisotropy (FA), axial diffusivity (AD), number of fiber tracts per unit area (N), and fiber tract length (L). After
the implantation of temporary depth leads for each patient as part of their treatment plan, intracranial signals were
recorded. Transfer function models and the corresponding measures of functional connectivity were computed for
each patient using local field potential (LFP) recordings. Generalized Linear Model (GLM) was then employed to
determine the relationship between transfer function measures and DTI parameters.

Results: Our results illustrate a positive correlation between FA, AD, and intrinsic neural transmission measures
obtained from the transfer functions models. However, no significant correlation was found between the functional
connectivity (measures computed from the transfer functions gains) and number of fiber tracts or fiber lengths.
Conclusion: Our findings suggest that white matter integrity, as measured by FA and AD, can potentially reflect the

amplification and spread of intrinsic brain signals throughout the network. This study underscores the significant
NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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relationship between structural and functional connectivity, offering valuable insights into propagation of neural

activity in the brain network and potential implications for optimizing treatments for neurological disorders.

I. INTRODUCTION

Advancements in neuroimaging techniques have fundamentally changed our understanding of brain
functional and anatomical connectivity [1], [2]. Diffusion Tensor Imaging (DTI), as an advanced MRI
modality, enables us to visualize white matter tracts that connect cortical and subcortical structures
by measuring the motion of water molecules and provide us with valuable insights into the structural
connectivity of the brain. With its capacity to reveal complex details of brain micro-structure, DTI plays
a significant role in optimizing procedures like deep brain stimulation (DBS) [3]-[18]. DBS procedure
can be finely tuned by utilizing DTI to precisely map neural pathways and understand microstructural
connections, promising improved treatment protocols and outcomes for patients suffering from neurological
disorders [5].

Studying the relation between structural and functional connectivity is an important domain of research
for understanding the brain as a complex network of interconnected regions [19]-[23]. Studies have
explored the complex relationships and communication patterns between different brain areas in various
neurological disorders. For example such analysis in epilepsy helps to map the seizure network by
exploring the relationships between the structural and functional networks responsible for conduction
of epileptic activity [22]. Moreover, such studies have been conducted on healthy subjects to find the
correlation between DTI measures and resting state functional MRI (fMRI). fMRI has lower spatial
resolution than electrophysiology data and it does not capture the deep brainactivity, however it reflects
the cortical functional connectivity. This study showed that functional connectivity reflects structural
connectivity to a large degree, although there is not a definite one-to-one mapping [24]. Despite all the
research endeavors that provide invaluable insights into the interaction between structural and functional
connectivity, the relationship between the two for transmission of non-epileptic brain signals remains
unclear.

Transfer functions have been widely used to study the signal transmission and physiological connectivity
within brain regions [25], [26]. For example, Kamali et al. [26] utilized characteristics of patient specific
transfer function models of pathways in order to localize the seizure onset zones. In our previous studies,

we have shown that transfer function models of deep brain regions can be used to replicate the evoked
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responses from DBS, informing us of existence of some relationship between the transmission of DBS
pulses through neural pathways and the functional connectivity [27]. Moreover, we have shown that the
DBS changes the transfer function gains of deep brain regions meaning that DBS pulses have some
effects on the functional connectivity. Building upon these fundamental studies that use transfer function
methods [26], we aim to compute measures of signal transmission using patient specific transfer function
models and find their relationship with structural characteristics provided by DTI measures, including
fractional anisotropy (FA), axial diffusivity (AD), fiber length (L), and number of fibers per unit area (N),
in basal ganglia and thalamic subnuclei. We hypothesize that the measures of signal amplification and
transmission computed from transfer functions are positively correlated with the FA and AD. In other
words, we hypothesise that the white matter integrity of the fibers and the diffusivity of neural pathways
are reflected in functional connectivity represented by the transfer function measures.

In order to do so, we recorded deep brain signals of deep brain regions in twelve patients with dystonia,
who underwent DBS procedure as part of their clinical evaluation. MRI, CT and DTI images were
acquired and the DTI anatomical measures were calculated. Transfer functions of each pathway for each
individual were computed. We then compared the DTI measures and the transfer function measures by
using generalized linear model (GLM) to test our hypothesis. Understanding the correlation and mapping
between DTI parameters that can be calculated noninvasively and characteristics of transfer function
models, which require invasive measurements from deep brain regions, offers invaluable insights into
the relationship of brain structure and function and results in improvement of treatment protocols and

outcomes.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS
A. Subjects

twelve pediatric and young adults patients, diagnosed with primary or secondary dystonia by a movement
disorder specialist (T.D.S), underwent a staged implantation of DBS leads a [28], [29]. The patients or the
guardians of minors provided Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) authorization
for research use of electrophysiological data before the procedure and provided written informed consent
for surgical procedures conforming to standard hospital practice at Children’s Health Orange County
(CHOC) or Children’s Hospital Los Angeles (CHLA). The research use of data was approved by the
institutional review board of the Children’s Health, Orange County (CHOC) hospital or Children’s Hospital

Los Angeles (CHLA). Table.I includes demographic information of all patients participated in this study.
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TABLE I: Patients Demographics, including 3 female and 9 male subjects, ages between 5-21 year-old. CP: Cerebral Palsy,
GAI: Glutaric aciduria type 1 [30], KMT2B: Lysine Methyltransferase-2B [31]; VA: ventral anterior; VoaVop: ventral oralis
anterior-posterior; VIM: ventral intermedia; VPL: ventral posterolateral; STN: subthalamic nucleus; GPi: globus pallidus
internus; PPN: pedunculopontine nucleus.

Subject Etiology Implanted Regions
S1 Cp VA,VoaVop,VIM,GPi
S2 Unknown (dx CP) VA,VoaVop,VIM,GPi
S3 CpP VoaVop,VIM,VPL,STN,GPi
S4 CpP VA, VoaVop,VIM,GPi
S5 H-ABC (genetic) VoaVop,VIM,STN,GPi
S6 Dyskinetic CP VA,VoaVop,VIM,STN,GPi
S7 GAl VA, VoaVop,VIM,STN,Gpi
S8 KMT2B VA,VoaVop,VIM,PPN,STN,GPi
S9 GAl VA,VoaVop,VIM,PPN,STN,GPi
S10 Cp VA, VoaVop,VIM,PPN,STN,SNr,GPi
S11 MYH2 VoaVop,VIM,PPN,STN,SNr,GPi
S12 Dyskinetic CP VoaVop, VIM,PPN,STN,SNr,GPi

B. Surgical Procedure and Depth Recording

For each patient, up to 12 temporary AdTech MM16C depth sEEG leads (AdTech Medical Instrument
Corp., Oak Creek, WI, United States) were implanted under general anesthesia in potential DBS targets
depending on diagnosis and clinical symptoms using standard stereotactic procedure [28], [29]. Potential
stimulation targets were identified based on previous studies of clinical efficacy. These targets include
subthalamic nucleus (STN), globus pallidus internus (GPi), in basal ganglia, ventral intermediate nucleus
(VIM), ventral oralis anterior/posterior (VoaVop), and ventral anterior nucleus (VA), and ventral postrolat-
eral nucleus (VPL), in thalamus, pedunculopontine nucleus (PPN) and Substantia Nigra reticulata (SNr)
in the brainstem [32], [33].

The implanted sSEEG leads contain ten high-impedance (70-90 k{2) micro-wire electrodes (50-um
diameter) that are arranged in groups of two or three, spaced evenly around the circumference of the
lead shaft in four rows. The leads were connected to Adtech Cabrio™ connectors that include a custom
unity-gain preamplifier for each micro-contact to reduce noise and motion artifacts. All data used in this
study were recorded trough the high impedance contacts, with stimulation off, and sampled at 24 kHz
by a custom recording system consisting of a PZ5M 256-channel digitizer, RZ2 processor, and RS4 high

speed data storage (TDT, Tucker-Davis Technologies Inc., Alachua, FL, United States).
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C. Structural Connectivity

1) Structural image acquisition and processing: Preoperative MRI T1-weighted (structural MRI), DTI,
and postoperative CT scans were obtained. Subsequently, the following steps were taken: 1) Pre-processing
to correct distortions and motion artifacts of the DTI scans based on TOPUP and Eddy Current Correction
algorithms [34]; 2) Co-registration of the DTI and postoperative CT images to the T1 anatomic volume;
3) Segmentation of all the subregions of the thalamus and pallidum; 4) Localization of SEEG leads using
the attenuation in CT images; and 5) Estimation of micro-contacts’ coordinates based on a linear model
of the sEEG lead and assigning 3 mm diameter to the effective area [35].

2) Fiber tracking and DTI parameter estimation: In our study, DTI was employed to explore fiber
orientations and measure diffusion properties. Micro-contact regions within each nucleus served as both
origin and target regions for fiber tracking, enabling visualization of the anatomic pathways connecting
the origin and the target. Using the diffusion tensor we computed several metrics to further characterize
the fiber tracts linking these regions: 1) AD, calculated as the first eigenvalue (\;) of the diffusion
tensor, reflects water molecule diffusion along the principal axis of fiber tracts, indicating axonal integrity.
Changes in AD can indicate axonal degeneration or demyelination [36]. 2) FA, a measure derived from
the variance of eigenvalues (A, A2, A3), quantifies the degree of anisotropy in water diffusion, offering
insights into the coherence and density of fiber tracts. The calculation of FA is given by Equation 1, which
is scaled between O (isotropic diffusion) and 1 (highly anisotropic diffusion). This provides direct insight
into the structural integrity of axonal fibers [37]. 3) Number of fiber tracts per unit area (N) estimates
the count of individual fiber bundles connecting two regions of interest and offers information about the
density of fibers within that area [38]. 4) Fiber tract length indicates the total length of individual fiber
tracts connecting two regions of interest and provides insights into the spatial extent or reach of neural

pathways [39].
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D. Functional Connectivity

1) Electrophisological data processing: The LFP recordings from 10 micro-contacts of each lead were
notch filtered at 60 Hz and its 5 harmonics. They were then high pass filtered at 1 Hz to remove the drift.

Each adjacent pair of micro-contacts recordings were subtracted from each other to capture their voltage
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difference (bipolar montage), which essentially removes the common noise and reveals the underlying
neural activity.

2) Transfer Function Computation: The empirical transfer function of a system is computed as the
ratio of the system’s output Fourier transform (FFT(Y)) to the system’s input Fourier transform (FFT(X))

which can be estimated as:

_FFT(Y) _CPSD(X,Y)
T FFT(X)~ PSD(X)+e

H(w) (2)

Where PSD(X) is the power spectral density of the input, CPSD(X,Y) is the cross power spectral
density between input signal and output signal, with complex numbers, and € is a regularization constant.
We computed the single input-single output (SISO) transfer function model between each two bipolar
recording channels. After constructing the SISO transfer function models for each pair of channels, we want
to investigate whether properties of magnitude of these transfer functions correlate with the anatomical
features derived from DTI data. In other words, we want to evaluate how the characteristics of these
transfer functions, representing functional connectivity, are related to the anatomical connectivity in the
brain and to confirm whether they contain useful information about the anatomical features of the neural
fibers. Note that the computed transfer functions are complex functions, which includes information about
the phase and magnitude. Here, we only use the magnitude of these transfer function, and not the phase
shifts and delays [27].

We computed two parameters representing the characteristics of intrinsic signal transmission from
transfer function models as depicted in Figure 1. First parameter is the peak gain or the maximum transfer
function gain (P; in Figure 1), which represents the maximum level of amplification of the transmitted
input signal. In other words, it is a metric that quantifies how much input signals can be amplified and
spread in the network at the maximum gain frequency. The larger the gain, the more propagation and
amplification of neural activity throughout the network at that frequency. The second parameter is the
peak-to-floor (PF) ratio which represents the large system responses and its fast magnitude drop-off [26].
PF ratio is calculated as the ratio between peak of the frequency response and its magnitude at the roll-off
frequency (/% in Figure.l). The roll-off frequency is the boundary where the energy flowing through a
system begins to drop, defined as the frequency at which the dB magnitude is 3dB below the gain at
frequency 0 w = 0 (DC gain) or where the power drops to half the power at w = 0, as P in Fig.1. For

a given pathway, we calculated the frequency response magnitude of all the SISO transfer functions as
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quantified by the magnitude of H(w). Thereafter, we computed the PF ratio as:

| H (wp)]

—_— 3
()] ©)

PF ratio = logyg

where w,, represents the frequency at which maximum gain (H(w,) ) is achieved and wy is roll-off
frequency and H(wy) is the transfer function gain at the roll-off frequency. All these measure were

computed for each pair of electrodes, per hemisphere.
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Fig. 1: This figure illustrates the magnitude plot of a sample transfer function, showcasing key parameters
including maximum gain, floor gain, and roll-off frequency. The PF ratio is determined by calculating the
ratio between P, and P.

III. RESULTS

In order to evaluate the relationship between the DTI and transfer function measures, first, all the
variables were standardized. For each patient, we removed the outliers and kept the samples within 3
standard deviation from the mean. We removed the samples for which the max gain occurs below 2Hz as
the data could be distorted in vicinity of 1 Hz cutoff frequency. We employed a GLM from the Gaussian
family to model the PF ratio and the maximum gain in relation to FA, AD, N, and L for group analysis.
Each predictor variable was chosen based on theoretical considerations and previous empirical findings
suggesting their relevance to the functional connectivity. In addition, GLM allowed us to accommodate the
normal distribution of our response variables, providing a robust framework for examining and assessing
the strength and significance of the linear relationships between our predictors (FA, AD, N, and L) and
our outcomes of interest (maximum gain and PF ratio). Our analysis aimed to elucidate the complex

relationship between these variables with the PF ratio and maximum gain. Figure 2 shows a visualization
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of three distinct pathways from the GPi to VoaVop in a single patient, exemplifying such relationship.
The significance of the estimated coefficients were then tested by Wald statistic and the p-values were
computed from the test statistic based on chi-squared distribution with threshold of 0.05. We adjusted
all the p-values using Bonferroni method after. In addition, the Variance Inflation Factors (VIF) were
calculated to ensure that collinearity is negligible in the models, affirming the robustness and reliability

of our statistical results. All the statistical analysis were done in R-studio.

GPi to VoaVop 1 GPi to VoaVop 2 GPi to VoaVop 3
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Fig. 2: This figure illustrates a sample of three unique neural pathways from GPi to VoaVop for one patient,
each characterized by varying fiber sizes and integrity levels. Accompanying each pathway is its respective
transfer function magnitude plot. Maximum gain and the PF ratio are annotated on each plot for clarity.
The larger fibers represented in the left (FA = 0.40, AD = 1.35, L = 16.5, total N = 3) and middle
(FA =042, AD =138, L = 18.8, total N = 132) plots exhibit higher maximum gain and PF ratio
values. Conversely, the pathway depicted in the right (FA = 0.38, AD = 1.2, L = 20.07, total N = 45)
plot, characterized by smaller FA and AD has lower maximum gain and PF ratio, underscoring the
relationship between the structural characteristics and functional connectivity.

Evaluation of the relationship between the PF ratio (R? = 0.018) and maximum gain (R? = 0.019) with
FA, AD, N, and L indicated a significant positive correlation between both the PF ratio and maximum
gain with FA and AD, as illustrated in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. Conversely, the analysis showed no statistically
significant correlation between PF ratio and maximum gain with either fiber length (L) or the number of
fibers per unit area (N) (Figures 3 and 4). The results of this GLM analysis are presented in Table II,

where we detail the estimated effects, confidence intervals, and statistical significance of each predictor.

IV. DISCUSSION

Several research studies to date focused on integrating structural and functional connectivity in order to
understand how they correlate and the mutual information they share with one another [40]-[47]. These

investigations predominantly depend on modalities such as electro-encephalography (EEG) and fMRI
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TABLE II: Statistical outcomes from the Generalized Linear Model (GLM) fitting for PF ratio and maximum gain in relation

to FA, AD, N, and L.

DTI measures || Intercept [CI] FA [CI] AD [CI] N [CI] L [CI] R?
PF ratio -0.07 0.07 0.11 -0.07 -0.06 .018
[-0.12, -0.03] | [0.02, 0.13] | [0.04, 0.17] [-0.14, 0] [-0.12, 0.01]
Maximum -0.07 0.11 0.08 -0.03 -0.02 .019
gain [-0.12, -0.02] | [0.05, 0.16] | [0.02, 0.15 ] | [-0.10, 0.05] | [-0.09, 0.04]
31 p-value < 0.05 31 p-value < 0.05 31 NS 37 NS
2 2 2 2
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Fig. 3: Illustration of the GLM fits and the statistical significance between the PF ratio and DTI measures.
Individual subject PF ratios are depicted by dashed black lines and the solid red lines represent the GLM
fit for group analysis. The figure highlights the significant correlation (p — value < 0.01) of PF ratio with
Functional Anisotropy (FA) and Axial Diffusivity (AD) and the absence of significant correlation (NS)
between PF ratio with number of tracts per unit area (N) and fiber length (L).
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Fig. 4: Illustration of the GLM fits and the statistical significance between the maximum gains and DTI
measures. Individual subject maximum gains are depicted by dashed black lines and the solid red lines
represent the GLM fit for group analysis. The figure highlights the significant correlation (p—value < 0.01)
of maximum gain with Functional Anisotropy (FA) and Axial Diffusivity (AD) and the absence of a
correlation between maximum gain with number of tracts per unit area (N) and fiber length (L).

for assessing functional connectivity, while employing DTI to assess structural connectivity. However,

despite significant insights offered by these studies, this relationship is still poorly understood. Notably,
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limitations such as the relatively low spatial resolution of EEG and the low temporal resolution of fMRI
prevents us from conducting precise localization and capturing of rapid neural dynamics while assessing
functional connectivity [48], [49]. Thus, it seems necessary to employ other modalities to fully address
the relationship between structural and functional connectivity in the brain.

Here in this paper, we aimed to study the relationship between DTI parameters and characteristics of
patient-specific transfer function models obtained from brain intrinsic neural activity. Thus, we investigated
the correlation between FA, AD, Number of fiber tracts per unit area (N), and fiber tract length (L) as DTI
parameters with maximum transfer function gain and PF ratio. Our results, consistent with previous works
done on the relationship between the functional and anatomical connectivity [40]-[47], provide further
evidence of the relationship between anatomical and functional connectivity. In particular, our results
highlight positive correlation between FA and AD with both characteristic of transfer function models
(i.e., PF ratio and maximum gain). Significant positive correlation between FA and maximum transfer
function gain shows that axonal fibers with higher integrity can better amplify and spread an intrinsic
brain signal throughout the brain network. FA significant positive correlation with PF ratio suggests
that axonal fibers with higher integrity have the capacity to provide larger system response and signal
transmission. Significant positive correlation of maximum transfer function gain and PF ratio with AD
suggests that the maximum level of signal amplification and fast magnitude drop-offs happen with higher
magnitudes of diffusion parallel to fiber tracts.

In addition, Abe et al. previously provided evidence on the correlation between DTI parameters (i.e.,
FA, tract length, and tract diameter) and characteristics of DBS evoked potentials (EPs) [35]. Their
results suggest that the integrity of white matter tracts plays a crucial role in determining the efficiency,
strength, and transmission speed of DBS-induced signals. Moreover, Kasiri et al. [27] demonstrated through
a patient-specific transfer function approach that DBS pulses travel along normal pathways from the
stimulation site to distant targets in the brain. These studies collectively highlight the varied role of DTI
parameters, such as FA and AD, not only in providing insights into anatomical connectivity, but also in

explaining information about neural signal transmission in the brain.

V. LIMITATION

It is crucial to acknowledge the limitations associated with Linear Time-Invariant (LTI) models, in-
cluding transfer function analysis, which we employed to model the signal transmission between different

nuclei in the deep brain regions. LTI models may not fully and accurately capture the dynamic and
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nonlinear nature of brain function. The brain’s complex and adaptive nature might involve time-varying
dynamics that cannot be adequately addressed by LTI models.

Moreover, the transfer function gains here do not indicate that the information is transmitted through a
direct pathway from input to the output of the pathway’s system. Such measure can also indicate a common
input to both system’s input and output (two ends of a pathway), whether there is a fiber between them or
not. However, in this study, since we are investigating the correlation of anatomical connectivity with the
functional connectivity, there always exists a tract between the input and output. Therefore, this concern

in not valid here, although it is a valid concern in general.

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, our study into the relationship between DTI parameters and characteristics of patient-
specific transfer function models provides further evidence for the existence of significant relationship
between structural and functional connectivity, offering valuable insights into how white matter integrity
affects intrinsic neural activity propagation in the brain network.
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