
	

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL 
 

MRI ACQUISITION 
 

High-resolution T1-weighted anatomical images were collected for each subject. 
A gradient echo 3-plane localizer was used, and an asset calibration was proscribed to 
utilize parallel imaging. From the 3-plane localizer, T1 images were generated with the 
following parameters: TE = 9l.0, TR = 2200, FOV = 20 cm, matrix size = 320 × 224, 
slice thickness 3.0 × 0.5 mm spacing, NEX = 1. This T1-weighted image was used as a 
common reference for alignment of the diffusion tensor image (DTI) maps. dMRI data 
were acquired with a single-shot, spin- echo, echo-planar imaging sequence with a slice 
thickness of 3.0 mm, a matrix size of 128 × 128, a 90° flip angle, FOV = 20 cm, TE = 
88.8 ms, TR = 8,000, (b = 1,000 s/mm2). Diffusion was measured along 25 directions, 
with three B0 images. Two repetitions were obtained from 46 out of 48 subjects. The 
diffusion scan with the least motion was selected for analysis. MRI scans were performed 
as routine near-term neuroimaging for preterm infants, and the DTI sequences were 
collected at the end of these ~25-min MRI scans. Infants were swaddled and fed and 
typically remained asleep during the scan. Sedation was not utilized as part of the 
research protocol and was typically not utilized for routine near-term MRI.  

 
DATA PREPROCESSING 
 

The T1 images were first aligned to the canonical ac-pc orientation. Diffusion 
weighted images were pre-processed with open-source software, mrDiffusion 
(http://white.stanford.edu/newlm/index.php/MrDiffusion) implemented in MATLAB 
R2012a (Mathworks, Natick, MA). Subjects’ motion during the diffusion-weighted scan 
was corrected using a rigid body alignment algorithm  (Rohde, Barnett, Basser, Marenco, 
& Pierpaoli, 2004). Each diffusion weighted image was registered to the mean of the 
three non-diffusion (b0) images and the mean b0 image was registered automatically to 
the participant’s T1 image, using a rigid body transformation (implemented in SPM8, 
http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm/; no warping was applied). The combined transform that 
resulted from motion correction and alignment to the T1 anatomy was applied to the raw 
data once, and the transformed images were resampled to 2 x 2 x 2mm isotropic voxels. 
This step was performed because non-isotropic voxels may bias the tensor fit and distort 
both tracking and measurements of diffusion properties (Oouchi et al., 2007). Diffusion 
gradient directions were then adjusted to fit the resampled diffusion data (Leemans & 
Jones, 2009). 

 
For each voxel in the aligned and resampled volume, tensors were fit to the 

diffusion measurements using a standard least-squares algorithm, Robust Estimation of 
Tensors by Outlier Rejection (RESTORE), which is designed to remove outliers at the 
tensor estimation step (Chang, Jones, & Pierpaoli, 2005). A continuous tensor field was 
estimated using trilinear interpolation of the tensor elements. The eigenvalue 
decomposition of the diffusion tensor was calculated and the resulting three eigenvalues 
(l1, l2, l3) were used to compute fractional anisotropy (FA) and mean diffusivity (MD, 
i.e., the mean of l1, l2, and l3) (Basser & Pierpaoli, 1996). 



	

 
HEAD MOTION 
 

All dMRI scans were rigorously assessed for head motion using the following 
procedures. We quantified the amount of relative head motion (mm) in each participant 
by calculating the amount of motion correction (in mm) in the x-y-z plane of each 
volume relative to the prior volume in the sequence. For each diffusion-weighted scan, 
we quantified the degree of relative head motion in each participant by calculating the 
magnitude of motion correction in voxels (voxel size = 3 mm) in the x-y-z planes of each 
volume relative to the prior volume. We then calculated the mean relative motion for 
each participant. Participants who had mean relative motion greater than 0.7 mm were 
excluded (Huber, Henriques, Owen, Rokem, & Yeatman, 2019; Yendiki, Koldewyn, 
Kakunoori, Kanwisher, & Fischl, 2014). Using these criteria, scans for 16 of the 48 
participants were determined unusable due to excessive motion.  

 
TRACTOGRAPHY 
 

We identified white matter tracts in pathways commonly implicated in processing 
linguistic information, depicted in the Supplement Figure 1. Specifically, we identified 
tracts of a dorsal pathway, the left Arcuate fasciculus (Arc-L) and of two ventral 
pathways, the left and right inferior longitudinal fasciculi (ILF-L and ILF-R) and the 
uncinate fasciculus (UF-L, UF-R) (Hickok & Poeppel, 2007). Additionally, we examined 
fiber pathways that traverse the occipital segment of the corpus callosum (CC-Occ) to 
capture posterior regions susceptible to injuries from PT-birth related complications 
(Dubner et al., 2019; Travis et al., 2019). In order to maximize sensitivity while taking 
into account considerable individual variability, particularly at this early stage in brain 
development, our approach used individual tract identification in the native space of each 
child, followed by quantification of diffusivity properties along the length of the tract. 
Automatic tract segmentation and quantification was implemented using the Automated 
Fiber Quantification (AFQ; https://github.com/yeatmanlab/AFQ) software package and 
MATLAB. We used a the a similar approach as was used by Travis et al., (Travis, 
Adams, Ben-Shachar, & Feldman, 2015) but with a separate imaging protocol. 

 
 AFQ uses a three-step procedure to identify each tract in each individual: whole 

brain tracking, automatic segmentation using anatomically defined template ROIs in MNI 
space warped to native space, and automatic refinement and cleaning (Yeatman, 
Dougherty, Myall, Wandell, & Feldman, 2012). First, whole-brain tractography was 
performed using a deterministic streamlines tracking algorithm (STT), with a fourth-
order Runge-Kutta path integration method (Chang et al., 2005; Conturo et al., 1999; 
Mori, Crain, Chacko, & van Zijl, 1999; Vetterling, Press, Teukolsky, & Flannery, 2002). 
In the present study, the fiber tracking algorithm was seeded from each voxel in a white 
matter mask (FA>0.1 across the entire brain volume). Tracking proceeded in all 
directions and stopped when FA dropped below 0.08 or when the angle between the 
extension of a line in the direction of the current step and the direction of the next step 
was greater than 30°. 

 



	

Second, fiber tract segmentation was done based on way-point regions of interest 
(ROIs) approach as described in Wakana et al. (S. Wakana et al., 2007). In the way-point 
ROI procedure, each fiber from an individual’s whole-brain fiber group becomes a 
candidate for a specific fiber group if it passes through two ROIs that define the 
trajectory of the fiber group. Anatomical prescriptions of the ROIs used to segment 
pathways are the same as those described by Wakana et al. (S. Wakana et al., 2007). The 
general anatomical location of ROIs used for segmentation purposes are visualized on 
representative subject’s T1 image in Figure 1 of the main text. Registration of the ROIs 
from template MNI space to native space was obtained as follows: first, a non-linear 
transformation is calculated, using SPM8 tools, (Zhang, Olivi, Hertig, van Zijl, & Mori, 
2008) between the T1 anatomy of an individual participant and a standard T1 adult 
template in MNI space. This step is equivalent to the procedure described in Zhang et al., 
(Zhang et al., 2008) except that we calculate a non-linear transformation instead of a 
linear transformation. Then, the inverse of this transformation is applied in order to back-
project the ROIs from the template space to the individual diffusion data (which remains 
in native space). Once in native space, ROIs were then used to segment an individual’s 
whole brain fiber group into the tracts of interest (Huang et al., 2005; Setsu Wakana, 
Jiang, Nagae-Poetscher, van Zijl, & Mori, 2004). To identify the posterior segment of the 
corpus callosum, we used AFQ to segment the corpus callosum into 7 discrete and non-
overlapping regions based on the cortical zone where fiber projections terminated and 
examined the most posterior segment, the occipital (Dougherty et al., 2007; Huang et al., 
2005). 

 
Third, fiber tract refinement was done by comparing each candidate fiber to an 

established fiber tract probability map created by Hua et al. (Hua et al., 2008). This 
removes candidate streamlines that pass through regions of the white matter having a low 
probability for belonging to the tract (Hua et al., 2008). The core of the tract was 
calculated by defining 30 sample-points along the tract and computing the robust mean 
position of the corresponding sample points. The robust mean was computed by 
estimating the 3-dimensional Gaussian covariance of the sample points and removing 
fibers that are either located more than 5 standard deviations away from the mean 
position of the tract, or that differed more than 4 standard deviations in length from the 
mean length of the tract. This computation constituted the final automatic cleaning stage 
of the segmented tracts.  

 
Using AFQ, we were able to identify the majority of tracts in the participants. 

Specifically, the tracts were identified in all participants with the exception of the one 
participant in which neither the IFOF-R or the Arc-L were segmented, two participants 
for which the IFOF-R was not segmented and two other participants in which the Arc-L 
was not segmented. Visual inspection confirmed that ROIs used to segment the IFOF-R 
and the AF-L in those participants were accurately placed. Individual tractograms for 
each subject and each tract were visually inspected to ensure that each tract conformed to 
anatomical norms. The majority of the tracts in the participants conformed to anatomical 
norms, with the exception of the Arc-L in which 16 participants had tracts segmented 
which did not conform to anatomical norms. This step was performed prior to any 
statistical comparisons.  



	

 
FIBER TRACT QUANTIFICATION: TRACT PROFILES 
 

For each of the tracts, diffusion properties (FA, MD) were calculated at 30 
equidistant nodes along a central portion of each fiber tract bounded by the same two 
ROIs used for tract segmentation. This procedure generated, for every tract and every 
individual, an FA tract profile that described the variations in FA along the central 
portion of the tract. At each node, diffusion properties were calculated by taking a 
weighted average across all fibers belonging to this tract. Each fiber’s contribution to the 
average was weighted by the probability that a fiber was a member of the fascicle, 
computed as the Mahalanobis distance from the tract core (Yeatman et al., 2012). This 
procedure minimizes the contribution of fibers located further from the fiber tract core 
that are more likely to reflect a mixture of gray and white matter or of different tracts, and 
thereby minimizes the effect of partial voluming on diffusion estimates. This procedure 
further ensures that we are able to characterize core tract regions that are anatomically 
consistent across individuals. Tract profiles were then averaged to produce a single mean 
value for each of the tracts. 
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