Supplementary Methods
Data acquisition

T1-weighted images were acquired with repetition time (TR) of 7.312ms, echo time
(TE) of 3.016ms and a flip angle of 11°. Images were acquired in the sagittal plane with field
of view (FOV) of 270 x 270mm, matrix size of 256 x 256 voxels and slice thickness and gap
of 1.2mm. T2-weighted fluid-attenuated inversion recovery (FLAIR) and fast recovery fast
spin echo (FRFSE) sequences were acquired for infarct and lesion delineation. The FLAIR
sequence was acquired with TR of 8000ms, TE of 120-130ms and flip angle of 90-111°. The
FRFSE sequence used TR of 4380ms, TE of 54-65ms and flip angle of 90-111°. Images were
acquired in the axial plane with FOV of 240 x 240mm for both sequences. The matrix size
for the FLAIR sequence was 256 x 128 voxels and 320 x 256 voxels for the FRFSE
sequence. Slice positions were aligned for both sequences with 36 slices at 4mm thickness for
FLAIR and 72 slices at 2mm thickness for FRFSE.

Image geometry for the diffusion-weighted images covered the whole brain using
2mm axial slices with matrix size of 128 x 128 voxels and FOV of 256 x 256mm, resulting in
2mm isotropic resolution. Participants’ heads were aligned such that the intercommisural line
was as close to the axial plane as possible. Acquisition was peripherally gated to the cardiac
cycle, giving a sequence duration of 11-20min, a TR of 10,000-14,118ms and a TE of 66-

78ms with a flip angle of 90°.

Lesion definition
Lesions were drawn manually on FLAIR images. When necessary, diffusion images
acquired acutely were used to identify the acute infarct. Lesion volume was calculated from

FLAIR images and images containing lesion maps were co-registered into Montreal



Neurological Institute (MNI) standard space, so that anatomically homologous brain areas

were aligned.

Connectome reconstruction
The recon-all command implemented in FreeSurfer (v6.0)

(http://surfer.nmr.mgh.harvard.edu/) was used for the segmentation of T1-weighted images as

described previously.! Cortical and subcortical parcellations were validated by manual
inspection. A five-tissue-type segmented image was generated from the pre-processed T1-
weighted images. Response functions were estimated using the single-fibre tournier
algorithm? and constrained spherical deconvolution was applied to obtain fibre orientation
distributions (FOD). Anatomically constrained tractography with the 2" order integration
over Fibre Orientation Distribution (iFOD2) algorithm,® was used to generate individual
tractograms for each participant.* Tractograms were generated until 100 million streamlines
were obtained with a length of 5-250mm, step size of Imm and FOD amplitude threshold of
0.1. The spherical-deconvolution informed filtering of tractograms (SIFT) algorithm was
applied to reduce the overall streamline count to 10 million streamlines, which is more
biologically meaningful.®> Individual connectivity matrices were manually inspected for
missing connections (edges) to nodes located in lesions.

Free-water imaging was used on the pre-processed DWI data to quantify the amount of
extracellular free-water (FW) by separating the diffusion properties of brain tissue, such as
white matter tracts, from the surrounding extracellular free water, such as cerebrospinal
fluid.® Partial volume effects were removed before estimating measures of white matter

microstructure.®

Graph theoretical measures



Whole-brain structural graph theoretical analyses were conducted on the interregional

connectivity matrices using the Brain Connectivity Toolbox (http://www.brain-connectivity-

toolbox.net). In order to facilitate global network comparisons, we applied a sparsity
threshold, which ensures that the number of edges are matched across participants by
retaining 90% of the top connections for each participant. The sparsity threshold facilitates
the exclusion of connections with connectivity strengths of 0 across all subjects from

hypothesis testing and before calculation of global network measures.

Grey and white matter measurements from the reward system

Regions of the reward system were selected based on a literature review of fMRI and
structural MRI studies of the reward system in depression, which included two fMRI meta-
analyses and one systematic review’” (see Supplementary Table S1). The regions identified
by the literature review included seven subcortical structures, i.e. amygdala (Amy), nucleus
accumbens (NAc), thalamus (Th), hippocampus (HPC), caudate (Cau), putamen (Pu) and
ventral tegmental area (VTA) and five cortical structures, i.e. dorsolateral prefrontal cortex
(dIPFC), medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC), orbitofrontal cortex (OFC), anterior cingulate
cortex (ACC) and insula (Ins). Grey matter volumes were calculated for all identified regions
constituting the reward system, except the VTA. The VTA is a very small area, which has not
yet been well characterized structurally or functionally in human MRI studies’ and was
therefore excluded. The remaining grey matter regions were defined by the parcellations
derived from the segmentation of the T1-weighted images based on the Desikan-Killiany

atlas also used for the connectome analysis.



Supplementary Table 1: Literature review of functional and structural MRI studies of the

reward system in depression

Table S1. Literature review MRI studies of the reward system in depression

brain region

reference

findings

ventral tegmental

Russo & Nestler (2013)7

lower activity in patients with

Campbell et al. (2004)"
Geerlings & Gerritsen (2017)'6
Ballmaier et al. (2008)!”

10
area (VTA) Geugies ct al. (2019)10 anhedonia
amygdala (Amy) Russo & Nestler (2013)7 Reduced volume” !
Bora et al. (2012)!! decreased BOLD activity during
reward task’
thalamus (Th) Zhang et al (2013)3 reduced volume'*
Mitterschiffthaler et al. decreased BOLD activity during
(2003)!2 reward task® %13
Segarra et al. (2016)'3
Ancelin et al. (2019)!*
hippocampus (HPC) | Russo & Nestler (2013)’ Reduced volume” 1517

decreased BOLD activity during
reward task’

nucleus accumbens

(NAc)

Russo & Nestler (2013)7
Pizzagalli et al. (2009)'8
Epstein et al. (2006)"°
Segarra et al. (2016)"°
Ancelin et al. (2019)'

reduced volume’- 1

decreased BOLD activity at rest’
and during reward task’- 13- 18- 1

caudate (Cau)

Zhang et al (2013)3
Enneking et al. (2018)%
Keren et al. (2019)°
Pizzagalli et al. (2009)'8
Epstein et al. (2006)"°
Forbes et al. (2009)?!
Segarra et al. (2016)"°

reduced volume in MDD with
anhedonia® '® and increased
symptom severity’

decreased BOLD activation
during reward task® %> 13 18, 19, 21

putamen (Pu)

Zhang et al (2013)3

reduced volume??




Keren et al. (2019)°

Mitterschiffthaler et al.
(2003)!2

Robinson et al. (2012)??
Pizzagalli et al. (2009)'8
Epstein et al. (2006)"°
Klok et al. (2019)2

decreased BOLD activity during
reward tasks® % 12,18, 19,22

insula (Ins)

Zhang et al (2013)3

Mitterschiffthaler et al.
(2003)!2

Dichter et al. (2012)%*
Ancelin et al. (2019)'4

reduced volume'*

decreased BOLD activity during
reward task® %24

dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex
(dIPFC)

Russo & Nestler (2013)7
Forbes et al. (2009)?!
Bora et al. (2012)"!

reduced volume!!

decreased BOLD activity during
reward task’

increased BOLD activity during
reward anticipation?!

middle frontal Zhang et al (2013)3 increased BOLD activity during
gyrus (MFG) Dichter et al. (2012)% reward anticipation® 24
superior frontal Zhang et al (2013)8 increased BOLD activity during
gyrus (SFG) reward task®

medial prefrontal Russo & Nestler (2013)7 reduced volume’

cortex (mPFC)

Mitterschiffthaler et al.
(2003)!2

Epstein et al. (2006)"°
Forbes et al. (2009)?!
Segarra et al. (2016)'3

smaller BOLD activity during
reward tasks? 1213, 19

increased BOLD activity during
reward anticipation?!

orbitofrontal cortex
(OFC)

Russo & Nestler (2013)7

Mitterschiffthaler et al.
(2003)!2

Dichter et al. (2012)%*
Segarra et al. (2016)"3

reduced volume’

decreased BOLD activity during
reward tasks!? 1324

Medial orbitofron-
tal cortex (mOFC)

Rothkirch et al. (2017)

decreased BOLD activity during
reward task?®




anterior cingulate Russo & Nestler (2013)7 reduced volume!!
cortex (ACC) Zhang et al (2013)8 increased BOLD signal during

7
Mitterschiffthaler et al. reward task’ and reward
(2003)!2 anticipation

reduced BOLD signal during

Dich 1. (2012)*
ichter et al. (2012) reward tasks® 12

Bora et al. (2012)"!
Note. MFG and SFG are part of dIPFC and mOFC is part of OFC.

The deterministic tractography algorithm based on spherical deconvolution, which
was used for the reconstruction of the cingulum bundle and medial forebrain bundle (MFB)
takes the FOD image as input and samples it at each streamline step. The Newton
optimization is performed on the sphere from the current streamline tangent orientation to
locate the orientation of the nearest FOD amplitude peak. The step size of the tracking
algorithm was set to 0.5mm, with a cut-off value for the FOD amplitude of 0.05 and
maximum turning angle of 45°. The minimum pathlength for the cingulum subdivisions was
10mm and for the MFB 30mm. Reproducibility of the cingulum subdivisions and MFB were
assessed with the inter-rater reliability between two raters on a subset of 10 randomly chosen
participants. The ICC ranged from 0.89-0.97 for FA and 0.85-0.98 for FW, indicating that the

interrater reproducibility was very good for all tract segments.

Tractography procedure

Anatomical landmarks were identified on color-coded diffusion tensor maps. An
exclusion region of interest (ROI) was drawn across the midline sagittal plane to exclude
interhemispheric projections. Further exclusion ROIs were drawn to exclude tracts that
deviated from the anatomy of the cingulum bundle or medial forebrain bundle. All cingulum
subdivisions and the medial forebrain bundle were reconstructed in the left and right

hemisphere.



The anterior, middle, posterior and parahippocampal subdivisions were reconstructed
as described by Metzler-Baddeley et al (2012), with minor modifications 2: The anterior
cingulum was defined as the cingulum segment rostral to the anterior commissure. The seed
ROI was drawn in line with the anterior commissure in the coronal plane. One inclusion ROI
was placed in the slice where the most inferior part of the genu can be identified in the axial
plane and another inclusion ROI was drawn in the coronal plane where the most posterior
part of the genu is visible. The middle cingulum was defined as the cingulum segment
located between the anterior and posterior commissure. The seed ROI was drawn in line with
the anterior commissure and one inclusion ROI was drawn in line with the posterior
commissure in the coronal plane. The posterior cingulum was defined as the cingulum
segment caudal to the posterior commissure. The seed ROI was placed in line with the
posterior commissure in the coronal plane. One inclusion ROI was drawn in the slice where
the most inferior part of the splenium can be identified in the axial plane and another
inclusion ROI was placed in the coronal plane where the most anterior part of the splenium is
visible. The parahippocampal cingulum was reconstructed by placing a seed ROI in the
coronal plane where the most posterior part of the splenium is visible. One inclusion ROI was
drawn below the splenium in the most anterior slice where the anterior splenium can be seen.
The medial forebrain bundle was reconstructed based on adapted protocols by Coenen et al.
(2012) %7 and Anthofer et al. (2015)?: A seed ROI was placed in the medial part of the
ventral tegmental area in the axial plane. One inclusion ROI was drawn in the axial plane at

the junction of the caudate nucleus and nucleus accumbens.

Statistical analysis
Voxel-based symptom lesion mapping (VSLM) was performed on the co-registered

lesion images using the toolbox NiiStat (NiiStat, RRID:SCR _014152) implemented in



MATLAB 2018b.2° A univariate linear regression analysis was conducted with lesion
location as independent variable and GDS scores (depression severity) as outcome variable,
using 5000 permutations. The purpose of the VLSM analysis was to confirm that there was
no strong relationship with single lesion locations, consistent with the existing literature.
Therefore, statistical maps of association are presented unthresholded and report the
maximum effect sizes in this sample for associations between PSD and lesion location.

In order to test for whole-brain topological differences between groups, a multivariate
analysis of covariances (MANCOVA) was performed with the independent variable group
(HC/D-/D+) and the six dependent variables global efficiency (FA/FW), modularity (FA/FW),
and centrality coefficient (FA/FW), using SPSS 25.0.3° Post-hoc comparisons were adjusted
for multiple comparisons using the Bonferroni correction at an alpha level of 0.05. Network-

based statistics (NBS, https://sites.google.com/site/bctnet/comparison/nbs) were used to

investigate whole-brain between-group (HC/D-/D+) differences in FA and FW 3! Supra-
threshold connections were considered if their test-statistic exceeded a p-value of <.001 with
10000 permutations (#-statistic > 3). More conservative test-statistic supra-thresholds of 3.5
(p <.0005) and 4 (p <.0001) were also tested (see Supplements). Subnetworks (connected
components) were then identified with a family-wise error (FWE)-corrected p-value of .05.

All remaining statistical analyses were performed using SPSS 25.0.3° To test for
structural group differences in the reward system, three repeated-measures analysis of co-
variances (ANCOV As) were performed with group (HC/D-/D+) as between- subjects factor
and hemisphere (left/right) as within-subjects factor. Each of the ANCOVAs included an
additional within-subjects factor, i.e. 4 (anterior cingulum/middle cingulum/ posterior
cingulum/parahippocampal cingulum/MFB), FW (anterior cingulum/middle cingulum/
posterior cingulum/ parahippocampal cingulum/MFB) or grey matter volume

(HPC/Th/NAc/Amy/Cau/Pu/Ins/ dIPFC/mPFC/OFC/ACC), respectively. Post-hoc



comparisons were adjusted for multiple comparisons using the Bonferroni correction at an
alpha level of 0.05. A final ANCOVA was performed to test for possible associations
between vascular risk factors of stroke (ECG/ hypertension/ diabetes mellitus/ smoking/
ischemic heart disease/statins, see Table 1) and measures from the reward system.

In order to investigate whether global graph theoretical metrics or structural changes
in the reward system account for PSD severity, two multiple linear regression analysis were
performed to in the stroke sample only. All independent variables and covariates were
demeaned. Sex, age and handedness are known to vary with brain structure and the role of
lesion characteristics on depression severity is still unclear. In order to test if these covariates
were significantly associated with depression severity, they were added to the regression
models in a first step. Insignificant covariates were dropped from the models, leaving only
handedness and days since lesion as covariates in both regression analyses. In the first
multiple linear regression analysis, all global network measures were added as predictors in
addition to the significant covariates and GDS scores were entered as outcome variable. Due
to the large number of FA, FW and grey matter volume measures from the reward system,
the second regression was run as a stepwise multiple linear regression analysis, to limit the
number of predictors in the model and thereby reduce the chance of inflation of results. GDS
scores were again entered as outcome variable. Variance inflation factors (VIF) were
calculated for both regression analyses to check for multicollinearity.

Due to between-group differences in sex (see Table 1), sex was added as a covariate
to all analyses. Outliers were defined as 1.5 times the interquartile (IQ) range and were

assessed for all variables and analyses.



Supplementary Results
No statistical outliers were detected in the dataset. A repeated-measures ANOVA did
not detect significant main effects for vascular risk factors or interactions with region or
hemisphere (all p > 0.26), indicating no obvious association between vascular risk factors and

changes in the reward system.

Associations between depression and lesion characteristics
There was no simple relationship between lesion location and the presence of depression,
apparent on visual inspection of the lesion overlay maps of the D+ and D- groups (see Figure

S1).



I
Z-SCore

Figure S1. Lesion locations mapped for all participants in standard (MNI) space does not
reveal a pattern of association between GDS scores and lesion location. A) Lesions mapped
for participants without depression, i.e. GDS scores from 0 (green) to 9 (blue). B) Lesions
mapped for participants with depression, i.e. GDS scores from 10 (yellow) to 27 (red). C)
VLSM maps calculated for GDS scores of 46 stroke patients. The (uncorrected) cluster
includes areas of the medial forebrain bundle (MFB) and the putamen in the left hemisphere.



Whole-brain topology and connectome analysis

One participant had no connections (edges) to the postcentral gyrus due to a lesion in
this area. Connectivity matrices for all other participants were fully connected, i.e. all nodes
were connected to other nodes.

The subnetwork of reduced FA-weighted connectivity in the D+ group compared to
the HC group comprised 47 nodes and 75 edges (see Figure 1). The majority (54%) of
affected connections (edges) linked with frontal lobe nodes. The largest between group effect
sizes were found in intrinsic connections within the frontal lobes, including between the
frontal superior medial gyrus, precentral gyrus and rostral anterior cingulate gyrus. No
connections showed significantly increased FA in the D- group compared to the HC group
and no group differences in FA were observed between the D- and HC group or between D-
and D+ groups. For a display of significant subnetworks across supra-thresholds of 3.5

(corresponding to p = 0.0005) and 4 (corresponding to p = 0.0001) see Supplementary Figure

S2.




Figure S2. Networks of significantly reduced FA in the group of patients with post-stroke
depression compared to the healthy control group. Connection colour reflects t-statistic
magnitude. Subnetworks are significant at prpr < 0.05. A) T-statistic is set to a supra-
threshold of 3.5, which corresponds to p = 0.0005. B) T-statistic is set to a supra-threshold of
4, which corresponds to p = 0.0001.

The subnetwork of increased FW-weighted connectivity in the D+ group compared to
the HC group (see Figure 1) comprising 56 nodes and 79 edges. The largest between-group
effect sizes were again located in intrinsic connections within the frontal lobes, including
connections between the precentral gyrus, superiorfrontal gyrus, inferior frontal gyrus (pars
triangularis) and rostral anterior cingulate cortex. No connections showed significantly
decreased FW in the D+ group compared to the HC group and no group differences in FW
were observed between the D- group and the HC group or the D- and D+ groups. For a

display of significant subnetworks across supra-thresholds of 3.5 (corresponding to p =

0.0005) and 4 (corresponding to p = 0.0001) see Supplementary Figure S3.

Figure S3. Networks of significantly reduced fractional anisotropy (FA) in the group of
patients with post-stroke depression compared to the healthy control group. Connection color
reflects t-statistic magnitude. Subnetworks are significant at prpr < 0.05. A) T-statistic is set



to a supra-threshold of 3.5, which corresponds to p = 0.0005 B) T-statistic is set to a supra-
threshold of 4, which corresponds to p = 0.0001.
Structural group differences in the reward system

Compared to the HC group, the D+ group had significantly reduced FA across regions
and hemispheres (#(59) = 2.4, pcorr = 0.045) and the D- group showed a trend towards reduced

overall FA (#(59) = 2.375, pcorr = 0.053) (see Figure S4).

A middle
cingulum*(MC)
anterior

cingulum (ACﬁ
—o~

O

<
o
L
-
2
o
=
S
R
C
@
©
c
§e)
2
Qo
@
S
E

AC |h AC rh MC |h MC rh PClh PC rh PHCIh PHCrh MFBIh MFBrh

free-water (FW)

AC |h AC rh MC Ih MC rh PC Ih PC rh PHCIh PHCrh MFBIh MFBrh

Figure S4. A) Cingulum bundle subdivisions from one representative participant B) Medial
forebrain bundle (MFB) reconstruction from one representative participant C) fractional
anisotropy (FA) and free-water (FW) values displayed separately for the healthy control
group, as well as the groups of stroke patients without depression (D-) and with depression
(D+). *Bonferroni corrected significant (p < .05) difference between groups **Bonferroni
corrected significant (p < .05) difference between groups.



A repeated-measures ANCOVA with grey matter volumes did not detect a main effect for

group or any significant interactions with group (see Figure S5).

» anterior cingulate, cortex (ACC)
caudate (Cau)

dial
pr@ferzo:]etlal “) . putamen (Pu)

(coFEtFeé) “insula (Ins)
m
thalamus (Th)

orbitofrontal r<w _
cortex (OFC) pucleusrin® hippocampus(HPC)

accumbens™ amygdala (Amy)
(NAC) ,

mPFC |h mPFC rh

+
_I_-E-I-_I_ =

e HC m D- a D+ OFCIh OFCrh
7000

S10(00)

> 4
®
=z TR == t &
£3 EFTE 3000 F { %%% %t%

1000
dIPFC Ih dIPFC rh ACCIh ACCrh Ins |h Ins rh

*

i it i d

NAclh NAcrh Amylh Amyrh HPC Ih  HPC rh

*
*
*

"3 . § . s @
5§35 11 HHE colpvd Bis

Th |h Thrh Pu Ih Purh Caulh Caurh

Figure S5. C) Grey matter structures of the reward system and B) grey matter volume (ml)
displayed separately for the healthy control group, as well as the groups of stroke patients
without depression (D-) and with depression (D+).



Contribution of global topology and measures in the reward system to depression severity

All VIFs in the first regression analysis were below 1.6 (VIF range = 1.01 — 1.58) and all
VIFs in the second regression analysis were below 3.2 (VIF range = 2.05 — 3.15), indicating

that multicollinearity was not a problem.
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