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Abstract

It is now recognized that important information can be extracted from the brain spontaneous ac-
tivity, as exposed by recent analysis using a repertoire of computational methods. In this context
a novel method, based on a blind deconvolution technique, isused in this paper to analyze poten-
tial changes due to chronic pain in the brain pain matrix’s effective connectivity. The approach
is able to deconvolve the hemodynamic response function to spontaneous neural events, i.e., in
the absence of explicit onset timings, and to evaluate information transfer between two regions
as a joint probability of the occurrence of such spontaneousevents. The method revealed that the
chronic pain patients exhibit important changes in the Insula’s effective connectivity which can
be relevant to understand the overall impact of chronic painon brain function.
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Chronic Pain

1. Introduction

Recent results shows that chronic pain is a condition that, beyond the feeling of acute pain,
affects normal brain function and structure, causing cognitive impairments, including depression,
sleeping disturbances and decision-making abnormalities[2, 3, 4].

Disturbances in cortical dynamics due to chronic pain have been demonstrated using func-
tional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI), both studying activation in response to external
stimulation[12, 20] as well as using seed based correlationanalysis during the execution of sim-
ple attention demanding tasks [4]. In particular, the laterstudy showed for the first time that the
dynamics of the default mode network (DMN) is disrupted in chronic pain.

More recent studies [6] show that it is even possible to identify a temporal profile of brain
parameters which changes during pain chronification in patients suffering sub acute back pain.
These changes involve media prefrontal regions of the cortex, the Insula as well as the Nucleous
Acumbens. The insular cortex is often activated bilaterally during noxious somatosensory stim-
ulation and has been suggested to play an important role in pain processing [10, 11]. At the same
time, the extensive connectivity of the Insula suggests a multifaceted role in the dynamic of pain
perception, and the need to develop new methods to unravel its complexity.
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The present study uses a novel approach to detect neural events in BOLD signals to inves-
tigate the network ofdirecteddynamical influences between brain regions involved in painpro-
cessing, in particular the Insular region. The approach is able to deconvolve the hemodynamic
response function (HRF) to spontaneous neural events, i.e., in the absence of explicit onset tim-
ings, and to evaluate information transfer between any two regions as a joint probability of the
occurrence of such spontaneous events.

The paper is organized as follows: The next section describethe brain imaging data as well
as the numerical methods for deconvolution and Granger causality mapping. In Section 3 the
main findings are presented indicating important changes inthe Insula’s effective connectivity
in chronic pain patients. The paper closes in Section 4 with abrief discussion on the method
novelty as well as on the physiological relevance of the results.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. fMRI data acquisition and preprocessing

The data analyzed here corresponds to 12 chronic back pain patients (CBP) (range 29-67
years old, mean=51.2) and 20 healthy controls (HC) (range 21-60 years old, mean=38.4). All
subjects were right-handed and all gave informed consent toprocedures approved by Northwest-
ern University (Chicago) IRB committee [22].

Participants were asked to lay still in the scanner and to keep their mind blank, eyes closed
and avoid falling asleep [13]. Functional magnetic resonance data was acquired using a 3T
Siemens Trio whole-body scanner with echo-planar imaging capability using the standard radio-
frequency head coil. Scanner parameters were similar to those used in an earlier study[4]. For
each subject, a total of 300 images (spaced by 2.5 sec) were obtained, in which the brain oxygen
level dependent (BOLD) signal was recorded for each one of the 64× 64× 49 sites (voxels of
dimension 3.4375 mm× 3.4375 mm× 3 mm).

Preprocessing of BOLD signal was performed using FMRIB Expert Analysis Tool ([17] ;
http://www.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fsl). Data preprocessing included motion correction usingMCFLIRT,
slice-timing correction using Fourier-space time-seriesphase-shifting, non-brain removal using
BET, spatial smoothing using a Gaussian kernel of full-width-half-maximum 5 mm. Brain im-
ages were normalized to standard space using the MNI 152 template using FLIRT and data was
resampled to 4 mm× 4 mm× 4 mm resolution. A zero lag finite impulse response filter was
applied to band pass filter (0.01 Hz - 0.1 Hz) the functional data (the lower frequency was cho-
sen to avoid noise related to scanner drift and the higher frequency was chosen to eliminate
high frequency artifacts related with physiological noiseand head motion) [8, 9]. An indepen-
dent component analysis (ICA) de-noising procedure [7] consisting of edge removal and high
frequency artifacts by linear regression was performed using Melodic.

A predefined pain matrix mask was employed in the present study, already described in
previous works [22, 23]. As a control, a region with no expected pain effects, the primary visual
cortex (BA 17) was used for comparison.

2.2. Spontaneous point event detection and HRF Deconvolution

Previous studies have shown that the hemodynamic processesare inhomogeneous across the
whole brain [16]. These inhomogeneities acting over the hemodynamic response can limit the
inferences of temporal precedence [26] which are central for establishing effective connectivity
between regions. To overcome this limitation, a novel blinddeconvolution technique (see Fig.2.2
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was developed recently for resting-state BOLD-fMRI signals [27]. The approach relies on the
idea that the resting-state BOLD spikes can be seen as the response to spontaneous neuronal
events, something supported by the increasing evidence of non-random patterns governing the
dynamics of the brain at rest [25, 19].

These spontaneous events can be detected by point process analysis (PPA), picking up BOLD
fluctuations of relatively large amplitude [22, 23, 24]. After detecting these resting-state BOLD
transients, the BOLD event onsets are stored for further reconstruction of the hemodynamic re-
sponse function. The voxel-specific’ HRF is obtained by fitting raw BOLD signal with triggered
averages and shifted BOLD event onsets, in order to finally recover signals at the neural level by
Wiener deconvolution [15].

To characterize the hemodynamic response function (HRF) elicited by spontaneous point
events, two easily interpretable parameters of the HRF which estimate the potential changes in
neuronal activity [18] were calculated: the response height and the time to peak.

Figure 1: Flow chart of the procedure: a blind deconvolutionalgorithm is applied to BOLD signals. Granger causality
analysis is performed on the deconvolved BOLD signals to obtain the network of incoming and outgoing influences.
Furthermore for each voxel the HRF is retrieved.

2.3. Granger Causality mapping

Given k covariance-stationary variables{xi(t)}i=1,··· ,k, the state vectors are denotedXα(t) =
(xα(t −m), · · · , xα(t − 1)), m being the model order. Letǫ(xα|Y) be the mean squared error pre-
diction of xα on the basis of the vectorsY. The Granger causality index fromβ ∈ ℜN×1 to
α ∈ ℜN×1 is defined as follows:

c(β→ α) = log
ǫ
(

xα|Xβ
)

ǫ
(

xα|Xα ∪ Xβ
) (1)

in addition, for further statistical analysis, GC valuec is transformed intoc′ =
√

n · c− (m− 1)/3,
which is considered to be approximately normal (wheren = N −m. If c = 0, n · c ∼ χ2(m)) [14].

The model order used in this study ism = 1, evaluated by leave-one-out cross-validation,
and common in fMRI GC studies [21]. Regression models were estimated by the ordinary least
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Figure 2: Significant differences in the HRF parameters between chronic pain patientsversus the control group. Top
panels represent the response height and the bottom panels the latency to the peak of the response. Voxels depicted
overlaid on the anatomical image are those which passed Alphasim correction withp < 0.05. The purple contour lines
indicate the location of the voxels belonging to the pain matrix.

squares algorithm.

Pairwise causal interaction was investigated by mapping the influence between the bilateral
Insula and the BOLD time series of the individual voxels belonging to the entire pain matrix (see
above).

2.4. Statistical Analysis

To compute the group differences (i.e., patient vs. control groups) a two-sample T-test was
implemented in SPM, independently for HRF parameters and seed based GC mapping. Statistical
significance was estimated via a Monte Carlo simulation (Alphasim, http://afni.nih.gov/afni/docpdf/AlphaSim.pdf).
A cluster-wise threshold ofp < 0.05 by combining ap < 0.04 individual voxel threshold
and different minimum cluster size ofk contiguous voxels (implemented in the REST toolbox,
www.restfmri.net; Gaussian filter width was estimated fromeach SPM T-map, cluster connection
radius: 5 mm and 1000 iterations).
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Figure 3: Granger Causality mapping between the Insula and the entire pain matrix. Results illustrate the significant
differences between the Granger Causality maps of the patients versus the control group. Voxels depicted, overlaid on
the anatomical images, are those passing Alphasim correction with p < 0.05. As in Fig. 2, the pain matrix is indicated
by the purple contour lines.

3. Results

3.1. Spontaneous hemodynamic response

Figure 1 summarizes the main findings concerning the parameters of spontaneous BOLD
activity. It is seen that in terms of the HRF’s time to peak (compared to the control subjects)
patients response function was characterized bylonger time to peak latencyin Precentral and
Postcentral Gyrus, butshorter time to peak latencyin Anterior Cingulate, Posterior Cingulate,
Medial Frontal Gyrus, Dorsal anterior Cingulate Cortex, Orbitofrontal Cortex, Precuneus and
Retrosplenial Cingulate Cortex (see bottom panel of Fig. 2).

Concerning the other parameter, the HRF response height, the major modifications were
found predominately in the Insula. Other regions included Putamen, Superior Temporal Gyrus,
Parahippocampal Gyrus, Caudate and Amygdala (see top panelof Fig. 2). As a control we com-
puted similar quantities in the primary visual cortex V1, a region not involved in pain processing,
exhibiting no significant difference between groups.
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3.2. Seed-based Granger causality mapping

To compute the Granger causality mapping we selected seeds ROIs based on the two sample
t-test results of the hemodynamic responses. They were centered at the two peaks T-values inside
the bilateral insular regions (MNI coordinates: left Insula, [-40 -4 -4]; right Insula, [32 20 8];
with sphere 8mm diameter). GC mapping was then independently implemented for left and right
Insula.

The GC mapping between left Insula and the following regionsexhibited lower information
transmission (included incoming and outgoing information): Medial Frontal Gyrus, Precentral
Gyrus, Postcentral Gyrus, Premotor Cortex, SupplementaryMotor Area, Paracentral Lobule,
Primary Motor Cortex, Primary Somatosensory Cortex.

For the case of the right Insula it was found that there is significantly less information transfer
for voxels located in: Premotor Cortex, Superior Frontal Gyrus, Supplementary Motor Area,
Medial Frontal Gyrus, Paracentral Lobule, Precentral Gyrus, Postcentral Gyrus. No significant
difference in the effective connectivity was reported from the pain matrix to right Insula.

The results are presented in figure 3 and summarized in table 1.

Parameter Brain region BA C. size peak MNI (x,y,z) peak T value

Resp. Height
Temporal Sup L - 116 -44 -4 -8 3.42
Hippocampus R - 124 20 -8 -16 3.01

Time to Peak

Postcentral L - 62 -32 -28 72 3.97
Rectus L 11 78 -4 44 -16 -4.09

Vermis 4 5 - 52 4 -48 4 -4.64
In, L.I. Supp Motor Area R - 215 12 -8 56 -2.92

Out, L.I. Paracentral Lobule R - 445 8 -28 80 -3.57
Out, R.I. Paracentral Lobule R - 166 8 -28 80 -3.93

Table 1: Significant results of HRF parameters/Granger Causality mapping resulting from the comparison between the
patient and the control groups. Abbreviations: C. size: Cluster size; Res. Height: Response Height; Time to Peak : Time
to Peak response; In, L.I.: Incoming network, Left Insula; Out, L.I.: Outgoing network, Left Insula; Out, R:I. Outgoing
network, Right Insula

3.3. Joint probabilities of neural events

To further characterize the causal effects from and to the Insula, and to demonstrate how in-
stantaneous neural events detected in the BOLD signal can benot only helpful for deconvolution,
but can even reveal themselves this causal effects, we investigated the relative timing of the onset
of the neural events in the Paracentral Right Lobule (see table 1) with respect to those occurring
in the Left Insula.

Every time that an event was detected in the time series of a voxel belonging to the Para-
central Right Lobule, we searched for other events occurring in the Left Insula [−L, L] centered
at the onset, whereL = 3 TR. These co-occurring events were accumulated in time for each
spatial location, defining in this way the joint distribution probability reported in Figure 4. Thus
this distribution describes how events in the Left Insula trigger events in the Paracentral Right
Lobule (positive lags) or vice-versa (negative lags). The distributions in the patient and control
groups are compared with randomized cases in which the timing of the onsets in the Insula were
randomized (on 500 trials) , preserving the original valuesof the inter-events times (Figure 4).
These distributions confirm the decreased influence in both direction found by GC analysis.
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4. Discussion

The present results add to a large body of evidence indicating that chronic pain involves
dynamical changes that affects normal brain function which in turn can impair cognitive function,
including depression, sleeping disturbances and decision-making abnormalities [2, 3, 4].

The approach used here is derived from two lines of work that together allows for a novel
view of the changes in brain effective connectivity. On one side adds strength to the previous
suggestions [22, 23, 24, 27] that a few (relatively large) BOLD events can contain substantial in-
formation to describe functional connectivity. On the other side, the seed based Granger causality
mapping allows the precise description of the effective connectivity.

The changes in the effective connectivity described in the results section are fully consistent
with the current data [1] validating the novel methodology and encouraging a more detailed
analysis of other regions of interest described recently [6] as involved in the transition from
acute to chronic pain.

In summary, we show that by deconvolving the hemodynamic response function to sponta-
neous neural events it can be demonstrated via Granger Causality that the chronic pain patients
exhibits important changes in the Insula’s effective connectivity. This novel method can be rele-
vant to understand the overall impact of chronic pain on brain function.

Figure 4: Distribution of the relative timing of events occurring in the Paracentral Right Lobule with respect to events
in the Left Insula. The blue dots represent the relative number of large BOLD activations occurring in voxels belonging
to the Paracentral Right Lobule each time that a large event is detected in the Left Insula, against the distribution of
randomized events for each lag (in orange), for patients (left) and control subjects (right).

Acknowledgments

Work supported by NIH (USA), CONICET (Argentina), BELSPO and UGent BOF (Bel-
gium). ET was partially funded by the Bundesministerium furBildung und Forschung (grant 01
EV 0703) and LOEWE Neuronale Koordination Forschungsschwerpunkt Frankfurt (NeFF).

7



References

References

[1] Apkarian AV, Baliki MN, Geha PY. (2009) Towards a theory of chronic pain. Prog Neurobiol. 87(2):81–97.
[2] Apkarian AV, Sosa Y, Krauss BR, Thomas PS, Fredrickson BE, Levy RE, Harden R, Chialvo DR. (2004) Chronic

pain patients are impaired on an emotional decision-makingtask. Pain 108:129–136.
[3] Apkarian AV, Bushnell MC, Treede RD, Zubieta JK (2005) Human brain mechanisms of pain perception and

regulation in health and disease. Eur J Pain 9:463–484.
[4] Baliki MN, Geha PY, Apkarian AV, Chialvo DR. (2008) Beyond feeling: chronic pain hurts the brain, disrupting

the default-mode network dynamics. J Neurosci 28:1398–1403.
[5] Baliki MN, Geha PY, Fields HL, Apkarian AV. (2010). Predicting value of pain and analgesia: nucleus accumbens

response to noxious stimuli changes in the presence of chronic pain. Neuron 66:149–160.
[6] Baliki MN, Petre B, Torbey S, Herrmann KM, Huang L, Schnitzer TJ, Fields HL, Apkarian AV. (2010). Corticos-

triatal functional connectivity predicts transition to chronic back pain. Nature Neurosc. 15: 1117–1119.
[7] Beckmann CF & Smith SM. (2004) Probabilistic independent component analysis for functional magnetic reso-

nance imaging. IEEE Trans Med Imag 23:137–152.
[8] Cordes D, Haughton VM, Arfanakis K, Wendt GJ, Turski PA, Moritz CH, Quigley MA, Meyerand ME. (2000)

Mapping functional related regions of brain with functional connectivity MR imaging. Am J Neuroradiol 21:1636–
44.

[9] Cordes D, Haughton VM, Arfanakis K, Carew JD, Turski PA, Moritz CH, Quigley MA, Meyerand ME. (2001)
Frequencies contributing to functional connectivity in the cerebral cortex in “resting-sate” data. Am J Neuroradiol.
22:1326–33.

[10] Coghill RC, Talbot JD, Evans AC, Meyer E, Gjedde A, Bushnell MC, Duncan GH. (1994) Distributed processing
of pain and vibration by the human brain. J Neurosci 14:4095–4108.

[11] Coghill RC, Sang CN, Maisog JM, Iadarola MJ. (1999) Painintensity processing within the human brain: a bilat-
eral, distributed mechanism. J Neurophysiol. 82: 1934 –1943.

[12] Derbyshire SW. (1999) Meta-analysis of thirty-four independent samples studied using PET reveals a significantly
attenuated central response to noxious stimulation in clinical pain patients. Curr Rev Pain 3:265–280.

[13] Fox MD & Raichle ME. (2005) The human brain is intrinsically organized into dynamic, anticorrelated functional
networks. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 102: 9673–9678.

[14] Geweke J F. (1984) Measures of conditional linear dependence and feedback between time series. J Am Stat Assoc
79: 907–915.

[15] Glover G. (1999). Deconvolution of impulse response inevent-related bold fMRI. NeuroImage 9, 416–429.
[16] Handwerker D A, Roopchansingh V, Gonzalez–Castillo J,Bandettini PA. (2012). Periodic changes in fMRI con-

nectivity. Neuroimage 63, 1712–1719.
[17] Jezzard P, Mathews P, Smith SM. (2001) Functional MRI: An introduction to methods (Oxford University Press)
[18] Lindquist MA & Wager TD. (2007) Validity and power in hemodynamic response modeling: a comparison study

and a new approach. Human Brain Mapping 28:764–784.
[19] Petridou N, Gaudes C, Dryden I, Francis S, Gowland P. (2012) Periods of rest in fMRI contain individual spon-

taneous events which are related to slowly fluctuating spontaneous activity. Human Brain Mapping. doi:10.1002/
hbm.21513.

[20] Peyron R, Laurent B, Garca-Larrea L. (2000) Functionalimaging of brain responses to pain. A review and meta-
analysis. Neurophysiol Clin 30:263–288.

[21] Roebroeck A, Formisano E, Goebel R (2005). Mapping directed influence over the brain using Granger causality
and fMRI. Neuroimage 25, 230–242.

[22] Tagliazucchi E, Balenzuela P, Fraiman D, Chialvo D R. (2010a). Brain resting state is disrupted in chronic back
pain patients. Neurosci. Lett. 485, 26–31.

[23] Tagliazucchi E, Balenzuela P, Fraiman D, Montoya P, Chialvo D R. (2010b). Spontaneous BOLD event triggered
averages for estimating functional connectivity at resting state. Neurosci. Lett. 488, 158–163.

[24] Tagliazucchi E, Balenzuela P, Fraiman D, Chialvo D R. (2012). Criticality in large-scale brain fMRI dynamics
unveiled by a novel point process analysis. Front. Physio. 3:15.

[25] Tagliazucchi E & Chialvo D R (2011). The collective brain, in Decision Making: A Psychophysics Application of
Network Science (Center for nonlinear science, Universityof North Texas, USA), 10–13.

[26] Valdes-Sosa P, Roebroeck A, Daunizeau J, Friston K. (2011). Effective connectivity: influence, causality and bio-
physical modeling. Neuroimage 58, 339–361.

[27] Wu G, Liao W, Stramaglia S, Ding J, Chen H, Marinazzo D. (2013). A blind deconvolution approach to recover
effective connectivity brain networks from resting state fMRIdata. Med Image Anal 17:365–74.

8


	1 Introduction
	2 Materials and methods
	2.1 fMRI data acquisition and preprocessing
	2.2 Spontaneous point event detection and HRF Deconvolution
	2.3 Granger Causality mapping
	2.4 Statistical Analysis

	3 Results
	3.1 Spontaneous hemodynamic response
	3.2 Seed-based Granger causality mapping
	3.3 Joint probabilities of neural events

	4 Discussion

