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Abstract

Anatomical connectivity imposes strong constraints on brain function, but there is no
general agreement about principles that govern its organization. Based on extensive
quantitative data we tested the power of three models to predict connections of the
primate cerebral cortex: architectonic similarity (structural model), spatial proximity
(distance model) and thickness similarity (thickness model). Architectonic similarity
showed the strongest and most consistent influence on connection features. This
parameter was strongly associated with the presence or absence of inter-areal
connections and when integrated with spatial distance, the model allowed predicting
the existence of projections with very high accuracy. Moreover, architectonic similarity
was strongly related to the laminar pattern of projection origins, and the absolute
number of cortical connections of an area. By contrast, cortical thickness similarity and
distance were not systematically related to connection features. These findings suggest
that cortical architecture provides a general organizing principle for connections in the

primate brain.



Introduction

Structural connections impose strong constraint&inational interactions among brain areas
! Itis thus essential to understand the princifhes underlie the organization of connections
which give rise to the topological properties cé ttortex.

Global brain connectivity is neither random norukag. Moreover, there are striking
regularities in the laminar patterns of projectisigins and terminations®. Large-scale
topological features of brain networks include medwand highly connected hub<ther
prominent topological features are hub-modules;aled 'rich-clubs’ or 'network cores’,
which have been identified in structural and fumaéil neural networks of several species

The presence of nonrandom features in brain nesyooknts to the existence of
organizing factors. We hypothesize that inherenicstiral properties of the cortex account
for prominent characteristics of the cortical caectoene. Here, we investigated to which
extent three principal structural factors explanmection features.

The first factor is cortical architecture, whichsiaeen used to formulate a relational
‘structural model®®°. The model relies on the relative architectoniailsirity between linked
areas to predict the laminar distribution of theierconnections. The structural model is
based on evidence that architectonic features ehsysjematically within cortical systems
10 reviewed int2 Cortical architecture can be defined by a nunabstructural features,
including the neuronal density of cortical areasweall as the number of identifiable cortical
layers, myelin density and a number of receptorkerarand specialized inhibitory neurons
13-17 By capitalizing on cortical architecture, theustural model explains the laminar origin
and termination patterns of ipsilateral and coateahl corticocortical connections in the
macaque prefrontal and cat visual co@€x®*° as well as existence of projections and
topological properties of individual areas acrdesentire cat corte¥.

As a second feature we considered the spatial pgxof cortical areas. In the 'distance



model’, the spatial separation of areas is hypakdso account for the existente®?
strength?*?>as well as laminar patterfsof corticocortical projections. According to the
distance model, connections between remote aredssa frequent and sparser than
connections among close areas.

One other factor that has received much attentighe study of possible relations
between brain morphology and connectivity is catttbickness, an attractive possibility,
because thickness can be assessed non-invasivMiRbyCortical thickness has been
related to neuron densif{?® and suggested as an indicator of overall cortioaipositior?>-
31 Cortical thickness covariations have been treagea surrogate of anatomical connectivity
(but se€®?. The inferred structural networks based on cdrtiiakness have been explored
with respect to their topological properties, asstan with functional connectivity, and
relationship to behavioral traits (e.8;%¢ for a review seé’. Given this strong interest in
the possible significance of cortical thickness,agsessed this parameter as an anatomical
covariate of structural connectivity (‘thicknessdab).

We compared the predictive power of the three neoftelconnection data from a
comprehensive data sebfinectomg The tested database provides extensive quaveitat
information on the existence and laminar origingmjections linking cortical areas in the
macaque braiff*% We investigated whether this connectome can denstood in terms of

the underlying brain anatomy.

Results

We examined the association between the primateabconnectome and these
anatomical features of the primate cerebral cortexron density (a quantitative measure of
cortical architecture, Fig 1); spatial proximityicacortical thickness. We tested how well

each of the three anatomical parameters was reflatibe existence and the laminar origins



of projections between cortical areas, and coutdliot the presence or absence of
projections. We found that the existence of propestis most closely related to the neuron
density of cortical areas. We also showed thator@alrdensity is the anatomical factor that
best explains laminar projection patterns anchisald to topological properties of brain

regions.

Relations among anatomical variables

To quantify relative structural similarity acrostcortex, for all pairs of connected areas
we computed the difference in neuron density oticairthicknesses as measured on a log
scale. That is, structural (dis-)similarities wesg@ressed as log-ratios. Spatial proximity was
guantified by Euclidean distance between areasanagmical variables associated with the
corticocortical projections were not completelyepdndent. We found a moderate
correlation between the undirected neuron denattg and the Euclidean distance of area
pairs ¢ = 0.47,p <.001), whereas the correlation of Euclideanagis¢ with the undirected
thickness ratio was significant but of negligibizesf = 0.12,p < .001). In contrast, neuron
density ratio and thickness ratio were stronglyatiegly correlatedr(=-0.76,p < .001), an
association which results from a strong inverseatation between the neuron density and

thickness of brain areas £ -0.69,p < .001).

Existence of projections

We used three different approaches to explore hevihiree anatomical variables of
cortical density, thickness and distance relath@cabsence and presence of projections. In
an initial comparison, we found that connected weare closer or more similar than non-
connected areas, for all three structural paraméteean |log-rati@nsit|(absent) = 0.49,
mean |log-ratigensiv)(present) = 0.244126)= 13.8,p < .001; mean

distance(absent) = 32.9mm, mean distance(pres&i)7mnm tos0s)= 15.1,p < .001;



mean |log-rati@icknes$(@bsent) = 0.20, mean |log-rati@nesi(present) = 0.14¢608)= 11.5,
p <.001). This effect was largest for the neuronsity ratio (effect sizes: |log-rati@sit):
r = 0.38, distancea: = 0.28, |log-rati@icknes$: r = 0.22).

Then, to assess the distribution of absent ancptgsojections across the three structural
variables in more detail, we plotted the relatiregfiency of present projections across
neuron density ratio and Euclidean distance in @mapn to the absolute numbers of absent
and present projections (Fig 2). For all variabpgssent projections became relatively less
frequent with increasing distance or structurasidmslarity of two potentially connected
areas, as also shown by a rank correlatipnf the relative frequencies (|log-ratigiy): p = -
1.00,p < .001; distancep = -0.98,p < .001; [log-ratiicknes: p = -0.93,p < .01).

Finally, to exploit the association of the struedurariables with the existence of cortical
connections, we used the parameters to classifggirons as either absent or present. We
predicted projection presence or absence baselll bpassible combinations of the three
parameters (each individual parameter, 3 pairnesetenations of the parameters, and a
combination of all three parameters). Ssee Metlmda detailed description of the
classification and validation procedure.

The best classification among the 6 combinationsnef or two parameters was obtained
from the combination of the log-ratio of neuron sién(i.e., density similarity) with
Euclidean distance. This pairing was superior tothler combinations; its accuracy,
precision and negative predictive value were noeered at comparable thresholds, and
overall performance as quantified by the mean YatiddexJ was worse for all other
combinations (mean * standard deviatiffog-ratiqensiy] & distance) = 0.75 + 0.04;
J(distance & |log-rati@icknesy) = 0.51 *+ 0.13](|log-ratiensit] & |l0g-
ratiomicknes$) = 0.11 + 0.03](]log-ratiensit]) = 0.0 £ 0.0;)(distance) = 0.07 £+ 0.03(|log-
rationicknes$): NO predictions at thresholds abg@({present)= 0.775; see Supplementary

Figure S1 for the underlying distribution of truestive rate and false positive rate and



Supplementary Figure S2 for a detailed depictiothefYouden-index across all
thresholds). Including all three anatomical varshs predictive variables did not improve
classification accuracy or overall performancesseased by the mean Youden-ind¥kdg-
ratiodensit] & distance & |log-rati@icknes$) = 0.76 + 0.04 (Fig. 3C). A Kruskal-Wallis-test
showed that the distributions of the Youden-indevere significantly different between the
combinations of the parametek$ € 549.2p < .001).Post hodests (Bonferroni-corrected
for multiple comparisons) revealed that the disttitins of the combination of the log-ratio
of neuron density and Euclidean distance (‘densistance’) and the combination of the
log-ratio of neuron density, Euclidean distance #edlog-ratio of thickness (‘density,
distance, thickness’) were not significantly diéiat from each othep(> .05), while the
combination of the log-ratio of neuron density &tlidean distance had a higher méan
than all other combinationg & .05 for all pair-wise tests).
According to these results, we adopted the comioimatf the absolute log-ratio of neuron
density and Euclidean distance as predictive veasalor our probabilistic model. Figure 3A
depicts the posterior probability for a projectiorbe present across the predictive variable
space for this feature combination. Cross-validatadsification performance across the
evaluated thresholds is shown in the remaindergfrgé 3. As shown in Figure 3B,
classification accuracy quickly exceeded 80%, w&ithizable fraction of the test set being
classified. At higher thresholds, accuracy notahigpassed 90%, although this was
accompanied by a decrease in the fraction of ¢dledssbservations. As shown in
Supplementary Figure S1, higher thresholds werecaged with a consistent decrease in the
rate of false positive predictions at an overajhhiate of true positive predictions, resulting
in a favorable Youden-indek(Fig. 3C).

Classification performance at all thresholds rdlisxceeded chance performance as
assessed by a permutation analysis. The permutat@ysis revealed a classification

performance from nonsensical labels that showediéively uniform accuracy of about 65%



across tested thresholds. True positive rate dad fsitive rate equaled 1 across all
thresholds, resulting in a Youden-indgx 0.0 + 0.0 for all thresholds.

Using the posterior probabilities obtained by tfanied classifier (Fig 3A), we were able
to make predictions about the status of projectimisveen area pairs that were considered as
unknown in the current data $&tWe classified unknown projections at the threghol
p(threshold)= 0.85, as indicated by the black lines in Figg#e Projections predicted to be

absent or present are listed in Supplementary Table

Laminar patternsof projection neurons

We observed a strong correlation between the fmadf labeled neurons originating in
supragranular layerdN§c%) and log-ratigensity(r = 0.59,p < .001, Fig 4A), as well as a
moderate correlation betweblsc% and log-rati@ickness(r = -0.42,p < .001, Fig 4B). Given
the strong correlation between the neuron denatty and cortical thickness ratio, we
computed a partial correlation NEc%, log-ratiGensity and log-ratigicknessto assess the
relative contribution of each variable. The partiairelation revealed that the correlation
between thickness ratio and laminar patterns waslyndriven by the neuron density ratio,
since the correlation did not reach significancemwhbontrolled for neuron density similarity
(r =0.06,p > .05). In contrast, the correlation between theran density ratio and laminar
patterns was still significant when controlled floe cortical thickness ratio € 0.43,
p < .001). Additionally, botiNsc% (r = 0.09,p > .05, Fig 4C) and\kc%| (r = 0.003,p > .05,
Fig 4D) were independent of distance. Thus, thg anhtomical factor that was
systematically associated with laminar projectiattgrns was the architectonic similarity of

linked areas.

Relation of cytoar chitecture with connection topology

We found that nodal network properties of cortieabas were related to the areas’



cytoarchitecture. Specifically, areas belongingthe structural network core had lower
neuron density than non-core are@s)= 2.9,p < .01,r = 0.52, Fig 5A). Given that a major
defining feature of core areas is their high ded@ree the large total number of connections),
we tested whether this observation was indicatifeaogeneral relationship between
cytoarchitectonic differentiation and the conndtyivof areas. This analysis revealed that
neuron density was strongly correlated with aregrde of connectivityr (= -0.60,p < .01,
Fig 5B).

Additionally, we tested whether the same relatigrskould be observed for cortical
thickness. Here the results were inconsistent. tuoltical thickness did not differ between
core and non-core aredg) = -2.0,p > .05,r = 0.35), thickness was moderately correlated
with the degree of connectivity of areas=(0.38,p < .05).

Furthermore, we compared the neuron density anticabthickness of five structural
network modules that are related to spatial andctional sub-divisions of the cortex
(specifically, comprising frontal, temporal, somaotor, parieto-motor and occipito-
temporal regions). These modules or clusters armaracterized by denser structural
connectivity within than between the moduf€sModule assignments were taken fréin
who delineated the modules for a sub-network of229gortical areas® using a spectral
decomposition algorithm. We found that the netwaonkdules differed in their neuron
density H = 13.7,p<.01), but not in their cortical thicknesd € 7.2, p > .05). Post hoc
tests, Bonferroni-corrected for multiple comparsorevealed that the frontal module had a
higher neuron density than the occipito-temporaldoe® (3= 3.8, p=0.002,r =0.73,
acorr = 0.005); all other pairwise differences in neudamsity between the modules were not

significant after correcting for multiple comparison

The architectonic basis of the primate connectome

Architectonic differentiation defined by neuronansity of areas was the structural factor



that related most consistently and strongly totkestigated features of the primate
connectome. Figure 6 summarizes this finding asgldys all present projections that were
included in the analyses. Areas are arranged aiogptal their neuron density, and
projections are color-coded according to the nedensity ratio, expressing the
architectonic similarity of the connected areasr{frgreen for the smallest ratios via blue to
purple for the highest density ratios). Note thend@nce of projections linking
architectonically similar areas (green links). Afeate that core areas (indicated in red), are
clustered at the lower end of the neuron denstles@s are areas with a relatively large

number of connections, marked by their larger reode.

Discussion

We assessed the extent to which distinct anatorf@afires can be used to predict the
connectivity in the cerebral cortex of a non-hurpamate, using the most extensive
quantitative data set of connections for the maeaqankey?®>°. Specifically, we
considered the cytoarchitectonic differentiatiorcoftical areas, quantified by neuron
density, the spatial proximity of areas, quantifiigdEuclidean distance, and cortical
thickness extracted from structural MRI data. Wanfb that the existence of projections
between areas depends strongly on the extent iofafolitectonic similarity (Fig 2A). We
capitalized on this association to predict thetexise of projections based on the structural
relationships of potentially connected areas. Irattigg cytoarchitectonic similarity and
spatial proximity in a predictive model made it pibte to determine whether two areas
would be connected with more than 90% accuracy §Big The model showed that a
connection was most likely to exist between arbatdre similar in their cytoarchitectonic
differentiation and spatially close (Fig 3A). Ouassification procedure consistently

performed above chance level, as assessed by afjadion analysis. We used this



classification procedure to make predictions abloetstatus of unsampled projections
(Supplementary Table S1), which provides an oppdstuo compare our model’'s

performance with future experimental results, altmpMurther model validation.

Classification from alternative feature combinatisavealed that when the three parameters

were used as single predictors, cytoarchitectamdarity yielded the highest maximum
Youden-indexJ compared to Euclidean distance or thickness giityilan their own
(Supplementary Figure S2B). This suggests thapénmrmance of the model hinged
predominantly on cytoarchitectonic similarity amdat lesser extent on spatial proximity.
While thickness similarity also correlated with tiedative frequency of present projections
(Fig 2C), including this feature into our predi@imodel did not improve classification
performance. Furthermore, even though the reldéim&ness of brain areas correlated
strongly with the areas’ relative neuron densitfgsituting density similarity for thickness
similarity led to a considerable decrease in oudetis predictive power.

Importantly, our model also revealed that, althotighlikelihood of a connection
decreased across large differences in cytoarchreotr long distances, this effect was
mitigated if areas were spatially very close opessively very similar in their
cytoarchitecture. Thus, although connections welagively less likely to exist between
spatially remote areas, they did occur preferdgti@hen distance was compensated for by
similar cytoarchitectonic differentiation. Axonalnmng costs are a major constraint on
structural connectivit§? but are not strictly minimized in neural netwoPKsS#4 Our results
highlight cytoarchitectonic differentiation as ayKactor for predicting the occurrence of
costly connections between spatially remote areas.

Additionally, we found that the laminar patterngoobjection origins across the whole
macaque cortex were very well explained by cytagectonic similarity (Fig 4A), consistent
with previous report&%192? |n contrast, there was no systematic relationbbipveen

laminar origin patterns of projections and distaaceortical thickness when the correlation
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with cytoarchitectonic differentiation was accouhfer.

Moreover, we found that cytoarchitecture was chpsskociated with some of the
essential topological properties of cortical ar&=ecifically, areas belonging to the
structural network core had a lower neuronal dgrikan areas in the periphery (Fig 5A).
This finding complements the observation that tlaeeedifferences in several aspects of
regional cellular morphology (e.qg., dendritic teéee) between core and periphery aréas
One of the main defining features of core aredisas exceptionally large number of
connectiong®4’. Therefore, we assessed whether there existget dalationship between
cytoarchitecture as expressed by neuronal densityaeea degree (i.e., the number of
connections of an area), without interposing tlassification into core and periphery areas.
This analysis revealed a strong general relatignisefween area degree and cytoarchitecture
across the entire cortex. Thus, areas of loweritygpsssessed a larger number of
connections (Fig 5B), consistent with previous ifiigs 13, In contrast, cortical thickness
showed an inconsistent and weaker relationshipembership in the structural network core
and area degree.

It is not clear why there is a strong relationdgtween cortical cytoarchitecture and
topological network features of areas, but answezdikely to be found in ontogeny. The
development of the regional architectonic structues be associated with the establishment
of the connections of an area. One possible mestmamight draw on the relative timing of
the emergence of areas, where areas that appéar saght have the opportunity to connect
more widely'*. Indeed, a similar process has been suggestegkairethe degree
distribution of single neurons f@aenorhabditis elegarf$.

Additionally, we observed that network modules i&as differ in their cytoarchitecture. It
has been suggested that network modules of theafgioortex result from a combination of
spatial and topological properti&s Our findings suggest that cytoarchitecture may be

another factor in the formation of structural maylin line with our general conclusion that
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cortical architecture governs the formation of aections between brain areas.

While thickness measures have the advantage o laeressible non-invasively using
MRI in humans, their relation to other anatomieadtfires and to structural connectivity
remains unclear. Our findings suggest that, wholkgical thickness may show similarities to
neuron density in its variability across the cea¢bprtex, it is an imperfect surrogate and
does not capture the fundamental aspects of bedwonks that can be delineated from
cytoarchitectonic differentiation.

In conclusion, our findings suggest that severalliees of the primate cortical
connectome can largely be accounted for by thenlyidg structural properties of the
cerebral cortex. Specifically, the relative cytdatectonic differentiation of the cortex

provides an essential scaffold for explaining thgaization of structural brain networks.

General principlesof cortical organization across mammalian species

Does a model for explaining connections based twacghitecture apply across species?
The present results in the macaque cortex vergigarallel previous findings for the cat
20 |n both species, cytoarchitectonic differentiatisas closely associated with multiple
aspects of the organization of cortical networks] eytoarchitectonic similarity integrated
with spatial proximity was highly predictive of tlegistence of projections between
potentially connected brain areas. This close aaor of brain architecture with
connectivity was observed for areas distributedsthe entire cortical surface, and was not
contingent on grouping the areas into functionamatomical modules of any kind.
Moreover, cytoarchitectonic similarity has beengstently shown to explain laminar
patterns of projections across macaque ang’®c&t?*>° Furthermore, an inverse relationship
between the cytoarchitectonic differentiation amel tonnection degree of areas was
observed in both species. Thus, areas of wealferelitiation have more connections.

Highly connected areas are often hubs or membeadwictionally prominent rich-club,

12



occupying a topologically special position withiaetworks of anatomical connections (e.g.,
van den Heuvel et al., 2012; van den Heuvel andrip@013b). Moreover, weakly
differentiated areas likely differ from more stroyndifferentiated areas in their intrinsic
circuitry and signal processing propertiésin combination, these findings indicate that the
relative architectonic differentiation of corticaleas might shape the formation of
corticocortical connections and thus impose comgg@n structural as well as functional
aspects of the connectome.

There is thus excellent correspondence of findagysess two mammalian species and
across the entire cerebral cortex. This evidenggests that the reported association
between architectonic differentiation of corticedé@as and features of the inter-areal brain
network reflects general organizational principleslerlying the formation and maintenance

of connections in the mammalian cortex.

Conclusions

Cytoarchitecture, which encompasses charactedsterences of local cortical
organization'’, has previously been shown to explain laminarepast of corticocortical
connection$°192% Our results further underscore the significarfogytoarchitecture as a
central factor that governs multiple aspects ofdhwafiguration of brain networks. This
conclusion is based on three key observations atwstical connectivity: cortical
cytoarchitecture is closely associated with thes@nee or absence of connections between
cortices, the number of connections of a corticehaas well as the laminar pattern of
connections. By contrast, other factors such ascebthickness and distance are not
consistently related to connection features. Thmieghility of the structural model across
different mammalian species and cortical systerggesis that it captures fundamental
organizational principles underlying the globalstural connectivity of the cerebral cortex.

In humans, connections cannot be measured difegtisacing studies, but brain architecture



can be studiegost mortemThus, these findings also have important impilocet for

understanding the structural connectivity of thenan brain.

Methods

We first introduce the analysed data of primateicocortical connectivity and then present
the structural parameters that were hypothesizedrstrain connectivity. Subsequently, we

describe measures and procedures used in the esalys

Connectivity data: Presence of projections

We used comprehensive data about corticocorticaiectivity in the macaque brain
obtained from systematic anatomical tracing expenisr. Briefly, the authors injected
retrograde tracers into 29 cortical areas (paresllaccording to their M132 atlas) and
guantified labeled neurons found in all 91 areathefM132 atlas that project to these
injected sites. Within each area, labeled neuranged from a minimum of 1 neuron to a
maximum of 262,279 neurons. Each of these is callgdojection’ to refer to a pathway
from an area with labeled neurons to the injecsibd. The resulting data set contains
information about the existence (i.e., either pneseor absence) of 2610 projections within a
91x29 subgraph of the complete (91x91) connectiwigrix of the M132 atlas. For
projections found to be present, projection strenmggiven as the fraction of labeled
neurons, normalizing the number of projection naaroetween two areas to the total
number of labeled neurons for the respective iigactas done previously (e.§39).

Crucially, the data set includes a 29x29 subgrdphjected areas, which contains
information about all possible connections amorgitiected areas. This edge-complete
subgraph makes it possible to perform analysesowitincertainty related to possible

connections that were not sampled. Due to the disteibution of the injected areas across
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the cortex, the 29x29 subgraph is expected to kiawidar properties as the complete
network which incorporates all 91 ar€asErcsey-Ravasz and colleagdessed the edge-
complete subgraph to identify areas belonging‘teetwork core’ with a high density of
connections among areas. This network core is &irtolthe concept of a rich-club, as
discussed in recent studigs®® Ercsey-Ravasz and colleagdegientified 17 core areas in
the 29x29 subgraph, assigning the remaining 1%dcetne network periphery. We
computed the degree of each area in the subgrable asim of the number of afferent and

efferent projections of the area.

Connectivity data: Laminar origin of projection neurons

In addition, we analyzed the laminar patterns ofgmtion origins in 11 ared$, which
Markov and colleagues extracted from the set dhR@tions described abov& Here, the
fraction of labeled neurons originating in supragiar layers sc%) was provided for 625
projections originating in 11 of the 29 injecte@as and targeting all 91 areas of the M132
atlas. SpecificallyNsc% was computed as the number of supragranularddimeurons
divided by the sum of supragranular and infragranialbeled neuron®. To relateNsc% to
the undirected measure of Euclidean distance, seetednsformed it to an undirected
measure of inequality in laminar pattermédo|, whereNsc%| = Nsc%-50[*2. Values of
Nsc% around 0% and 100% thus translated to largeegadfiiNsc%|, indicating a more
pronounced inequality in the distribution of origiof projection neurons between infra- and
supragranular layers. We based our analyses regdide?o on the subset of 429 projections
comprising more than 20 neurons (neuron numbersgoh projection are provided3).
Thus, we excluded very weak projections for whiskessment of the distribution of
projection neurons in cortical layers was not coestd reliable (cft®). Results did not

change qualitatively if a less conservative thréslod 10 neurons was applied.
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Structural model: Neuron density

The spectrum of architectonic differentiation raag®em areas of low overall neuron
density, with few layers and lacking an inner gtaniayer (agranular), to dense areas with
six distinct layers. The striate cortex, for exaeppias a much higher overall neuron density
not only within the cortical visual system, butcamong all other cerebral corticé$'-°
Intermediate to these two extremes are areas @rlaeuron densities with a sparse inner
granular layer (dysgranular), and areas with gmeids but without the exceptional clarity of
layers and sublayers or remarkable neuron denfgiriate cortex. We used an unbiased
guantitative stereologic approach to study theargtoitecture of each area expressed by
neuron density. We estimated neuron density frorar@ sections of macaque cortex that
were stained to mark neurons using either Nisgl staimmunohistochemical staining for
neuronal nuclei-specific antibody (NeuN), whichdi&bneurons but not glia, using a
microscope-computer interface (StereolnvestigdiacroBrightField Inc., Williston, VT).
We verified that there is a close correspondentsdsn measures derived from both
staining methods in a sample of areas for which ba¢asures were available50.99,
p = 0.001), and accordingly transformed density messsfrom different staining methods to
a common reference frame. The neuron density meiasunts used here have partly been
published previousl¥’. In total, neuron density measures were availtisld8 areas (Fig 1).
Within the 29x29 subgraph, neuron densities weedlave for 14 of the 17 core areas and
10 of the 12 non-core areas. We quantified relatitearchitectonic differentiation across
the cortex by neuron density. We computed the &igp-iof neuron density values for each
pair of connected areas (which is equivalent tadifference of the logarithms of the area
densities), where log-ratignsity= 10g (densitYource ared deNnSityarget areh. The use of a
logarithmic scale was indicated, since the mogseex¢ value of the neuron density measures
was more than three standard deviations above ¢am of the considered neuron densities

7. For analyses which required considering an untiickequivalent of the actual neuron



density ratio, we used the absolute value of tgerédio, |log-ratigensit]. From the available
neuron density measures we were able to deteriméneetative cytoarchitectonic profile for

1128 of the sampled projections, including 172 ¢xtipns with an associatétyc%o.

Distance model: Spatial proximity

We operationalized the spatial proximity of all @irtical areas by the Euclidean distance
between their mass centers, obtained from the BleaBrain Atlas
(http://scalablebrainatlas.incf.org). This wideled interval measure of projection length
represents a pragmatic estimate of the spatialiprgxof pre- and postsynaptic neurons
located in different brain areas (e 8-’4 Information about the spatial proximity of areas
was included for all 2610 sampled projections, a&scompassing all 429 projections we

analyzed with respect thidc%o|.

Thickness model: cortical thickness

Cortical thickness data were extracted from ananatal T1-weighted magnetic
resonance (MR) brain scan of one male adult macampukey Macaca mulatth MR data
were acquired on a 3 Tesla Philips Achieva MRI seamising a three-dimensional
magnetization prepared rapid acquisition gradiehbg3DMPRAGE) sequence with 0.6
mm isotropic voxels (130 slices, TR = 7.09 ms, TR ms, FOV = 155 x 155 mm?).
Cortical reconstruction and volumetric segmentati@ne performed using the Freesurfer
image analysis suite (http://surfer.nmr.mgh.haneatd/). The resulting surface
reconstruction was registered to the M132 aflasing the Caret software
(http://www.nitrc.org/projects/caret/). Corticaickness was then extracted for all 91 areas in
both hemispheres using Freesurfer. Here, we repsutts for mean thickness values of the
left and right hemisphere.

The thickness measurements extracted from MR datae wvell correlated with
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microscopic measurements of histological sectifn€orresponding histological and MR
measurements for 33 areas were available, resuiting= 0.62, p<0.001 for the left
hemispherey = 0.48,p < 0.01 for the right hemisphere, ang 0.56,p < 0.001 for mean
thickness values of the left and right hemisphere.

To quantify relative thickness across the cortearoher to compare thickness in pairs of
connected areas, we computed the log-ratio of tleisk values for each pair of areas
analogous to the log-ratio of neuron density, where
log-ratianickness= 10g (thicknessurce ared thicknessiget arep. We transformed the log-ratio of
cortical thickness to an undirected equivaleng-flatianicknes, Where appropriate. Relative
thickness of areas was included for all 2610 sathpiejections, also encompassing all 429

projections analyzed with respectNec%o.

Relative projection frequencies

To characterize the distribution of present anacabprojections across the range of each
anatomical variable, while accounting for differeaén sampling, we computed relative
frequencies of projections that were present. &datly, we partitioned each anatomical
variable into bins and normalized the number o§en¢ projections in each bin by the total
number of studied projections (i.e., absent andegmeprojections that fall into the respective
bin). This procedure allowed us to obtain a measetitee relative frequency of present
projections which is robust against disparitiesampling across a variable’s range (e.g.,
when more projections were sampled across a sgapalration of 10 — 15 mm than across
50 — 55 mm, as can be seen from the absolute fimjaaumbers). We verified that results

were robust against changes in bin size.

Classification of projection existence

We combined the anatomical variables in a probstinlpredictive model for classifying
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the existence of projections. We built this modghg a binary support vector machine
(SVM) classifier (i.e., used for two-class learninghich received the anatomical variables
associated with the projections as independenabias (features) and information about
projection existence (i.e., projection status 'alt'ser ‘present’) as the dependent variable
(labels, comprising two classes). Euclidean distaabsolute log-ratio of neuron density and
absolute log-ratio of cortical thickness were uasdeatures in different combinations.

For training the SVM classifier, we used a linearrel function, standardized the
independent variables prior to classification assuaed uniform prior probabilities for the
learned classes. Classification scores obtained fhe trained classifier were transformed to
the posterior probability that an observation wlassified as 'presenth(present) To assess
performance of the classification procedure, wealdse-fold cross-validation. We randomly
partitioned all available observations into fivéd®of equal size. After training the SVM
classifier on a training set comprising four fold& used the resulting posterior probabilities
to predict the status of the remaining fold (20%&wédilable observations) that comprised the
test set. We used two classification rules derivech a common threshold probability. (1)
We assigned the status 'present’ to all observatiamose posterior probability exceeded the
threshold probability, that is, observations watlpresent)> p(threshold) (2) We assigned
the status 'absent’ to all observations witpresentx 1 -p(threshold) The approach was
applied to thresholds from(threshold)= 0.50 top(threshold)= 1.00, in increments of 0.025.
By increasing the threshold probability, we therefoarrowed the windows in the feature
space for which classification was possible. Foggholds op(threshold)<= 0.50, the
classification windows overlap. In particular, [gaof the feature space corresponding to
classification as 'present’ overlap with parts esponding to classification as 'absent’, and
observations would therefore be classified twia®.this reason, we did not consider
thresholds below(threshold)= 0.50. For each threshold, we computed performasc

described below and averaged results across therfoss-validation folds. To make
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performance assessment robust against variabilitya partitioning of observations, we
report performance measures averaged across 10@sofithe five-fold cross-validation.

We assessed classification performance by compptedjction accuracy, the fraction of
correct predictions relative to all predictions.cicacy was also separately assessed for
positive and negative predictions, yielding preasand negative predictive value as the
fraction of correct positive or correct negativedgtctions relative to all positive or negative
predictions, respectively. We also computed whrelstfon of observations in the test set was
assigned a prediction at a given threshold. Adh&rperformance measures, we computed
sensitivity (true positive rate) and specificityu@ negative rate) at the evaluated
thresholds.We also computed the false positive(latpecificity). To quantify performance
based on sensitivity and specificity, we computedYouden-index as
J = sensitivity + specificity — 157" J is a measure of how well a binary classifier ofgsa
above chance level, with= 0 indicating chance performance a1 indicating perfect
classification. Sincd is defined at each threshold, to obtain a singlersary measure we
computed the mean dfacross the more conservative threshplgsesent)= 0.85 to
p(present)= 1.00 for all 100 cross-validation runs. Resdltsnot change if the maximud
across all thresholds was considered instead (Sogpitary Fig. S2B).

To assess statistical null performance of the leagon procedure, we performed a
permutation analysis. The analysis was equal teldssification procedure described above,
with the exception of an additional step priortie partitioning of observations into cross-
validation folds. Here, for each round of crossdetion, the labels were randomly
permuted. Thereby, the correspondence betweerrdésaand true labels of observations was
removed. In the permutation analysis, we used Heah distance and the absolute log-ratio
of neuron density as features, based on the featumdination that led to the best results,
and averaged performance measures across 100Gsroifink-fold cross-validation.

These analyses were performed using Matlab R2004&aathWorks, Inc., Natick, MA,
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United States).

Statistical tests

To test groups of projections for equality in theesisociated anatomical variables, we
computed two-tailed independent samples t-testsegpatt the t-statistit; degrees of
freedomdf and the associated measure of effectisingherer = (t2/(t2+df))*. Results did
not change if Welch’s t-test was applied, whichglnet assume equal variances across
groups. To test for equality of more than two gopareas regarding their neuron density
or cortical thickness, we computed the non-paramituskal-Wallis test statistic$l]. To
assess relations between interval variables, weuted Pearson’s correlation coefficient
For ordinal variables, we computed Spearman’s @kelation coefficienp. All tests were
pre-assigned a two-tailed significance lewel 0.05. These analyses were performed using

Matlab R2012b (The MathWorks, Inc., Natick, MA, ted States).

Methodological considerations

Some comments need to be made on the anatomicablesrused in the present analysis.

First, we used overall neuron density of brain suteacapture the complex architectonic
profile of different cortices in a single paramet@ther crucial features of cytoarchitecture
include the number and distinctiveness of corfi@gérs and the relative width and
granularity of layer 4. Additionally, features tl@nnot be observed in cytoarchitecture, for
example myeloarchitectonic properties, contribota fuller characterization of cortical
differentiation (seé®. However, many of these aspects are difficultuargify. Moreover,
there exists no consistent framework for integathiese measures into a one-dimensional
ranking of structural differentiation. In practiestimates of the overall differentiation of
brain areas rely on subjective expert categorinat{oesulting in the assignment of areas to

'structural types’ (cf>2°. By contrast, neuron density can be determineeativgly using
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unbiased stereologic methods. In a comparison dtipteiquantitative features of cortical
architecture, neuron density turned out to be tbsetrdiscriminating parameter for
identifying cortical areas in the primate prefrdmtartex*. The features included in the
analysis comprised cortical thickness, and demditifferent cell markers, including
neurons, glia, and neurons labeled with calbinciretinin or parvalbumin, and their
respective laminar distributions. Further, thera dose correspondence between neuron
density measurements and expert ratings of cytdaotbnic differentiation that
comprehensively take into account multiple dimensfé. Thus, neuron density is a well
established, characteristic measure for quantifgitgarchitectonic differentiation in
sensory and high-order association cortices.

Second, we used measurements of cortical thiclotgased from structural MRI in one
macaque monkey. The MRI measures provided coverlagiécortical areas, and agreed
well with the corresponding microscopic thicknessasurements from histological sections
(cf. Methods section Thickness model: corticalkhess). This finding is in line with similar
agreements between histological and MRI-based ik measures seen for cortical regions
of the human braif®. Therefore, the thickness measurements were aresideliable,
despite the small sample size. Reliability washertstrengthened by averaging thickness
values for corresponding regions of the left agtitrhemisphere. We found that the
correlation between the distribution of projectangins and relative cortical thickness was

mainly driven by differences in neuron densityeldorated in Results and Discussion.
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(Markov et al., 2014a). Grey areas: no density datalable. Abbreviations as in Markov et

al. (2014a).
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Figure 4: Variation of laminar patterns of projection origiwith anatomical variables. The
fraction of labeled projection neurons originatingm supragranular layeisc% was
strongly correlated with log-ratiensity (A) and moderately correlated with l0g-ratifness

(B). NeitherNsc% nor Nsc%| was correlated with Euclidean distance (C, D).
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Figure5: Variation of topological properties with neuroengity. (A) Areas that were
identified as belonging to a structural core nety Ercsey-Ravasz and colleagues (2013)
had a significantly lower neuron density than norecareas. (B) The number of connections

maintained by an area (area degree) decreasesaigasing neuron density.
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Figure 6: Primate cortical connectome visualized basedeaman density gradients. Grey
circles correspond to neuron density, increasiamfcenter to periphery; cortical areas are
positioned accordingly (cf. Fig. 1). Present profats between cortical areas are displayed
color-coded according to absolute neuron densityg®f the connected areas from green
(small ratios) via blue to purple (large ratioshd¥ sizes indicate the areas’ degree.
Structural core areas, as classified by Ercsey-Raataa. (2013), are filled in red.

Abbreviations as in Markov et al. (2014a).
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Supplementary Figure S1: True positive rate and false positive rate for classification of projection
existence from all possible combinations of parameters. Distribution of rates across all 100 rounds of
cross-validation is shown for all threshold probabilities. Overall performance was best for the combination
of |log-ratiodensity] and Euclidean distance. Note that the addition of |log-ratiotickness| to these two
parameters did not improve performance. Boxplots indicate median rates by a black bar and outliers by

gray circles.



Beul, Barbas, Hilgetag (2016) A Predictive Structural Model of the Primate Connectome

A Youden-index B maximum Youden-index
1 T T T T T T
- . -
density, distance, T T T T T T T T T T T T T l IT&TTI
thickness NO05F e =TT b F R
o] I I A Y
0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.0
.

density, distance = 05] - P ] k2 i L

density, thickness = 0.5 &+ = i L

distance, thickness = 051 | |

P AT T A - < A A A B B
0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.0
1
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
density = 05p e a=T L 4 H ’ 1
ol TT T T T T T 01 1111 i
0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.0
!
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
distance =050 P 4 L ‘ i
obll L L 11 1 111 1 I 1 TTTeead ] | 1]
0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.0
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1T
thickness = 0.5 i L ’ ]
P O s o e ol ol s S SR A S35 [ N N O N A I 0

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.0 1 L 1

Supplementary Figure S2: Youden-index J for classification of projection existence from all possible
combinations of parameters. (A) Distribution of J across all 100 rounds of cross-validation is shown for all
threshold probabilities. Overall performance was best for the combination of [log-ratiogensity] and Euclidean
distance. Note that the addition of [log-ratiotickness| to these two parameters did not improve performance.
(B) Distribution of maximum J (across all threshold probabilities) for all 100 rounds of cross-validation.
Kruskal-Wallis-test showed that the distributions were significantly different (H = 661.0, p <.001). Post hoc
tests (Bonferroni-corrected) revealed that the distributions of ‘density, distance, thickness’ and ‘density,
distance’ were not significantly different from each other (p > .05), while all other pair-wise tests reached

statistical significance (all p < .05). Boxplots indicate median J by a black bar and outliers by gray circles.
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Supplementary Table S1, related to Figure 3: Classification of unsampled projections. The status of
projections not sampled in the data set was predicted from the posterior probabilities resulting from the
trained classifier (Fig 3). Projections were predicted to be absent if their associated |log-ratiodensity] and
Euclidean distance yielded a posterior probability for a projection to be present of p(present) <= 0.15, and
predicted to be present if p(present) >= 0.85.

Projections
predicted to
be absent

Source Target
area area

Vi 9
V2 9
Vi 11
\l 12
Vi 13
\l 14
\l 25
Vi 32
V2 32
\l 24a
\l 24d
Vi 46v
\l 8r
Vi F3
\l Fa
Vi F6
\l OPAI
Vi OPRO
Projections
predicted to
be present

Source Target
area area

10 9
11 9
12 9
13 9
14 9
25 9
32 9
24a 9
24c 9
24d 9
46d 9
46v 9
8b 9
8m 9
8r 9
9/46d 9

Source Target
area area

9/46v 9

F2 9

F3 9

F6 9

F7 9

9 11
10 11
12 11
13 11
14 11
25 11
32 11
24a 11
24c 11
24d 11
46d 11
46v 11
8b 11
8l 11
8m 11
8r 11
9/46d 11
9/46v 11
F6 11
F7 11
9 12
10 12
11 12
13 12
14 12
25 12
32 12
24a 12
24¢ 12
24d 12
46d 12
46V 12
8b 12
8l 12
8m 12
8r 12
9/46d 12
9/46v 12
F5 12

Source Target
area area

F6 12
F7 12
OPAI 12
OPRO 12
9 13
10 13
11 13
12 13
14 13
25 13
32 13
24a 13
24c 13
24d 13
46d 13
46v 13
8b 13
8l 13
8m 13
8r 13
9/46d 13
9/46v 13
F3 13
F4 13
F5 13
F6 13
F7 13
OPAI 13
OPRO 13
9 14
10 14
11 14
12 14
13 14
25 14
32 14
24a 14
24c 14
24d 14
46d 14
46v 14
8r 14
9/46d 14
9/46v 14

Source Target
area area

F6 14
OPAI 14
24d 23
8b 23
8l 23
8m 23
F1 23
F2 23
F3 23
F4 23
9 25
10 25
11 25
12 25
13 25
14 25
32 25
24a 25
24c¢ 25
24d 25
46d 25
46v 25
8b 25
8m 25
9/46d 25
9/46v 25
F3 25
F6 25
OPAlI 25
OPRO 25
9 32
10 32
11 32
12 32
13 32
14 32
25 32
24a 32
24c¢ 32
24d 32
46d 32
46v 32
8b 32
8m 32

Source Target
area area
9/46d 32
F3 32
F4 32
F6 32
F7 32
OPAI 32
OPRO 32
9 24a
11 24a
12 24a
13 24a
14 24a
25 24a
32 24a
24c 24a
24d 24a
46d 24a
46v 24a
8b 24a
8m 24a
9/46d 24a
F2 24a
F3 24a
F4 24a
F6 24a
F7 24a
OPAI 24a
OPRO 24a
9 24d
11 24d
12 24d
13 24d
14 24d
23 24d
25 24d
32 24d
24a 24d
24c 24d
46d 24d
46v 24d
8b 24d
8l 24d
8m 24d
8r 24d
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Source Target Source Target Source Target Source Target
area area area area area area area area
9/46d  24d peri ento 24a F6 TEO TEad
9/46v  24d TEad ento 24c F6 TH/TF TEad
F2 24d TEav  ento 24d F6 2 TEav
F3 24d TH/TF  ento 46d F6 ento TEav
F4 24d 9 F3 46v F6 peri TEav
F6 24d 13 F3 8b F6 TEad TEav
F7 24d 23 F3 8l F6 teo TEav
9 46v 25 F3 8m F6 TH/TF TEav
10 46v 32 F3 8r F6 ento THITF
11 46v 24a F3 9/46d F6 peri THITF
12 46v 24c F3 9/46v  F6 TEad TH/TF
13 46v 24d F3 F2 F6 TEav  TH/TF
14 46v 46d F3 F3 F6 m V3a
25 46v 46v F3 F4 F6 DP V3a
32 46v 8b F3 F7 F6 LIP V3a
24a 46v 8l F3 5 LIP MT V3a
24c 46v 8m F3 7a LIP V2 V3a
24d 46v 8r F3 m LIP V4 V3a
46d 46v 9/46d F3 DP LIP

8b 46v F1 F3 STPI LIP

8l 46v F2 F3 V3a LIP

8m 46v F4 F3 12 OPAI

8r 46v F6 F3 13 OPAI

9/46d  46v F7 F3 14 OPAI

9/46v  46v 13 F4 25 OPAI

F3 46v 23 F4 32 OPAI

F6 46v 32 F4 24a OPAI

F7 46v 24a F4 8b OPAI

2 8r 24d F4 F4 OPAI

9 8r 8b F4 OPRO OPAI

11 8r 8l F4 12 OPRO

12 8r 8m F4 13 OPRO

13 8r 8r F4 25 OPRO

14 8r 9/46d F4 32 OPRO

24c 8r F1 F4 24a OPRO

24d 8r F2 F4 ento OPRO

46d 8r F3 F4 F4 OPRO

46v 8r F5 F4 F5 OPRO

8b 8r F6 F4 OPAI OPRO

8l 8r F7 F4 peri OPRO

8m 8r OPAI F4 2 peri

9/46d  8r OPRO F4 ento peri

9/46v  8r 9 F6 F5 peri

F2 8r 10 F6 OPRO peri

F3 8r 11 F6 TEad  peri

F4 8r 12 F6 TEav peri

F5 8r 13 F6 TH/TF  peri

F6 8r 14 F6 ento TEad

F7 8r 25 F6 peri TEad

OPRO ento 32 F6 TEav  TEad




