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Abstract 

 

Motivation: Lack of tools for comprehensive and complete segmentation of deep grey 

nuclei using a single software for reproducibility and repeatability 

Goal(s): A fast accurate and robust method for segmentation of deep grey nuclei 

(thalamic nuclei, basal ganglia, claustrum, red nucleus) from structural T1 MRI data at 

conventional field strengths 

Approach: We leverage the improved contrast of white-matter-nulled imaging by using 

the recently proposed Histogram-based Polynomial Synthesis (HIPS) to synthesize 

WMn-like images from standard T1 and then use a multi-atlas segmentation with joint 

label fusion to segment deep grey nuclei. 

Results: The method worked robustly on all field strengths (1.5/3/7) and Dice 

coefficients of 0.7 or more were achieved for all structures compared against manual 

segmentation ground truth. 

Impact: This method facilitates careful investigation of the role of deep grey nuclei by 

enabling the use of conventional T1 data from large public databases, which has not 

been possible, hitherto, due to lack of robust reproducible segmentation tools.  

 

  



Introduction 

 

The role of subcortical brain structures is becoming increasingly important, both in 

healthy aging and, especially, in neurodegenerative and neuropsychiatric conditions. 

The involvement of the thalamus and its constituent nuclei have been shown in several 

conditions including multiple sclerosis [Minagar et al., 2013; Planche et al., 2020], 

frontotemporal dementia [Bocchetta et al., 2020; McKenna et al., 2022], Alzheimer’s 

disease [Bernstein et al., 2021], and alcohol use disorder [Segobin and Pitel, 2021; 

Zahr et al., 2020]. Basal ganglia structures have been implicated in Parkinson’s disease, 

Huntington’s disease, dystonia and related conditions. Specific thalamic nuclei such as 

ventralis intermedius (VIM) and centromedian (CM) as well as basal ganglia structures 

such as the globus pallidus are powerful targets for deep brain stimulation (DBS) for 

treatment of drug-resistant essential and Parkinsonian tremors [7-8]. Newer 

subcortical DBS targets for treatment of intractable epilepsy [Klinger and Mittal, 2018; 

Ryvlin et al., 2021], obsessive compulsive disorder [Abraham et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 

2020], and trigeminal neuralgia are topics of active research. Older indirect targeting 

methods are slowly being replaced by direct targeting and in this context, a method for 

fast, accurate, and comprehensive segmentation of subcortical structures is critical.  

 

Many popular neuroimaging parcellation packages like Freesurfer [Fischl, 2012], FSL 

[Jenkinson et al., 2012], and volBrain [Manjón and Coupé, 2016]produce only a subset 

of subcortical structures (typically pallidum, nucleus accumbens, caudate, putamen, 



thalamus, hippocampus, amygdala for the left and right hemispheres) when segmenting 

3D T1-weighted MRI data. Freesurfer has also incorporated a thalamic nuclei 

segmentation module [Iglesias et al., 2018], which further subdivides the whole 

thalamus into constituent nuclei. Most of these packages lack subdivisions such as the 

internal and external divisions of the globus pallidus. They also do not segment 

structures such as the claustrum or the red nucleus. While there are specialized 

methods proposed to address parcellation some of the above structures, a seamlessly 

integrated unified package for segmentation of thalamic nuclei and subcortical 

structures is still missing. This would greatly improve repeatability and reproducibility 

efforts and minimize errors and overhead in installing and maintaining multiple packages 

across different operating systems.  

 

Thalamus-optimized multi-atlas segmentation (THOMAS) [Su et al., 2019] is a current 

state-of-the-art technique for fast and accurate segmentation of thalamic nuclei from 

structural MRI. It leverages the improved contrast arising from white-matter nulling 

(WMn) [Saranathan et al., 2015; Tourdias et al., 2014] provided by sequences such as 

Fast Gray Matter Acquisition T1 Inversion Recovery (FGATIR) and white-matter-nulled 

Magnetization Prepared Rapid Gradient echo (WMn-MPRAGE). WMn improves both intra-

thalamic nuclear contrast as well as accurate delineation of the outer (ventral) 

boundaries of the thalamus from adjacent white matter tracts. THOMAS was originally 

developed and optimized for WMn contrast. However, it was very recently adapted for 

conventional T1 (i.e. standard MPRAGE with dark cerebrospinal fluid signal) imaging by 



using a WMn synthesis step prior to segmentation [Vidal et al., 2024]. This 

preprocessing referred to as Histogram-based Polynomial synthesis (HIPS) essentially 

converts T1 to WMn contrast, making it optimal for THOMAS, and greatly increasing the 

usability of THOMAS, especially on public databases such as Alzheimer’s Disease 

Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI) and Open access series of imaging studies (OASIS) 

which have only standard 3D T1 datasets.  

 

In this work, we exploited the improved WMn contrast of THOMAS to segment other 

subcortical deep grey nuclei, including the claustrum and the red nucleus in addition to 

the thalamic nuclei. This method, we call sTHOMAS (s for subcortical), was validated on 

different image contrasts (WMn as well as standard T1), different field strengths (3T 

and 7T MRI) as well as different manufacturers (GE, Siemens, Philips) to establish its 

accuracy and robustness. We expect the open-source containerized implementation to 

contribute both to repeatability and reproducibility efforts as well as systematic 

analysis of large databases to develop normative models and exploratory analyses. 

  

Methods  

 

Multi-atlas generation: 20 7T WMn-MPRAGE datasets (the same 20 used in the original 

THOMAS implementation for thalamic nuclei) were segmented by an experienced 

neuroanatomist and a trained medical student using 3D-Slicer and ITK-SNAP. Nine 

subcortical structures- caudate, nucleus accumbens, claustrum, globus pallidus- interna 



and externa, whole globus pallidus, putamen, amygdala, and red nucleus- were manually 

delineated and added to the twelve structures (eleven thalamic nuclei and the 

mammillothalamic tract) that are already part of THOMAS for the left and right 

hemispheres. The list is shown in Supplemental Table 1. 

 

Multi-atlas segmentation: The basic multi-atlas-based segmentation algorithm is 

described in detail in [Su et al., 2020] and shown in Figure 1. Briefly- the 20 WMn-

MPRAGE prior datasets were diffeomorphically registered using Advanced Normalization 

Tools (ANTs) [Avants et al., 2008] to a mean WMn template (also generated from the 

20 priors). These 20 transformations (WpiT) were precomputed and stored for 

computational efficiency. At runtime, the cropped mean WMn template is 

diffeomorphically registered to the cropped input image. Cropping, implemented using a 

simple automated scheme, was employed to improve accuracy and speed by restricting 

the focus to the structures of interest i.e. thalamus and deep grey nuclei. The crop size 

was chosen to encompass all the newer structures of interest which extend beyond the 

thalamus boundaries. By combining the two warps (i.e. prior to template WpiT and 

template to input R), manually segmented labels from the 20 priors are warped into 

native image space and subsequently combined using a joint label fusion algorithm to 

yield the final parcellation labels. For standard T1 data, the histogram-based polynomial 

synthesis (HIPS) algorithm was applied to the cropped image to synthesize WMn-like 

data prior to registration, and label fusion steps as described in [Vidal et al., 2024]. 

Note that the use of WMn synthesis enables the use of the more accurate joint label 



fusion algorithm compared to majority voting when combining the labels. The sTHOMAS 

pipeline is summarized in Figure 1. In addition to the nuclei for each hemisphere, 

sTHOMAS also outputs a quality control image file showing triplanar cross-sections of 

the input image with and without overlays of nuclei. It also has a panel where the 

registration between input and template is overlaid (edge map) for a quick visual 

evaluation of the efficacy of the registration step (Supplemental Figure 1). This file is 

useful for quick visual assessment when processing large databases. The volumes of 

each nucleus are also tabulated in separate tsv files, one for each hemisphere for use in 

statistical analyses. (Supplemental Figure 2) 

 

Valida'on: sTHOMAS was rigorously validated for mul'ple use case scenarios. The first 

valida'on was a leave-one-out-cross-valida'on (LOOCV) scheme on the prior datasets 

using the 20 manual delinea'ons of 7T WMn MPRAGE as gold standard. Following this, 

the accuracy of HIPS for processing T1 MRI was then validated on 18 T1 and WMn 

datasets obtained concurrently on subjects from Siemens and Philips 3T MRI scanners 

(different set of subjects scanned on each scanner). Finally, sTHOMAS was validated 

against manual segmenta'ons on 25 3T standard T1 MRI datasets gleaned from the 

Human Connectome Project (HCP) young adult database. The manual segmenta'ons 

were publicly available from [Rushmore et al., 2022]. For comparisons, FSL and 

Freesurfer were also used to segment subcor'cal structures in the same T1 datasets. 

Dice coefficients were used to assess accuracy.  Note that since the accuracy of the 



HIPS THOMAS segmentation for thalamic nuclei has already been previously validated 

and published [Vidal et al., 2024], this work only considers the newer subcortical 

structures added (with whole thalamus shown for reference purposes). 

 

Results 

 

Figure 2 shows cropped axial sections from a 3T Philips WMn-MPRAGE dataset 

highlighting the improved intra-subcortical contrast with overlaid sTHOMAS 

segmentations. Note the clear delineation of the claustrum, globus pallidus interna and 

externa as well as small structures such as the mammillothalamic tract (MTT) and the 

habenula, not segmented by most currently available software. Figure 3 shows 

sTHOMAS segmentation results from conventional 3T T1 MPRAGE datasets obtained on 

a Philips scanner (top row, same subject as shown in Figure 2) and a Siemens scanner 

(bottom row, different subject). Panels A and E show the original T1 contrast image 

whilst panels B and F show the corresponding HIPS synthesized WMn-like image. Note 

the clear visualization of small structures like in WMn-MPRAGE segmentation. Figure 4 

illustrates the robustness of the sTHOMAS method. The top row shows the results 

from a GE 1.5T conventional T1 dataset with slightly worse spatial resolution in axial 

and coronal sections. The bottom row shows the results from a 3T GE conventional T1 

MPRAGE acquired on a patient with the semantic variant of frontotemporal dementia 

with clearly enlarged ventricles. Note that the nonlinear registration has performed well 

despite the challenges posed by the ventricles as can be seen by the accurate 



delineation of caudate nucleus and the thalamic structures adjacent to the ventricles 

such as mediodorsal and pulvinar nuclei. 

 

 

Quantitative performance metrics for sTHOMAS are summarized in Figure 5 for the 

LOOCV evaluated against manual segmentation ground truth for the newly added 

subcortical structures and the whole thalamus. Mean Dice values of 0.7 or higher was 

achieved for 8 of the 9 structures with three structures (caudate, putamen, thalamus) 

achieving Dice of 0.9 or higher. Figure 6 illustrates the performance of sTHOMAS on 

conventional T1 MPRAGE evaluated against WMn-MPRAGE ground truth segmentation. 

The use of HIPS with sTHOMAS made it perform very comparably to that of WMn with a 

mean Dice of 0.8 or higher for all 9 structures. The corresponding data showing mean 

and standard deviation of the Dice values for both WMn and T1 MPRAGE are tabulated 

in Table 1. Finally, Figure 7 compares the performance of sTHOMAS (green) with FSL 

(yellow) and Freesurfer (blue) on 3T T1 HCP datasets where manual segmentation was 

available for 5 structures (accumbens, caudate, pallidus, putamen, and thalamus). 

sTHOMAS was superior to Freesurfer for all except thalamus and superior or 

comparable to FSL for all except GP and thalamus. (see Discussion for explanation on 

the thalamus). The corresponding numerical Dice data with mean and standard 

deviation is shown in Tables 1-2.  

 

 



Discussion 

 

We have developed sTHOMAS, a fast, comprehensive, robust, and accurate tool for 

subcortical segmentation that is open-source and publicly available in containerized 

form. Rigorous validation performed against manual segmentation ground-truth on 

7TWMn and 3T T1 datasets indicates excellent accuracy (Dice) with almost all 

structures achieving Dice of 0.7 or more and structures like putamen, thalamus, and 

caudate achieving Dice of 0.8 and higher. We hope sTHOMAS will enable systematic 

analysis of large databases to throw more light on the role of subcortical structures like 

claustrum that have not been explored hitherto in healthy aging and disease. Compared 

to the previous releases of THOMAS, this is a lean implementation reducing the docker 

container size from 60Gb to16Gb making it much easier to download. It is also a fully 

open-source implementation with wrapper scripts provided for using docker and 

singularity containers, the latter being useful for high performance clusters where 

docker usage is restricted. 

 

Comparisons with existing methods 

 

To our knowledge, apart from Freesurfer, there are no publicly available methods that 

can provide comprehensive deep grey nuclei segmentation which include individual 

thalamic nuclei (as opposed to whole thalamus). However, sTHOMAS possesses a 

significant computational time advantage over Freesurfer- 20-30 min vs several hours 



on an i9 processor 64 Gb RAM Linux workstation. THOMAS has also been shown to be 

slightly more accurate than Freesurfer and much more sensitive to atrophy in a recent 

work [Williams et al., 2024] rigorously comparing the two methods using Dice and 

Hausdorff distance as well as the ability to discriminate controls from mild cognitive 

impairment and Alzheimer’s disease. In our comparisons on 3T HCP datasets against 

manuals segmentation, sTHOMAS also performed better than Freesurfer and better 

than or comparable to FSL. Other attempts at comprehensive deep grey nuclei 

segmentation include the Marseille 7T atlas [Brun et al., 2022] based on 7T MRI 

MP2RAGE datasets. This atlas is based on a single averaged template reducing its 

robustness. Finally, the Amsterdam group’s Multi-contrast Anatomical Subcortical 

Structure Parcellation (MASSP) [Bazin et al., 2020] is a multi-atlas method which also 

incorporates shape in the models. While it produces 17 structures including STN and 

SN, the thalamus is not segmented to individual nuclei, which is a potential limitation. 

The striatum is also not separated into caudate and accumbens but instead segmented 

as a whole structure. 

 

The claustrum is one of the most connected structures in the brain and one of the 

focus in Cricks’ search [Crick and Koch, 2005] for structures involved in consciousness. 

It is still poorly understood, rarely segmented and its atrophy in various 

neurodegenerative conditions virtually undocumented. Recent evidence [Liaw and 

Augustine, 2023] suggests that the claustrum is potentially a structural interface 

between awakening, awareness, and integration, critical components of consciousness. 



There are a couple of recently proposed specialized methods [Berman et al., 2020; Li 

et al., 2021] for segmentation of the claustrum including deep learning. Our accuracy 

is comparable or higher than these methods, making it a promising method to study 

the role of claustrum using a more widely distributed and used software tool. 

 

Our method has several limitations. Due to the lack of widespread availability of 

susceptibility weighted MRI data in public databases, we have restricted the method to 

T1-weighted MRI (WMn or standard T1 MPRAGE contrast). As a result, two iron 

containing structures- subthalamic nucleus and substantia nigra- have been omitted. 

Future implementations will explore potential synthesis of susceptibility-weighted 

imaging (SWI) data from T1 and T2/T2* weighted MRI to segment these two missing 

nuclei. An immediate next step is the addition of ventricles and the whole 

hippocampus, which is currently in progress. Lastly, one potential drawback of using 

the Rushmore segmentation of HCP 3T T1 data is their lack of WMn MPRAGE for 

delineation of thalamus boundaries. This could explain the reason why sTHOMAS 

paradoxically performed slightly worse than FSL or Freesurfer for the whole thalamus. 

Note that 7T WMn-MPRAGE data which leveraged WMn contrast for delineation of the 

thalamus boundaries, produced much higher sTHOMAS Dice for the whole thalamus 

(0.92 for WMn vs manual, 0.93 for T1HIPS vs WMn, and 0.81 for T1 vs manual 

Rushmore labels). Nonetheless, the Rushmore dataset employs state-of-the-art unified 

procedures for comprehensive segmentation and was, hence, included to evaluate 

sTHOMAS against FSL and Freesurfer on standard T1 MRI data.   



 

Future enhancements besides increasing the number of structures include incorporation 

of deep learning-based segmentation which can further improve computational speed 

and reduce errors from misregistration resulting from enlarged ventricles and 

potentially compromising the accuracy of caudate segmentation. 

 

In conclusion, sTHOMAS can provide accurate and fast segmentation of deep grey 

structures from T1 MRI data, working robustly across different field strengths and 

image contrasts. We expect sTHOMAS to be useful in fast analysis of public databases 

to uncover the roles of these structures in healthy aging and disease. 

 

Acknowledgements 

 

We would like to acknowledge funding from the National Institute of Biomedical Imaging 

and Bioengineering (R01 EB032674).  Data were provided [in part] by the Human 

Connectome Project, WU-Minn Consortium (Principal Investigators: David Van Essen and 

Kamil Ugurbil; 1U54MH091657) funded by the 16 NIH Institutes and Centers that 

support the NIH Blueprint for Neuroscience Research; and by the McDonnell Center for 

Systems Neuroscience at Washington University. We also acknowledge use of a 1.5T 

MRI dataset from the publicly available Indian Brain Segmentation Database [Jayanthi 

Sivaswamy et al., 2021]. 

 



 

References 

 

Abraham ME, Ong V, Gendreau J, Brown NJ, Choi EH, Shlobin NA, Yang CY, Shahrestani 
S, Himstead AS, Detchou DK, Patel N, Gold J, Sahyouni R, Diaz-Aguilar LD, Ben-
Haim S (2023): Investigating Deep Brain Stimulation of the Habenula: A Review 
of Clinical Studies. Neuromodulation 26:292–301. 

Avants BB, Epstein CL, Grossman M, Gee JC (2008): Symmetric diffeomorphic image 
registration with cross-correlation: evaluating automated labeling of elderly and 
neurodegenerative brain. Med Image Anal 12:26–41. 

Bazin P-L, Alkemade A, Mulder MJ, Henry AG, Forstmann BU (2020): Multi-contrast 
anatomical subcortical structures parcellation. Elife 9:e59430. 

Berman S, Schurr R, Atlan G, Citri A, Mezer AA (2020): Automatic Segmentation of the 
Dorsal Claustrum in Humans Using in vivo High-Resolution MRI. Cereb Cortex 
Commun 1:tgaa062. 

Bernstein AS, Rapcsak SZ, Hornberger M, Saranathan M, Alzheimer’s Disease 
Neuroimaging Initiative (2021): Structural Changes in Thalamic Nuclei Across 
Prodromal and Clinical Alzheimer’s Disease. J Alzheimers Dis 82:361–371. 

Bocchetta M, Iglesias JE, Neason M, Cash DM, Warren JD, Rohrer JD (2020): Thalamic 
nuclei in frontotemporal dementia: Mediodorsal nucleus involvement is universal 
but pulvinar atrophy is unique to C9orf72. Hum Brain Mapp 41:1006–1016. 

Brun G, Testud B, Girard OM, Lehmann P, de Rochefort L, Besson P, Massire A, Ridley B, 
Girard N, Guye M, Ranjeva J-P, Le Troter A (2022): Automatic segmentation of 
deep grey nuclei using a high-resolution 7T magnetic resonance imaging atlas-
Quantification of T1 values in healthy volunteers. Eur J Neurosci 55:438–460. 

Crick FC, Koch C (2005): What is the function of the claustrum? Philos Trans R Soc 
Lond B Biol Sci 360:1271–1279. 

Fischl B (2012): FreeSurfer. Neuroimage 62:774–781. 
Iglesias JE, Insausti R, Lerma-Usabiaga G, Bocchetta M, Van Leemput K, Greve DN, van 

der Kouwe A, Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative, Fischl B, Caballero-
Gaudes C, Paz-Alonso PM (2018): A probabilistic atlas of the human thalamic 
nuclei combining ex vivo MRI and histology. Neuroimage 183:314–326. 

Jayanthi Sivaswamy, Alphin J Thottupattu, Mythri V, Raghav Mehta, R Sheelakumari, 
Chandrasekharan Kesavadas (2021): Indian Brain Segmentation Dataset(IBSD). 
Zenodo. https://zenodo.org/doi/10.5281/zenodo.5656775. 

Jenkinson M, Beckmann CF, Behrens TEJ, Woolrich MW, Smith SM (2012): FSL. 
Neuroimage 62:782–790. 

Klinger N, Mittal S (2018): Deep brain stimulation for seizure control in drug-resistant 
epilepsy. Neurosurg Focus 45:E4. 



Li H, Menegaux A, Schmitz-Koep B, Neubauer A, Bäuerlein FJB, Shit S, Sorg C, Menze B, 
Hedderich D (2021): Automated claustrum segmentation in human brain MRI 
using deep learning. Hum Brain Mapp 42:5862–5872. 

Liaw YS, Augustine GJ (2023): The claustrum and consciousness: An update. Int J Clin 
Health Psychol 23:100405. 

Manjón JV, Coupé P (2016): volBrain: An Online MRI Brain Volumetry System. Front 
Neuroinform 10:30. 

McKenna MC, Li Hi Shing S, Murad A, Lope J, Hardiman O, Hutchinson S, Bede P (2022): 
Focal thalamus pathology in frontotemporal dementia: Phenotype-associated 
thalamic profiles. J Neurol Sci 436:120221. 

Minagar A, Barnett MH, Benedict RHB, Pelletier D, Pirko I, Sahraian MA, Frohman E, 
Zivadinov R (2013): The thalamus and multiple sclerosis: modern views on 
pathologic, imaging, and clinical aspects. Neurology 80:210–219. 

Planche V, Su JH, Mournet S, Saranathan M, Dousset V, Han M, Rutt BK, Tourdias T 
(2020): White-matter-nulled MPRAGE at 7T reveals thalamic lesions and atrophy 
of specific thalamic nuclei in multiple sclerosis. Mult Scler 26:987–992. 

Rushmore RJ, Sunderland K, Carrington H, Chen J, Halle M, Lasso A, Papadimitriou G, 
Prunier N, Rizzoni E, Vessey B, Wilson-Braun P, Rathi Y, Kubicki M, Bouix S, 
Yeterian E, Makris N (2022): Anatomically curated segmentation of human 
subcortical structures in high resolution magnetic resonance imaging: An open 
science approach. Front Neuroanat 16:894606. 

Ryvlin P, Rheims S, Hirsch LJ, Sokolov A, Jehi L (2021): Neuromodulation in epilepsy: 
state-of-the-art approved therapies. Lancet Neurol 20:1038–1047. 

Saranathan M, Tourdias T, Bayram E, Ghanouni P, Rutt BK (2015): Optimization of 
white-matter-nulled magnetization prepared rapid gradient echo (MP-RAGE) 
imaging. Magn Reson Med 73:1786–1794. 

Segobin S, Pitel A-L (2021): The specificity of thalamic alterations in Korsakoff’s 
syndrome: Implications for the study of amnesia. Neurosci Biobehav Rev 
130:292–300. 

Su JH, Choi EY, Tourdias T, Saranathan M, Halpern CH, Henderson JM, Pauly KB, 
Ghanouni P, Rutt BK (2020): Improved Vim targeting for focused ultrasound 
ablation treatment of essential tremor: A probabilistic and patient-specific 
approach. Hum Brain Mapp 41:4769–4788. 

Su JH, Thomas FT, Kasoff WS, Tourdias T, Choi EY, Rutt BK, Saranathan M (2019): 
Thalamus Optimized Multi Atlas Segmentation (THOMAS): fast, fully automated 
segmentation of thalamic nuclei from structural MRI. Neuroimage 194:272–282. 

Tourdias T, Saranathan M, Levesque IR, Su J, Rutt BK (2014): Visualization of intra-
thalamic nuclei with optimized white-matter-nulled MPRAGE at 7T. Neuroimage 
84:534–545. 

Vidal JP, Danet L, Péran P, Pariente J, Bach Cuadra M, Zahr NM, Barbeau EJ, Saranathan 
M (2024): Robust thalamic nuclei segmentation from T1-weighted MRI using 
polynomial intensity transformation. Brain Struct Funct 229:1087–1101. 



Williams B, Nguyen D, Vidal JP, Saranathan M (2024): Thalamic nuclei segmentation 
from T1-weighted MRI: Unifying and benchmarking state-of-the-art methods. 
Imaging Neurosci (Camb) 2:1–16. 

Zahr NM, Sullivan EV, Pohl KM, Pfefferbaum A, Saranathan M (2020): Sensitivity of 
ventrolateral posterior thalamic nucleus to back pain in alcoholism and CD4 nadir 
in HIV. Hum Brain Mapp 41:1351–1361. 

Zhang C, Zhang Y, Li D, Deng Z, Nuttin B, Voon V, Sun B (2020): Habenular Stimulation 
for Neurosurgery Resistant Obsessive-Compulsive Disorder: A Case Report. Front 
Psychiatry 11:29. 

 
  



Figures 

 

Figure 1. The sTHOMAS segmentation pipeline. The input image is cropped and 

undergoes an additional HIPS step for synthesis of WMn-like images in the case of 

standard T1 and then registered nonlinearly to a cropped internal template image. This 

transformation is combined with the precomputed prior-template warps to warp the 

prior labels to native space which are then fused using a joint-label fusion algorithm to 

generate the final sTHOMAS segmentation outputs. 

 

 

 



 

 

Figure 2. Axial sections from a Philips 3T WMn-MPRAGE dataset with bilateral sTHOMAS 

segmentation outputs overlaid. Note the clear visualization of small structures such as 

the lateral and medial geniculate nuclei, habenula and the mammillothalamic tract as 

well as structures like the claustrum and red nucleus not segmented by most existing 

segmentation tools.  

 

 

 

 



 

Figure 3. sTHOMAS segmentation results from a Philips 3T T1-MPRAGE dataset (top 

row) and a Siemens 3T T1 MPRAGE dataset (bottom row) showing original T1 input 

images (A,E) and the corresponding HIPS-synthesized WMn-like images (B,F) and with 

the sTHOMAS overlays (C,G). Coronal cuts with overlays are shown in the rightmost 

column (D,H). 

  



 

 

Figure 4. sTHOMAS segmentation results from a GE 1.5T T1-MPRAGE dataset (top row) 

and a GE 3T T1 MPRAGE dataset on a patient with the semantic variant of 

frontotemporal demential (bottom row) showing original T1 input images (A,B) and the 

corresponding HIPS-synthesized WMn-like images with sTHOMAS overlays (B,E). Coronal 

cuts with overlays are shown in the rightmost column (C,F). Note the excellent 

performance of sTHOMAS even on the patient with enlarged ventricles and minimal 

motion artifacts. 



 

Figure 5. Mean Dice results (n=20) from GE 7T WMn-MPRAGE data compared against 

manual segmentation ground truth using a leave-one-out-cross-validation (LOOCV) 

approach.  

  



 

Figure 6. Mean Dice results (n=18) from Siemens 3T T1-MPRAGE data (left) and Philips 

3T T1-MPRAGE data (right) compared against the corresponding WMn-MPRAGE data 

acquired on the same subject. The high Dice values show the validity of the HIPS 

synthesis step used in sTHOMAS for processing standard T1 MRI data.  

  



 

Figure 7. Mean Dice results (n=25) from the HCP 3T T1-MPRAGE data for sTHOMAS 

(green) compared to Freesurfer (blue) and FSL (yellow). Only structures common to 

sTHOMAS and the Rushmore manual segmentation labels were used for the evaluation. 

 

 

 

 

 



Table 1. Mean and standard deviation of Dice results for sTHOMAS evaluated on GE 7T 

WMn MPRAGE (n=20) against manual segmentation. The right columns show the 

sTHOMAS Dice for Philips and Siemens 3T T1 MPRAGE (n=18) evaluated against WMn-

MPRAGE i.e. evaluation of HIPS accuracy. 

 

 

 

  



Table 2. Mean and standard deviation of Dice results on HCP 3T T1 dataset (n=25) 

evaluated against manual segmentation comparing Freesurfer and FSL with sTHOMAS. 

 

 

 

  



Supplemental material 

 
Supplemental Figure 1. An example of an automatically generated output file (png 
format) from sTHOMAS pipeline for quality control purposes showing the original 
cropped image in all 3 orthogonal planes (top), with sTHOMAS bilateral outputs overlaid 
(middle), and the edge map of registration with the WMn template overlaid (bottom). 
The edge map is useful to rule out registration failures occasionally seen in cases with 
enlarged ventricles especially near the caudate nucleus. 

 



 
Supplemental Figure 2. Content of an exemplary nucleiVols.txt generated for each 
hemisphere listing the volumes of whole thalamus and the segmented nuclei in mm3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Supplemental Table 1. List of structures segmented by sTHOMAS classified into regions 
(thalamus, basal ganglia, other). The abbreviation/label index followed for the output 
nomenclature is also shown. 

 

Region Structure/nucleus Abbreviation label index 

Thalamus (Anterior) Anteroventral AV 2 

Thalamus (Ventral) Ventral anterior VA 4 

 Ventral lateral anterior VLa 5 

 Ventral lateral posterior VLp 6 

 Ventral posterolateral VPL 7 

Thalamus (Posterior) Pulvinar Pul 8 

 Lateral geniculate nucleus LGN 9 

 Medial geniculate nucleus MGN 10 

Thalamus (Medial) Centromedian CM 11 

 Mediodorsal-parafascicular MD-Pf 12 

Basal Ganglia Caudate Cau 26 

 Nucleus accumbens Acc 27 

 External globus pallidus GPe 29 

 Internal globus pallidus GPi 30 

 Putamen Put 31 

 Globus pallidus whole GP 33 

Other Habenula Hb 13 



 Mammillothalamic tract MTT 14 

 Claustrum Cla 28 

 Red nucleus RN 32 

 

 


