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Abstract

In the last years in-vivo tractography has assumed an important role in neurosciences, for both
research and clinical applications such as non-invasive investigation of brain connectivity and
presurgical planning in neurosurgery. In more recent years there has been a growing interest in the
applications of diffusion tractography for target identification in neurofunctional disorders for an
increasingly tailored approach. The growing diffusion of well-established neurosurgical procedures as
deep brain stimulation (DBS), radiofrequency ablation (RFA) and stereotactic radiosurgery (STR), or
more recently introduced methods as trans-cranial Magnetic Resonance-guided Focused Ultrasound
(tcMRgFUS) and MR-guided laser interstitial thermal therapy (MRgLITT), favored this trend.
Tractography can indeed provide more accurate, patient-specific, information about the targeted region
if compared to stereotactic atlases. On the other hand, this tractography-based approachs is not very
physician-friendly, and its heavily time consuming since needs several hours for Magnetic Resonance
Imaging (MRI) data processing. In this study we propose a novel open-source deep learning framework
called DeLTA-BIT (acronym of Deep-learning Local TrActography for BraIn Targeting) for
reconstructing thalamic probabilistic tractography maps enabling a personalized (patient-specific)
target identification for functional neurological disorders which may facilitate the resolution of these
limitations for clinical applications outside of the research and academic scenarios. The proposed
framework exploits two convolutional neural networks (CNNs) to segment the thalamus and
reconstruct the connectivity map between each voxel inside the thalamus and any user-specified target
cortical or subcortical masks. These CNNs were trained, validated, and tested on the datasets from the
Human Connectome Project (HCP) database. Our results are comparable with the state-of-the-art
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data-driven segmentation and probabilistic tractography and demonstrate the high performance of
proposed networks for personalized thalamic target identification with a Dice coefficient of 0.93± 0.01
for thalamus segmentation and a Dice Similarity Coefficient for the projection to the precentral gyrus
from the thalamus of 0.80± 0.06. The code of these models is freely available on GitHub.

Keywords: Deep Learning; Targeting; transcranial magnetic resonance-guided focused ultrasound
surgery; Deep brain stimulation, probabilistic tractography,Thalamus

Introduction

The growing potential of non-invasive techniques to study central nervous system connectivity has
opened new perspectives in the neuroscience field. In the last years in-vivo techniques used to visually
represent fiber bundles (i.e. tractography) by magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) has taken an
increasingly crucial role for both research and clinical applications such as investigation of brain
connectivity or presurgical planning in the neuro-oncology field [1]. In recent years there has also been
a growing interest in the applications of diffusion tractography for target identification in
neurofunctional disorders for an increasingly tailored approach. The growing diffusion of
well-established neurosurgical procedures as deep brain stimulation (DBS) [2–6], radiofrequency
ablation (RFA) [7–10], and stereotactic radiosurgery (STR) [11–15], or more recently introduced
methods as trans-cranial Magnetic Resonance-guided Focused Ultrasound (tcMRgFUS) [16–21], and
MR-guided laser interstitial thermal therapy (MRgLITT) [22–25], favored this trend as they
introduced new standards of precision-terapy. The use of tractography can indeed provide more
accurate, patient-specific, information about the targeted region if compared to stereotactic
atlases [26–33]. The most common functional neurological disorder, actually the most common
movement disorder in adults, is essential tremor (ET). This condition affects abilities to perform daily
activities for many millions of patients worldwide because of rhythmic trembling of the hands, head,
voice, legs or trunk, with psychosocial effects that compromise quality of life. [34–36] A possible cause
of ET is an abnormal activity of central tremor network [37, 38] even though further investigations are
needed to define accurate pathogenesis [36, 39]. ET treatment depends on the severity of tremor, the
body part affected, the occupation of the patients and the degree of social disability. Thus, not all
patients with ET need treatment. When a treatment is needed there are several options ranging from
behavioral techniques and physical therapy to medications, up to surgical ones [40]. In cases with
medication-refractory symptoms significantly affecting patient’s quality of life, the surgical option is
contemplated. In these cases, the tremor can be reduced or even suppressed by lesioning or stimulating
a relay nucleus of the thalamus, so called ventral intermediate nucleus (VIM) [41, 42] even if other
targets may be considered too. Nowadays, the surgical gold standard procedure for many
neurofunctional disorders as ET is DBS which involves the implantation of electrodes within the
VIM [4,43]. In the last years the neurosurgical treatments of ET are taking advantage of the use of
transcranial Magnetic Resonance-guided Focused UltraSound (tcMRgFUS) which offers an incisionless
and tailored approach without the need to open the skull. This technique allows non-invasive brain
thermal lesioning by focusing multiple high energy focused ultrasound beams on the target under
guidance of MRI for both procedure planning and thermal monitoring. Nowadays, tcMRgFUS has
successfully exploited for treatments of ET patients worldwide [16–21,44–46,46–54]. It has been
demonstrated that probabilistic tractography can be used to label thalamus in its subregions, each
projecting bundles of fibers that connect the thalamus to various cortical brain regions, providing
valuable non-invasive in-vivo thalamus parcellation [55–57]. The VIM in particular, receives fibers from
cerebellum and is connected mainly to the primary motor cortex [41, 58, 59]. The success for a safe and
effective ET surgical treatment relies on an accurate targeting of VIM (whose size are approximately
4× 4× 6 mm3 [30]). The most common current methods to identify the VIM are based on the use of a
thalamic stereotactic atlas overlaid on the structural MR images of patients or on adoption of
stereotactic coordinates defined in relation to the anterior commissure–posterior commissure (AC-PC)
references( [60]). This indirect atlas-based targeting suffers from several limitations because it does not
take into account the anatomical variability between subjects (since the atlases are constructed on a
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limited number of subjects) and thus is not patient-specific. In order to overcome these limits recently
many efforts are carried out to develop targeting methods based on imaging. Since standard structural
T1-weighted images lack the contrast and resolution needed for direct targeting, advanced MRI
techniques have been exploited for targeting the VIM such as susceptibility weighted imaging (SWI),
fast grey matter acquisition T1 inversion recovery (FGATIR), and diffusion tractography [61]. This
last is the most promising and effective method for non-invasive in-vivo VIM targeting, and it is based
on analysis of water diffusion through diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) acquisitions to trace white
matter fibers. In particular, probabilistic tractography incorporates the inherent uncertainty in the
diffusion-weighted MRI data to map white matter pathways without oversimplifying the complexity of
brain structure (it does not assume a single fiber direction for each voxel as done by determinist
tractography). Probabilistic tractography models the distribution of possible orientations for each
voxel estimating the probability of a connection between two brain regions resulting in a more realistic
representation of the uncertainty in the diffusion-weighted MR data and allowing the exploration of
multiple possible pathways rather than a single deterministic reconstruction that is particularly useful
in regions with complex fiber configurations [62–67]. The probability maps for tracts connecting the
treated thalamus, the hand-knob region of the ipsilateral motor cortex, and the contralateral dentate
nucleus have been already investigated for improved targeting in tcMRgFUS procedures ( [57]). So far,
on the basis of the studies performed retrospectively or prospectively the VIM targeting through
tractography is safe with proved satisfactory correlation with clinical outcomes ( [33, 55–57]). Various
advantages can be achieved through these techniques such as identifying the best target for surgery,
accomplishing patient specificity, avoiding damaging other brain areas that the desidered target,
potentially minimizing procedural time and reducing the risk of adverse effects. However, probabilistic
tractography approach is very time-consuming requiring computational analysis times of many hours
per patient and the analysis pipeline is definitely not physician friendly. Nowadays, use of machine
learning (ML) and deep learning (DL) techniques could help to tackle complex problems, also in
medical field [68], exploiting a data-driven approach rather than model-based algorithms. Recently,
white matter (WM) tractography tasks were performed through DL approaches using DTI scans as
input and directly providing WM tractography streamlines as output. First applications were aimed at
finding deterministic tractography maps. In particular, Neher et al. adopted a random forest (RF)
classifier that using raw diffusion data was able to provide direction proposals for streamline
tracking [69]. Successively, DL models for fiber tractography making use of a fully-connected (FC) and
a recurrent neural network (RNN) architectures [70] or of a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) network [71]
were developed as a regression task to carry out deterministic tractography providing the streamline
directions in each tracking step. Another approach followed is the estimation of the fiber orientation
distribution functions (fODFs) by means of DL networks and using these results to reconstruct both
deterministic and probabilistic tractograms. Deep convolutional neural networks were used for
obtaining discrete fODFs [72] as well as for predicting spherical harmonics coefficients for continuous
fODF estimation [73]. Local fiber orientations along tractography streamlines were also predicted by
means of recurrent neural networks by solving a multi-class classification problem instead of the
conventional regression approach. [74]. Other DL models (including CNN, encoder-decoder CNN or
CNN + Transformer,etc ) developed for fiber tracking are reported in literature [75–80]. Recently, a
general framework for tractography with deep reinforcement learning was proposed [77].

In this study, we propose DeLTA-BIT (acronym of Deep-learning Local TrActography for BraIn
Targeting), a novel open-source DL framework aimed at both reconstructing probabilistic tractography
maps inside the thalamus and realizing thalamic parcellation starting from diffusion-weighted MR data.
This model is able to provide the connectivity map (as that obtainable using PROBTRACKX tool
from the FMRIB Software Library [62]) between each voxel inside the thalamus and any user-specified
cortical or subcortical masks. This model is characterized on a encoder-decoder CNN able to accept as
input bounding box surrounding the thalamus with arbitrary size. Our models were trained for
different cortical regions and more than 1,000 subject from HCP database were considered for training.
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Materials and Methods

Dataset

The working dataset for designing the DL models should be composed of a large set of DWI
acquisitions which DTI images can be extracted from. In addiction, also T1 images are needed to
extract binary masks for optimal identification and segmentation of the different brain regions of
interest. Moreover, since this task is supervised, the probabilistic tractography maps should be used as
labelled images for ground truth of the model. The dataset chosen that satisfies some of these requests
is the HCP dataset ( [81–84]), with approximately 1200 young adult subjects. For each subject
considered in this paper only T1 structural images, DTI images as well as results of BEDPOST
analyses were downloaded. Each subject image subset underwent the same pipeline to carry out
probabilistic tractography (more details are provided in the next subsection). The probabilistic
tractographies were obtained using the binary mask of the left thalamus as seed points and several
brain areas as target regions. The software used runs several streamlines, whose each starts from the
seed region and moves randomly, based on the diffusion information, until a target region is reached.
So, for each voxel ROI connectivity can be assessed keeping track of the several paths and counting the
number of times that voxel is included in a streamline. This produces a number of outputs equal to the
number of target region, where a function F (x, y, z) is defined within the thalamus for each of them. If
F (x, y, z) is normalized according to the relation:

f(x, y, z) =
F (x, y, z)

∫

T
F (x′, y′, z′) dx′dy′dz′

, (1)

where T is the left side thalamus area; the quantity f(x, y, z) dxdydz represents the probability of
finding bundles of nerves connecting the seed region (the left hemisphere thalamus) with the cortex
area of interest. Considering the discrete nature of MR images, the integral in equation 1 should be
replaced by the summation over the voxels of interest. Since all images of the HCP dataset are
acquired at a resolution of 1mm× 1mm× 1mm, equation 1 becomes:

f(x, y, z) =
F (x, y, z)

∑

i∈T
F (xi, yi, zi)

. (2)

The HCP dataset is not homogeneous across all subjects: indeed, some images are absent or have been
acquired with a different protocol, so we had to discard some subjects. The final size of the dataset is
1064 subjects, whose 800 were included in the training set and 264 in the test set.

Preprocessing

The above-mentioned probabilistic tractography needs several preprocessing steps performed through
the FreeSurfer ( [85]) and FSL ( [86–88]) tools and making use of python code developed using the
numpy, nibabel and scikit-learn libraries [89–91]. MRI data were initially converted into NIFTI format,
and then our preprocessing pipeline, which includes T1 image preprocessing and DTI image
preprocessing, was applied.

T1 preprocessing

T1 images are needed to get several binary masks of the brain regions to use for probabilistic
tractography. Preprocessing to correct images for noise and artifacts before brain region extraction was
performed through the Freesurfer software. Using the command recon-all the complete pipeline
including noise and motion correction intensity normalization, labeling of the cortex and subcortex
brain regions, was carried out. The HCP dataset already has available data preprocessed by recon-all
command. After this preprocessing binary masks of both the cortex regions and the subcortex regions
were obtained. The first one can be done using the Freesurfer commands mri annotation2label and
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Figure 1. Scheme of the pipeline for probabilistic tractography.

mri label2vol, the second can be done making use of the Freesurfer command mri binarize, which
takes the segmentation files provided by recon-all and creates binary masks. Lastly, since Freesurfer
use a own representation to elaborate data, the last step was the reorientation of the data through the
FSL command fslreorient2std.

DTI preprocessing

DTI images also underwent preprocessing, since they are more prone to noise and artifacts, and this is
needed to extract DTI images. FSL tools were chosen for motion, DWI noise and eddy current
correction using the commands topup, which performs susceptibility-induced distortion correction and
fieldmap estimation, and eddy, which uses topup outputs to perform eddy current and patient motion
correction. After these first steps, in order to achieve probabilistic tractography maps the distributions
on diffusion parameters at each voxel, i.e. Bayesian Estimation of Diffusion Parameters Obtained using
Sampling Techniques (BEDPOSTX, where X stands for modelling Crossing Fibres) should be
estimated [62]. Final probabilistic tractography maps can be obtained using FSL command
probtrackx2 GPU (the GPU version of probtracx, [64, 92]). The PROBTRACKX tool produces
sample streamlines, drawing an orientation from the voxel-wise bedpostX distributions and taking a
step in this direction. The process starts from a seed region and ends when a termination criterion is
reached. These sample streamlines can then be used to build up a histogram of how many streamlines
passed through each voxel or the number of streamlines connecting specific brain regions, so applying
the normalization in equation 1 provides the desired probabilistic tractography. PROBTRACKX can
be run including seed regions (ensemble of voxels from which the streamlines begin), target regions
(ensemble of voxels in which the streamilines end), exclusion regions (ensemble of voxels which should
be avoided). PROBTRACKX assumes that all given regions come from the same representation space.
If it is not true, the transformation matrix should be specified, e.g. from structural space (of the seed
and target region) to diffusion space (space of the diffusion data). For this reason a registration
between structural and diffusion data is carried out and this can be done with FSL command flirt.
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The cortex regions considered in this work are frontal lobe, temporal lobe, occipital lobe, parietal lobe,
postcentral gyrus and precentral gyrus, so six different probabilistic tractographies were reconstructed
which became the label images to train CNN.

DTI images were also registered on T1 images. FSL was used with with dtifit and flirt

commands to first extract DTI images and then use the FA image to register the other images on T1

image.
Also in this case, some of the above operations have already been done on the HCP datasets and

only the output files were dowloaded (among these the outputs of the motion and eddy corrections and
BEDPOSTX tool).

Bounding box

Before training the CNN an analysis about computational complexity was performed. A statistical
study about thalamus physical features, such as volume and surface, showed that the thalamus of a
hemisphere has a mean volume of about 8600 mm3, i.e. approximately 0.05% of a standard MRI image
(typically in size 256× 256× 256 mm3). For this reason a bounding box was chosen. Since all HCP
images were registered on the MNI152 standard, they share an equal frame of reference. To find the
voxel coordinates of the bounding box, an hundred of subjects were randomly chosen and their
thalamus binary masks were loaded; after this the smallest box which contains the largest thalamus
among all chosen subjects was selected. Ten voxels of tolerance for each directions were added and
then it was checked that all thalamus data lie inside the box. A bounding box of 38× 60× 48 voxels
(Figure 2) was identified and it is much smaller than a standard MRI image and can easily be used to
train a CNN.

256x256x256

38x60x48

Figure 2. Bounding box containing the left side hemisphere thalamus of all dataset subjects. This
allows to work with input size of 38× 60× 48 voxels.

AI models

In order to reduce the time required for probabilistic tractography, we developed two types of CNNs.
Looking at figure 1, the idea is to use a CNN for brain segmentation and several CNN for for direct
tractography prediction. In the following we refer to the CNN which works on brain segmentations as
the segmentation model, whereas the models which predict tractographies are referred to as the
regression models. We have trained one segmentation model for thalamus segmentation, and six
regression models (one for each cortical region considered). In this way the computational time
required for tractography evaluation can be strongly reduced. However, a minimal preprocessing is still
necessary: registration between structural and DWI images and DWI artifacts corrections are needed.

The network architecture used for each model is a 3D U-Net, i.e. a 3D fully convolutional network
(Figure 3), the truly difference between them depend only on the input and output layers. The U-Net
is actually the state of the art for segmentation task and, in the last years, it is used for regression task
as well as for GAN models in image translation ( [93, 94]). In addiction, U-Net works as
encoder-decoder model, but with skip connections which avoid the vanishing-gradient.
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The network input comes projected through the network to produce the output. The network is
subdivided in levels, for each of them our model has two convolutional blocks. A convolutional block is
made by a 3D convolutional layer with kernel size equal to 3, a LeakyRelu activation layer (α = 0.01)
and a Batch Normalization layer.

In the network coding part (left side of the network in figure 3), at every level except the first,
convolutional blocks reduce the spatial size of the layer inputs and add new feature maps. In a typical
U-Net the rule is: at each level halve the input spatial sizes and add twice as many feature maps. This
goes on until the fourth level, where the layer input becomes really small in spatial size, 5× 8× 5
voxels, but it has a large number of feature maps, 128. At this stage the network has done the
encoding process and now is ready for decoding (right side of the network in figure 3). In the decoding
process the network does exactly the opposite: it increases the layer input in spatial size and reduces
the number of feature maps by 3D Transposed convolutional layers, until the layer input gets the same
spatial dimensions as the network input. This is the reason why in the the first level we add feature
maps but we keep the convolutional stride of the first block equal to 1.

When a convolutional layer, with kernel size equal to K, padding equal to P and stride equal to S,
is applied to an input, with size equal to W the output has size O is given by:

O =

⌊

W −K + 2P

S

⌋

+ 1, (3)

where ⌊⌋ refers to the floor function. A typical choice is to set P = (K − 1)/2 when S = 1, in this way
we get an output with the same size of the input. Most of DL libraries allow to do it by simply
entering the command padding=’same’. When we do that if we use a convolutional stride equal to 2
we get an output in size:

O =

{

W/2, if W even

(W + 1)/2, otherwise.
(4)

This rule can cause size matching problem in the decoding part of the network when input has not
standard size, such as powers of 2. We implemented the network using Python’s library Keras [95] and
this problem can be avoided setting the output pad command inside the 3D transposed convolutional
layer. In this way we are able to adapt our network to all input sizes.

Training models

The segmentation model was trained using the native T1 images as inputs and the binary masks
produced by FreeSurfer as targets. The images were cut into the above defined bounding box.

The regression models have been trained using same inputs but different tractographies as target.
This choice is justified by assumption that the tractographies are indipendent each other. The inputs
of the regression models consist of 11 3D volumes arranged to form a 4D array of size 38× 60× 48× 11,
where each volume has the size of the bounding box. The first volume is the binary mask of the left
side hemisphere thalamus and the second one is FA image. The other volumes are obtained
multiplying each components of eigenvector of the diffusion tensor by its eigenvalue; so, since
eigenvectors have 3 components, 9 3D volumes were obtained. This choice is based on the physical
consideration that the most of the information about probabilistic tractography derives from the values
of diffusion tensor inside thalamus, i.e. from its eigenvectors and eigenvalues in this region. Of course,
under this assumption an approximate version of the probabilistic tractography can be obtained.

In general, each of the developed network has a total number of parameters equal to 1, 466, 433, of
which 1, 465, 025 are trainable and randomly initialized (using a normal distribution). They have been
trained using Adam algorithm as optimizer. The loss functions we use are the combo loss (the sum of
the crossentropy and the dice loss) for the segmentation task, and the Mean squared error (MSE) for
regression models. Since an enough number of subjects to train the network was available, a single
validation split was carried out to monitor the training of each models, so for all of them the training
set became of 704 subjects in size and a validation set of 96 subjects (randomly selected) was used. In
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addiction, as the training set is still large in size and requires a very large amount of memory, we used
a data generator that provides the networks with input batch of 16 subjects (batch size) for regression
models and 64 for the segmentation one. The data generator does also other operations: indeed, in this
case it was adopted for implementing data normalization, online data augmentation and random
shuffling at the end of each epoch. The network needs data normalization to have inputs taking values
between 0 and 1. This is typical procedure in DL because it facilitates the training process. Data
augmentation strategy was chosen to avoid the model overfitting or to get more data when the training
set is small in size and to guarantee that a model is independent for some data transformation. The
transformations we used for data augmentation are: small angle rotation, translation, flipping, scaling
and adding of random Gaussian noise. When an input is loaded a transformation is chosen randomly
(transformation and its parameters) and is applied to it, so at each epoch the network sees different
data. This type of data augmentation is called online data augmentation. Lastly, at the end of each
epoch the data generator applies a random shuffling on the data list, to avoid that the network always
sees the same sequence of data which can cause overfitting or underfitting problems.

During the training phase a model checkpoint was exploited and this saves a copy of the model
for each iteration the model with the best performances on the validation set. Analysis of the training
curve allows to select the best model being careful not to choose an overfitted model.

The hardware we used to train the network is a NVIDIA RTX A5000 GPU with 24GB of memory.
We set 2000 epochs for each tractograpy, which takes about of 50 hours to complete the training of one
regression model and 11 to train the segmentation model.

The AI pipeline

The tractography pipeline which uses the previous models is different from the original one. In order to
obtain a set of tractographies we need first to register structural and DWI images on the MNI152
standard. Then the thalamus mask is predicted using the segmentation model and 11-volume inputs
are constructed for tractographies predictions. The time required is about of 3-4 minutes.

The code of these models is freely available on Github at the link
https://github.com/mromeo1992/delta-BIT.

Evaluation methods

Segmentation model

The predition ability of the segmentation model have been evaluated on the test set. The metric we
used is the Similarity Dice Coeffiient (DSC), defined as :

DSC =
2|X ∩ Y |

|X |+ |Y |
(5)

where X and Y are two ROIs to compare and |X | is the size of the ROI X .

Regression models

MSE was chosen to train the network and, although it has many advantages, it should be used
carefully for a proper evaluation. Indeed, probabilistic tractographies have many features and a single
value, such as MSE, is not able to summarize them. When the MSE is calculated, first the absolute
error for each voxel is evaluated, and then it is averaged over the whole image and at the end averaged
over all subjects. In such a way the information about where the model is mismatching the desired
output is lost. Furthermore, the DL model for reconstructing probabilistic tractography maps accept
as inputs images related to the thalamus and should extract information about the connections of the
thalamus with other regions outside the thalamus. Therefore, the predicted tractography maps are an
approximation of the real ones and one aim of this work is to reconstruct maps able to provide
information and features that are closely related to those of the real tractography. In particular, the
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predicted tractography should have the same center of gravity as the real one, which has physical
significance, and a good overlap with real map, which has practical significance. These are the reasons
why we chose our evaluation methods and we think that our work can be useful in TcMRgFUS or DBS
treatments.

For this reason the following two different approaches were exploited to evaluate the models. The
first one is based on the distance between the centres of gravity calculated from the true tractography
and the predicted one. Since probabilistic tractography assumes real values, one way to evaluate a
prediction is to measure the distance between the centres of gravity of the true tractography and the
predicted one. The coordinates of the centre of gravity can be found using the relations:











〈x〉 =
∑

i∈T
xif(xi, yi, zi)

〈y〉 =
∑

i∈T
yif(xi, yi, zi)

〈z〉 =
∑

i∈T
zif(xi, yi, zi).

(6)

In this way the absolute distance for each direction (to check for bias along one or more directions) and
the euclidean distance as well can be calculated.

The second method is based on the fact that probabilistic tractographies have a bimodal
distribution of gray levels (see Figure 4). From this observation threshold algorithms can be used to
find ROIs, whose all discrete metrics can be estimated. In TcMRgFUS, when a treatment has to be
planned, the neuroradiologist usually applies a threshold to the tractography to find a region of
interest (ROI). Inspired by this method and keeping in mind that each probabilistic tractographies
show bimodal intensity distributions, background or foreground voxels can be classified according to
their intensity values. This method requires a threshold value which was found using Otsu’s algorithm
( [96]). Once ROIs were identified, discrete metrics, such as DSC, can be calculated.

Results

In this section the results obtained through the developed networks are presented and the prediction
abilities of these models are quantified and discussed. First, the prediction abilities of the segmentation
model and then the precentral cortex region model are illustated. An example of the comparison of the
tractography maps obtained through FSL tools and the ones predicted by this model is shown in
Figure ??.

Even though some differences can be noted, the predictions are similar to the true tractographies.
However, in a 3D regression task it is not straightforward to quantify how much two data are similar to
each other. In the next sections we report the results of the above-described evaluation methods used.
Analogous models were developed and trained for other cortical regions, i.e. frontal cortex, occipital
cortex, parietal cortex, postcentral gyrus, and temporal cortex, and a graphical representation is
reported in Figure ??. As last step of these analyses, the thalamus can be parcelled out by using an
ensemble of models.

The segmentation model

The segmentation model has to find the binary mask of the thalamus from T1 images. This is the first
step of AI pipeline and, consequently, all successive results depend on its prediction abilities. This
model is able to reach a mean DSC about of 0.93 on the test set, with a standard deviation of about
0.01 (figure 7), which represents a very good performance with small data dispersion.

Precentral gyrus model

Even if the pathophysiology of essential tremor is nowadays only partially understood, the presumed
neuronal pathways involved are not the subject of controversy and two main circuits implicated in
tremor generation (”tremor networks”) are recognised: the cortico–ponto–cerebello–thalamo–cortical
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loop and the Guillain–Mollaret triangle (dentate nucleus to red nucleus to inferior olivary nucleus to
dentate nucleus circuit) [97, 98]. For this reason the VIM nucleus is today considered one of the
possible targets to interrupt the cortical hyperexcitable state that results from a reduction in the
cerbellar GABAergic tone. By the use of probabilistic tractography is it possibile to identify the area
of the thalamus that is mostly connected with the precentral gyrus (i.e. primary motor cortex) of the
frontal lobe thus the presumed anatomical location of the VIM. So, we focus in this tractography map
due to its importance for treatment planning for neurofunctional disorders as ET.

0.0.1 Centre of gravity

Evaluation of a general spatial probabilistic distribution function (PDF) involves extraction of
information from the expected values. The expected position of the PDF, i.e. the center of gravity, has
physical significance, e.g. when the PDF is the density of a rigid body it can be used to describe the
whole translational dynamics. In the case of probabilistic tractography distributions the centre of mass
can be used to indicate the point around which there is the greatest probability of finding the bundle
of nerves we are looking for.

Our model was evaluated by examining its ability to predict the centre of gravity of probabilistic
tractography maps. In figure 8 the coordinates of the predicted center of gravity are plotted as a
function of the real ones. It is evident that the most of the scatter points stay within the region
delineated by straight lines with slope equal to 1 and with known term equal to ±1. This result means
that if the predicted distributions were used rather than the real ones, the error would be equal to ±1
mm (which is equal to the image resolution). In fact, by calculating the average euclidean distance
between the two centers of gravity, we have obtained 0.3± 0.5 mm. We calculated the Pearson’s
correlation coefficient for each coordinates and we found 0.92 along the x-direction, 0.94 along the
y-direction and 0.99 along the z-direction.

Another way to evaluate the distances between the center of gravity for the true and predicted
distributions is shown in Figure 9. The distances along the three axes are centered around a zero-value
with a standard deviation smaller than 1 mm.

Dice Similarity Coefficient

The probabilistic tractography obtained by the precentral gyrus can be used in tcMRgFUS treatment
planning, and usually a threshold is applied to it to find a suitable ROI. So, the goodness of the
developed DL models can be evaluated from investigation of the ability of providing predicted
tractographies whose ROIs are significantly similar to those obtained from the true tractographies. On
the other hand, the application of an arbitrary threshold could result in a fragmented ROI; for this
reason an algorithm to keep only the largest connected component is preferable. This does not affect
much the ROI volume but it removes the single points or small spots which are related to the
fluctuations. Therefore, in order to evaluate tractography maps differences the segmentation of ROI
inside tractography distributions were performed using the Otsu threshold algorithm. For each subject
a ROI from the true tractography and a ROI from the predicted tractography, after this we calculated
the DSC between them using equation 5. The results are summarized in fig 10.

The high value of DSI (i.e 0.80± 0.06) highlights that on average for each subject the region with
high probability of the predicted tractography maps significantly overlaps the corresponding region of
the true tractography maps. In addiction, as in tcMRgFUS treatments the neuroradiologist is more
interested in the higher probability ROI rather than the whole tractography, the DSI score can assess
how reliable the model is.

Other cortex regions

DL models, analogous to the one for precental gyrus, were developed, trained and validated for the
other cortical regions whose results are plotted in Figure ??, i.e. frontal cortex, occipital cortex,
parietal cortex, postcentral gyrus, and temporal cortex. The results of the analyses performed for these
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regions are summarized in table 1. All these models provide predicted tractography mapsare
characterized by centers of gravity which, on average, are distant from the real ones less than 1 mm
(and the S.D. is smaller than or comparable with spatial resolution of the images). Also the DSI waas
found to be high (larger than or equal to 0.70) for many regions. The region with smaller DSI value
(i.e. 0.5) is connected to temporal cortex and this result can be justified considering that the temporal
tractography map has a ROI which is much smaller than the others tractographies. Therefore,
fluctuations of a small number of voxels could significantly affect the overlap regions.

Brain Region ∆x(mm) ∆y (mm) ∆z (mm) ∆r(mm) DSI
Frontal 0.4± 0.5 0.4± 0.6 0.2± 0.2 0.6± 0.8 0.85± 0.03
Occipital −0.1± 0.7 0.3± 1.0 0.02± 0.7 0.3± 1.2 0.70± 0.09
Parietal −0.2± 0.4 0.6± 0.8 −0.1± 0.4 0.5± 0.9 0.81± 0.05

Postcentral −0.4± 0.4 0.4± 0.6 0.2± 0.6 0.6± 0.9 0.77± 0.06
Precentral −0.2± 0.5 −0.07± 0.7 0.2± 0.4 0.3± 0.8 0.80± 0.06
Temporal −0.06± 0.800 0.4± 1.0 0.3± 0.5 0.5± 1.2 0.5± 0.2

Table 1. Models performance over several metrics.

Thalamus parcellation

Thalamus parcellation is the process of splitting the thalamus in subareas based on a structural or
functional properties. This can be achieved with different methods and nowadays a gold standard does
not exist. Many studies have shown that thalamus parcellation can be performed making use of
probabilistic tractographies, because these maps are related to the struttural connection of the
thalamus with different cortical regions. When different tractography maps are available from
probabilistic tractography obtained using different brain regions, thalamus parcellation can be
accomplished by labelling voxels on the basis of the highest value among the various tractography
maps. The here developed DL models were also tested by comparing parcellation obtained from the
true and the predicted tractographies and measuring the Dice Similarity Index (DSI) between them.
Results are summarized in the table 2.

Frontal Occipital Parietal Postcentral Precentral Temporal
DSI 0.90± 0.03 0.70± 0.06 0.80± 0.05 0.60± 0.15 0.70± 0.1 0.60± 0.08

Table 2. Dice Similarity Index (DSI) of different thalamus areas.

Apart from frontal area (which is the largest part and occupy a large fraction of the total thalamus
volume), the other areas show smaller DSC values than those obtained when the comparisons are
carried out for each area singularly (after Otsu’s thresholding).

Discussion

A deep learning approach has been developed to help targeting the VIM in neurofunctonal disorders as
ET neurosurgical treatments. This is achieved by reconstructing the 3D maps related to probabilistic
tractography for finding fibers connecting specific regions of the cerebral cortex (such as precentral
gyrus and post-central gyrus) to the thalamus. Two different CNNs (one for thalamus segmentation
and another for probabilistic tractography reconstruction) were trained and validated on the large
dataset of the HCP exploiting structural and diffusion-weighted acquisition of more that 1,000 subjects.
The first convolutional neural network here developed for thalamus segmentation based on T1-weighted
structural images achieved a Dice coefficient of approximately 0.91, which is comparable with the
state-of-the-art in thalamus segmentation [99, 100]. Our results show that both the CNN-based
segmentation and tractography maps recosntruction can provide fast targeting on the ventral
intermediate nucleus (VIM) on T1-weighted and DTI images.
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Recent literature reports that tractography-based targeting has important benefit for tcMRgFUS
and DBS treatment planning and treatment [56]. First, this is a personalized method as it takes into
account the individual variability rather than uses atlas-based indirect targeting, which, although
standardized, has evident weakness. The choice of targeting through probabilistic tractography
approach allows to consider the inherent variability in brain anatomy across patients and to improve
outcomes of thalamotomy [55, 56]. The pipeline here defined (analogous to the one reported in
literature [55]) for probabilistic tractography exploit open-source softwares (such as FreeSurfer and
FSL), does not need manual operations such as ROI segmentation or mask or seed contourning and
can be automated. This approach adopts probabilistic tractography which shows reduced uncertainty
in dense areas with crossing fibers and is less prone to sampling limitations with respect to
deterministic tractography. However, probabilistic approach is much more computational demanding
and time comsuming [55, 64]. The CNN here developed allows to overcome these limitations as it
provides the predicted tractography map in a few seconds. Moreover, it could be trained using any
probabilistic tractography map connecting arbitrary seed and target cortical and subcortical regions.

Second, one of the major advantage of DTI-targeting is an immediate tremor response, which allows
for reducing the number of target repositioning necessary in case of adverse effects or no tremor
response [55,57]. Furthermore, this targeting method may notably reduce the total treatment time and
the effectiveness of the treatment by enabling personalized, tailored target identification. Lastly,
sensory and motor adverse effects during and after treatment were diminished by the use
tractography-based targeting [56]. The model here presented would facilitate this replanning in a few
minutes optimizing the results and minimizing the procedures. This AI model may also help
treatments in case of patients with low skull density ratio (SDR) for which the acoustic waves
propagation and their focalization on target are less effective hindering a thermal dose sufficient for
ablation. In these patients, once clinical validated, the presented method may be used to reduce the
number of sonication thus reducing the risk of loss of compliance by the patient, and of energy transfer
through the skull due to multiple, repeated sonications for target optimizzation.

Additionally as shown in Figure 11 these DL models can be trained for a fast map reconstruction of
thalamic nuclei other than VIM. As a matter of facts, once a brain cortical area is segmented and used
as seed, a probabilistic tractography maps of its connecton from/to the thalamus may be easily
reconstructed with the presented method. Once this is done for each brain area of interest, a
tractography-based thalamic parcellation can be realized. This a patient-specific procedure because it
consider the neurons’ fibers as reconstructed via probabilistic tractography from dti datasets of the
subject.. Nowadays, thalamic parcellation is carried out on suitable structural white matter-nulled
MPRAGE (WMn-MPRAGE) images by manual annotation, that, even though is the gold-standard, is
heavily time-consuming. Recently, Bayesian probabilistic atlas-based thalamus segmentation were
developed and can be performed on MPRAGE images in the FreeSurfer framework but this takes from
about fifteen minutes (for THOMAS toolkit) or several hours (for probabilistic atlas-based schemes) to
complete [101]. This last algorithm which performs an atlas-based segmentation on structural MR
images requires more computational time because of non-linear registration process necessary for
passing from thalamic atlas space to native space and is prone to possible uncertainties or even failure
of the registration process. The CNN-thalamic parcellation model here proposed does not require
registration to a standard thalamic atlas, is fully automated, fast and allows to choose the cerebellar
cortex regions the neuronal fibers (passing through the thalamus) are projected to. In the last years
other CNNs were developed for thalamic nuclei segmentation. In particular, Majdi et al. proposed a
multi-planar 2D CNN-based method on WMn-MPRAGE images [102]. Umapathy et al. have also
proposed a fast, fully automated 3D convolutional neural network based framework for fast automatic
segmentation of thalamic nuclei but their approach is different because they worked on MPRAGE
images transformed to WMn-MPRAGE images (which present good intra-thalamic nuclear
contrast) [103]. We also developed 3D convolutional neural networks (which show performances better
than 2D CNNs) that does not segment on the structural contrast but exploit information from
diffusion images and tractography maps. Furthermore, the training and validation processes were
performed on more than 1,000 subjects of HCP database (and also data augmentation was employed).
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Consequently, this approach could be used for targeting other thalamic and non-thalamic nuclei to
treat different neurofunctional disorders (e.g. Parkinson Disease, neuropathic pain, Tourette Syndrome,
obsessive-compulsive disorder, addiction, epilepsy [16, 18, 19, 104–115]) and to investigate virtually any
known and future target of interest in the neuroscience field. Furthermore, since this method take into
account individual patient-specific ultrastructural characteristics extracted from DTI datasets, is well
suited to respond to the need for increasingly precise targeting, as per result of ever-increasing
technological innovation which today offers physicians the possibility of modyfing the treatment area
even with submillimetric precision [116]. One might point, as a limitation of our study, to the use of
HCP dataset for CNNs training since these MRI datasets are from young adults while most functioal
neurological disorders are more common in aged people in which the brain typically shows more
evident signs of atrophy with larger subarchnoid and ventricular spaces. The enlarment of the third
ventricle in particular may result in significant difference of thalamic targets location compared to
AC-PC references. However, is it still possible to train our model with MRI dataset from aged subjects
to easly crub this limit.

1 Conclusions

In this study, we present a novel end-to-end open-source DL framework aimed at reconstructing
probabilistic tractography maps inside the thalamus for identifying the target of neurosurgical
treatments such as the VIM, commonly used for surgical neurofunctonal disorders therapy. The CNNs
developed allow to segment the thalamus from the other parts of the brain and provide the
connectivity map between each voxel inside the thalamus and any user-specified target cortical and
subcortical masks. The models were trained with a large dataset such as the HCP database. The
thalamus segmentation network achieves the state-of-art of the performance of networks with this task.
The CNN for tractography reconstruction is able to identify the center of gravity of the probabilistic
tractography maps and therefore the target for the treatments with an accuracy comparable with the
MR image resolution. Furthermore, the developments of the several models, one for each cortical
region, could allow thalamus parcellation based on probabilistic tractography (and not on anatomical
atlases which are not patient-specific). The proposed method is also promising for live targeting during
MR-guided procedures since the computational times needed are of the order of a few minutes. Further
studies are planned for the identification of different neurosurgical targets of interest other neurological
diseases.
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Figure 3. Schematic representation of the segmentation network (a) and the regression network (b) and
the new pipeline with AI models. The regression network is a four levels 3D U-Net architecture. The
network has a symmetric shape and it can be seen as an encoder-decoder: on the left side there is the
encoder part and on the right side there is the decoder part. The network is subdivided in levels, for each
of them our model has two convolutional blocks. A convolutional block is made by a 3D convolutional
layer with kernel size equal to 3, a LeakyRelu activation layer and a Batch Normalization layer. The
numbers reported inside blocks, in parentheses, refer to the size of the block outputs: from bottom, the
first three numbers refer to the spatial size and the last one to the number of feature maps. The numbers
on bottom of blocks refer to the convolutional stride, when they are 1 the layer output maintain the same
spatial size when they are 2 the layer output is spatially halved. For each level the first convolutional
block has a convolutional stride equal to 2, except for the first one, this reduces the size of the input
by half for all directions. The compaction is offset by a double number of feature maps. The output
layer is made by a convolutional block with sigmoid activation function, this gives an output with values
between 0 and 1.
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Figure 4. Histogram of gray level of a tractography: a bimodal distribution is evident and the back-
ground and foreground voxels can be distinguished according to their intensity values.

Figure 5. Comparison of predicted (DL approach) and true probabilistic tractography maps (from
PROBTRACTX pipeline) representing thalamic connections to the precentral gyrus.
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Figure 6. Comparison of predicted (DL approach) and true tractography maps (from PROBTRACTX
pipeline) for various target brain regions: a) frontal lobe (without the precentral gyrus), b) postcentral
gyrus, c) parietal lobe (without the postcentral gyrus), d) occipital lobe, e) temporal lobe.
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Figure 7. Dice similarity coefficient between the predicted thalamus and the binary mask produced by
FreeSurfer. Average score is 0.93± 0.01.
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Figure 8. Coordinates of the centre of gravity for the true and the predicted tractography maps.
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Figure 9. Absolute distance, along each direction, between the centre of gravity of the true and the
predicted tractography.

27/28



0 50 100 150 200 250
Subjects

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

DS
C

Dice Similarit  Coefficient
mean dice
⟨D⟩ ⟨ σD⟩0.81⟨ 0.06

Figure 10. Dice similarity index between predicted and true ROIs. Average score is about of 0.80 with
a standard deviation of 0.06.

Figure 11. Comparison between thalamic parcellation obtained from the true (PROBTRACKTX
pipeline) and the predicted tractography (DL approach).
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