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Abstract
The mesial premotor cortex (pre-supplementary motor area and supplementary motor area proper),
lateral premotor cortex (dorsal premotor cortex and ventral premotor cortex), and primary
sensorimotor cortex (primary motor cortex and primary somatosensory cortex) have been identified
as key cortical areas for sensorimotor function. However, the three-dimensional (3-D) anatomic
boundaries between these regions remain unclear. In order to clarify the locations and boundaries
for these six sensorimotor regions, we surveyed 126 articles describing pre-supplementary motor
area, supplementary motor area proper, dorsal premotor cortex, ventral premotor cortex, primary
motor cortex, and primary somatosensory cortex. Using strict inclusion criteria, we recorded the
reported normalized stereotaxic coordinates (Talairach and Tournoux or MNI) from each experiment.
We then computed the probability distributions describing the likelihood of activation, and
characterized the shape, extent, and area of each sensorimotor region in 3-D. Additionally, we
evaluated the nature of the overlap between the six sensorimotor regions. Using the findings from
this meta-analysis, along with suggestions and guidelines of previous researchers, we developed the
Human Motor Area Template (HMAT) that can be used for ROI analysis.
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Introduction
In neuroimaging research, there are two general techniques often used to analyze functional
neuroimaging data. One approach combines group data from multiple subjects (Worsley et al.,
1996;Lazar et al., 2002), producing a task-related group activation map in stereotaxic space.
This method gives us the ability to identify activation foci that are common between subjects
during a specific task. Another method used to analyze neuroimaging data is a region of interest
(ROI) analysis. This technique provides an important method for quantifying the volume and
intensity of activation in specific brain regions (Friston, 1997). In order for both techniques to
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deliver precise and accurate results, it is critical to be able to clearly and consistently locate
and identify the location and boundaries for each functional ROI.

Currently, there is consensus that different functions exist for the cortical premotor and
sensorimotor regions underlying motor control. These regions can be sectioned into three main
divisions: the mesial premotor cortex (MPMC), the lateral premotor cortex (LPMC), and the
sensorimotor cortex (SMC) (Roland and Zilles, 1996;Rizzolatti et al., 1998;Luppino and
Rizzolatti, 2000). MPMC and LPMC corresponds to Brodmann’s area 6, whereas SMC is
divided into the primary motor cortex (M1) (Brodmann’s area 4), and the primary
somatosensory cortices (S1) (Brodmann’s areas 1, 2, and 3). The functional distinction between
motor and somatosensory areas has long been recognized, and there is agreement that the
subregions of area 6 subserve distinct functions (Woolsey et al., 1952;Barbas and Pandya,
1987;Picard and Strick, 1996;Rizzolatti and Luppino, 2001;Schubotz and von Cramon,
2003). For instance, MPMC can be divided rostrally and caudally using the ventral anterior
commissure (VCA) line into the pre-supplementary motor area (pre-SMA) and supplementary
motor area proper (SMA proper), respectively (Rizzolatti et al., 1998;Picard and Strick,
2001). Additionally, LPMC can be subdivided along the rostral and caudal plane (PMr and
PMc) (Barbas and Pandya, 1987;Matelli et al., 1991), and also along the dorsal and ventral
plane (PMd and PMv) (He et al., 1993;Fink et al., 1997).

Studies such as these have advanced our understanding of the location and boundaries of the
premotor and sensorimotor ROIs. However, it has been recommended that a probabilistic
model be used when characterizing the location of an activated voxel (Fox et al., 1998;Amunts
et al., 2000;Rademacher et al., 2001a) due in part to the inherent variability involved in
functional neuroimaging data. For instance, variability is introduced during steps such as post-
processing, filtering, motion correction, and normalization. Additionally, several studies have
shown that the general morphology and cytoarchitecture of the brain is variable between
subjects and exhibits a probabilistic nature (Amunts et al., 1999;Chiavaras et al., 2001;Grefkes
et al., 2001;Rademacher et al., 2001b). To further complicate matters, it is known that
functional boundaries do not necessarily correspond to either macro or microanatomical
structures, which can lead to a structure-function mismatch (Rademacher et al., 1993).

Accordingly, while there are anatomical and physiological data in humans supporting
functional distinctions for each of the six motor and premotor brain ROIs, their three-
dimensional boundaries and locations in a standardized coordinate space remain unclear.
Therefore, the purpose of this meta-analysis was three-fold: (1) to determine the locations and
extent of six sensorimotor ROIs based on the data available in the neuroimaging literature, (2)
to estimate boundaries between selected ROIs in stereotaxic space, and (3) to create an ROI
template in stereotaxic space. First, in order to determine the location and extent of each motor
ROI, we reviewed 126 articles that had used a motor task and reported activation foci from
any combination of the six cortical motor ROIs. The ROIs included MPMC (pre-SMA and
SMA), LPMC (PMd and PMv) and SMC (M1 and S1). Because it has been recommended that
a probabilistic model be used when characterizing the location of an activated voxel (Fox et
al., 1998;Amunts et al., 2000;Rademacher et al., 2001a), we then used the activation likelihood
estimation (ALE) method developed by Turkeltaub et al. (2002) to localize the distributions
of the activation foci in stereotaxic space. This technique is based on the assumption that a
single coordinate represents a probability distribution, which allows us to determine the
likelihood that at least one activation focus lies within any given voxel. Second, to estimate
boundaries we characterized the limit of one region in relation to an adjacent region. Third,
based on previously established anatomical criteria in conjunction with the data generated from
our probability distributions, we drew the ROIs in Talairach space to create the Human Motor
Area Template (HMAT). Our findings for these three-dimensional ROIs are presented in the
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results section and in the discussion, we compare our estimated boundaries with previous
suggestions from the literature.

Methods
The outline of the methods section is as follows. First, we discuss the specific inclusion criteria
for the articles and coordinates, the ROI categorization, and the exclusion of outliers. Next, we
discuss the data processing steps that include the generation of the activation likelihood
estimates, significance testing, and boundary estimates. Lastly, we discuss how we created the
ROI template.

Inclusion criteria for articles and coordinates
This review examined spatial coordinate data of healthy individuals performing motor control
tasks of the mouth and upper and lower limbs from motor control literature between 1997 and
2003. Articles reporting activations (deactivations were not considered) in the motor, premotor,
and primary somatosensory regions of the brain were identified via PubMed. Search criteria
included keywords and combinations of keywords such as motor, visuomotor, fMRI, PET,
imaging, supplementary motor area, SMA, pre-SMA, premotor cortex, LPMC, PMd, PMv,
sensorimotor cortex, primary motor cortex, somatosensory cortex, primary sensory cortex,
SMC, M1, or S1. We only included studies that imaged the whole brain (minimally from the
top of the brain to the cerebellum) and reported data in the normalized stereotaxic reference
systems of either Talairach and Tournoux (1988) or Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI)
(Evans et al., 1994). In all, a total of 126 articles were examined (Appendix A).

Coordinates from the articles listed in Appendix A were carefully inspected to ensure that they
had been reported using radiological convention: x = right/left (+/-), y = rostral/caudal (+/-)
and z = dorsal/ventral (+/-), and transposed if reported otherwise. In the Talairach brain, the
center coordinate (0, 0, 0) is the intersection of the VCA with the anterior/posterior commissural
plane. Because the MNI brain differs in shape and size from the Talairach brain - specifically,
“MNI brains are higher, deeper, and longer with increasing differences further from the center
of the brain” (Brett et al., 2002) - any MNI coordinates not reported in Talairach space were
converted using the transformation equations for above the AC line (z ≥ 0): x′ = 0.9900x, y′ =
0.9688y + 0.0460z, z′ = -0.0485y + 0.9189z (Duncan et al., 2000; http://www.mrc-
cbu.cam.ac.uk/Imaging/Common/mnispace.shtml). For the SMC and LPMC regions,
coordinates were stripped of laterality distinction. This was done so as to include as many
coordinates as possible in the data analysis. The laterality distinction for MPMC was not
removed because of its medial location.

Regions of interest categorization
This meta-analysis defines the locations and boundaries of six regions based on data reported
in the neuroimaging literature: SMA proper, pre-SMA, PMd, PMv, M1, and S1. Data from
each experiment including the xyz coordinate of peak activation, name of the region specified
by the authors (e.g., anatomical location, functional region, Brodmann area), and a brief
overview of the experimental parameters were recorded into a single composite database. Next,
based on the label assigned by the authors of the study, information was classified into one of
three primary groups: MPMC, LPMC, and SMC. A coordinate was classified based on the
typical information reported such as functional label, Brodmann area, anatomical location, and
Talairach coordinates. Combinations of the above classifiers were commonly used. For
example, we would categorize a coordinate with the labels pre-central gyrus and area 6 into
the LPMC region. If a coordinate could not be definitively identified, it was excluded from the
data set. For example, a coordinate merely labeled precentral gyrus with no other qualifiers
does not provide enough information to make a distinction between M1 and LPMC, and
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therefore it would be excluded. After grouping into the three composite regions, coordinates
were then subdivided into one of the six regions. Again, if a coordinate from the composite
group could not be further classified into the individual region, it was excluded from the
individual region analysis although it did remain in the composite group. For instance, while
a coordinate labeled lateral premotor cortex would be classified into the LPMC region, it could
not be further sorted into either the PMd or PMv categories. The specific rules used to define
each region are described in the following sections.

Mesial premotor cortex (MPMC)
Data points marked as belonging to mesial Brodmann’s area 6 and/or functionally as mesial/
medial PMC, supplementary motor area/SMA, pre-supplementary motor area/pre-SMA, and/
or described anatomically as being located on the mesial portion of the superior frontal gyrus
were grouped into the MPMC region. Coordinates were subsequently categorized as pre-SMA
if it had been given a designation of pre-, anterior, or rostral, or SMA proper if it had been
given a designation of proper, posterior, or caudal.

Lateral premotor cortex (LPMC)
Data for the lateral premotor cortex region was classified in two steps by first compiling into
one composite region, and then into its dorsal or ventral regions. Coordinates that we
specifically identified as LPMC included those functionally named premotor cortex, dorsal/
dorso-lateral premotor cortex, ventral/ventro-lateral premotor cortex, lateral premotor cortex,
Brodmann’s area 6 or lateral area 6, and/or anatomically described as being on the rostral or
anterior precentral gyrus, caudal or posterior superior/middle/inferior frontal gyrus, or located
laterally on the middle frontal gyrus. There was considerable variation in the nomenclature for
this region. As a result, coordinates were generally labeled using a combination of the above
descriptors. For instance, both Broca’s area and PMv have been described as being located in
the opercular portion of the inferior frontal gyrus. Therefore, a coordinate labeled opercular
inferior frontal gyrus would only have been included in the LPMC category if another
qualifying label had been used, such as Brodmann’s area 6. Coordinates that were described
as being dorsal or superior, and/or located within the dorsal/superior premotor cortex or
superior frontal gyrus were further categorized into the PMd region, and those that were
described as being inferior or ventral, and/or located within the ventral precentral gyrus or the
inferior frontal gyrus were categorized into the PMv region. As specified earlier, coordinates
were categorized only if its description was clearly reported.

Sensorimotor cortex (SMC)
Data points were included in the sensorimotor cortex region if they were noted as belonging
to Brodmann’s area 1, 2, 3, or 4, functionally as SMC, M1, S1, sensory, motor, somatosensory,
or anatomically located on or in the central sulcus, postcentral gyrus, paracentral lobule, or
caudal or posterior bank of the precentral gyrus. This region was then subdivided into the
primary motor area if the point was named Brodmann’s area 4, M1, primary motor, paracentral
lobule, and/or on the caudal or posterior bank of precentral gyrus. Coordinates were classified
into the primary sensory area if named primary sensory area, BA 1, 2, and/or 3, postcentral
gyrus, or other comparable variants upon these designations. The regions were subdivided into
M1 or S1 if and only if such a distinction was reported.

Exclusion of outliers
Exclusion criteria were implemented to minimize the chance that an individual study reporting
incorrect coordinates would influence the boundary estimation. After segregating into different
ROIs, coordinates were converted into a functional data set using the 3dUndump command in
AFNI (Cox et al., 1995). A coordinate was removed from the data set if its two-dimensional
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Euclidean distance (d = ((xi - xpeak)2 + (yi - ypeak)2)1/2) was greater than 1.5 interquartiles above
the upper quartile, which is the usual criterion used to identify outliers on boxplots (Rosner,
2000). Two-dimensional calculations were performed for each plane. These outliers were then
visually inspected to verify that they were in the incorrect part of the brain. For instance, a
coordinate labeled as SMC that was reported considerably rostral to the VCA line, or a premotor
coordinate that was reported well caudal to the VCA line would typically have been excluded
from analysis. In all, approximately 4% of the data points were excluded from the analysis.

Data processing
The following sections describe the data processing of the classified coordinate data.

Activation likelihood estimation
Having categorized all the coordinates into their respective ROIs, we then estimated each
region’s location and spatial distribution using the activation likelihood estimation method
(Turkeltaub et al., 2002). Additionally, we quantified the overlapping area between two regions
in order to estimate their functional boundary. In neuroimaging studies such as the ones used
in this review, the location of a specific focus of activation is reported based on group data
obtained from a number of subjects. In addition to the functional variability found between
subjects, there is also a certain amount of variability introduced into the data based on a number
of technical issues such as imaging technique, post-processing procedures (normalization, co-
registration, smoothing, filtering, etc), as well as inter-subject anatomical differences. These
complications inherently limit the accuracy and precision of localization. For these reasons,
an activation focus is most accurately viewed not as a single point, but as a localization
probability distribution centered at a given coordinate. Following the transformation of all the
foci into probability distributions, a whole brain map can be created by assigning each voxel
a value proportional to the probability that it contains at least one of the points in the data. This
value is the activation likelihood estimate (ALE) (Turkeltaub et al., 2002).

A pre-determined field of view (FOV) of the dimensions 111 × 131 × 111mm3 was sectioned
into 2mm3 voxels. The FOV ranged from x = -84 to 46, y = -60 to 50, and z = -24 to 86, ensuring
that any coordinate from the dataset would fall within its boundaries. For each voxel, we
calculated the spatial probability for every reported coordinate using a multivariate Gaussian
distribution in three dimensions, assuming equal variance in all three directions:

p = e−d 2∕2σ2

(2π)1.5σ3 ,

where d is the Euclidean distance between the center of the voxel and the focus, and σ is the
standard deviation of the distribution. A σ value of 5mm (FWHM ≈ 12mm) was selected based
on the values for smoothing filters reported in this meta-analysis. The above equation provides
the point probability of localization at the center of a given voxel. In order to estimate the
probability that a specific focus lies within the entire 2mm3 voxel, this value was multiplied
by a factor of 8. The probability that any given focus lies within that voxel was determined by
taking the union of the probability values for all data points. This gives us an estimate of the
likelihood that at least one activation focus will be found in that voxel. By designating a
probability value for each voxel in space, an ALE map was created for all voxels within the
FOV (Turkeltaub et al., 2002).

Significance testing
In order to determine a threshold for significance, the ALE values for each ROI were compared
to those obtained from randomly distributed sets of foci, matched in size. For illustrative
purposes, Fig. 1A shows the histograms of the ALE values for the SMC map (blue), and its
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corresponding noise maps (red). One thousand sets of randomly distributed coordinates were
created within the FOV and processed identically to the literature specified coordinates. The
relative frequencies of fixed bins for ALE values were obtained for reach random data set, and
then averaged to obtain a single histogram representing the ALE noise distribution. This
histogram was used as a null hypothesis distribution to analyze the significance of ALE values
within a specific ROI using the omnibus single threshold test (Holmes et al., 1996;Nichols and
Holmes, 2002). This statistical test obtains P values for a statistical map against permutations
of null hypothesis maps by ranking the maximal voxel value in the statistical map against the
maximal voxel values obtained from the null hypothesis simulations. For every ROI dataset,
the maximal ALE value in the statistical map derived from the literature was greater than the
maximal values of its corresponding 1000 null hypothesis simulation values.

To identify the particular voxels within the statistical map for which the null hypothesis could
be rejected, the probability of obtaining ALE values greater than a given threshold under the
null hypothesis was calculated as the fraction of the total voxels in the noise histogram greater
than that threshold. Thus, the ALE value corresponding to a chosen α for the statistical test
was the value with 100*α% of the area under the noise histogram to its right. The null
hypothesis (random distribution of foci) was rejected for any voxel within the statistical map
for which ALE values were greater than the α threshold. A conservative α value of 0.0001 was
selected to reduce type I error (Turkeltaub et al., 2002). The threshold for SMC corresponded
to an ALE value of 0.0136 (Fig. 1A).

Boundary estimation
We used the ALE maps to estimate the boundaries of the individual ROIs. For each ROI, all
significant data were ranked by ALE value and converted into percentiles. The probability of
obtaining a particular ALE value was calculated by determining the area under the ALE
histogram to the right of that value (Fig. 1B). Voxels that were found within the center of an
ROI are the most likely to be activated (e.g., a high ALE value). Due to the fact that there are
few highly significant voxels in any given region, there exists a low probability of locating a
voxel in an ROI containing a high ALE value. Conversely, the voxels found on the outer edges
of a region are less likely to be strongly activated than those in the center (e.g., a low ALE
value), and there is a high probability of locating a voxel with a low ALE value in an ROI.
When viewed as a map in three-dimensional space, these probabilities describe the spatial
distribution of a region. It is important to note that this method of assigning a percentage based
on the ALE value does not affect the spatial location of the region. Rather, the patterns that
arise reflect the distribution of the data.

Since we were interested in the extent and boundaries of a region as a whole as opposed to its
somatotopy, we included articles across multiple effectors (e.g., arm, leg, hand, see Appendix
A). In this meta-analysis, 115 articles included movements related to the fingers, hands, or
arms. There were 11 articles that looked at foot or leg effectors. There were 14 articles that
looked at oral effectors. Because some of our regions are somatotopically organized such as
SMC or SMA proper, portions of these ROIs may be under-estimated.

When we had data from two adjacent regions, we estimated their boundary by calculating the
degree of overlap between the two. In order to evaluate this overlapping area we took the
absolute value of the differences of the percentage maps and created a difference map. A line
of equal probability can be found at the points where there is no difference in percentage values
between the two regions. This line provides an estimate of the boundary where there is an equal
likelihood of being in one region versus the other. The resulting difference map is a U-shaped
function in two-dimensional space, where on either side of the line we find a graded
distribution. This information provides a quantification of the level of confidence we have that
a specific data point falls within one particular region as opposed to its adjacent region. Where
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data were not available for two adjacent regions, we estimated this boundary by describing a
region’s probabilistic extent. Although we were not able to quantitatively describe these
boundaries to the same degree, this information does provide us with an estimate of its location.

Human motor area template (HMAT)
After compiling and analyzing all the reported coordinates for each region, the Human Motor
Area Template (HMAT) was drawn based on the boundary information ascertained from this
analysis in conjunction with the anatomical landmarks that have been previously outlined.
Regions were drawn using boundary information from this analysis when there existed an
overlap between two adjacent regions. For these regions, the line of equal probability was used
as the boundary line. The six boundaries that were estimated using overlap data from this
analysis included the caudal limit of pre-SMA where it overlapped with the rostral limit of
SMA proper, the dorsal limit of PMv where it overlapped with the ventral limit of PMd, the
rostral limit of S1 where it overlapped with the caudal limit of M1, the rostral limit of SMC
where it overlapped with the caudal limit of LPMC, the rostral limit of SMC where it overlapped
with the caudal limit of MPMC, and the lateral limit of MPMC where it overlapped with the
medial limit of LPMC. For boundaries occurring where there was no overlap data for two
adjacent regions, the boundary was determined using both the estimates from the probability
analysis and suggestions from the literature. These boundaries included the ventral limit of
MPMC (the cingulate sulcus), the rostral limit of LPMC (the pre-central sulcus), the caudal
limit of S1 (the postcentral gyrus), and the ventral limits of LPMC and SMC (the Sylvian
Fissure). As there are no concrete anatomical landmarks delineating the rostral limit of MPMC,
this boundary was set using estimates from this probability analysis and suggestions from the
literature describing its location in Talairach space (Roland and Zilles, 1996,Fig. 1); (Johansen-
Berg et al., 2004, Fig. 1).

Anatomical landmarks were identified using the brains of 15 subjects. Each brain was
registered in Talairach space and then averaged together to form a single averaged anatomical
structure. Both individual and averaged brains were used for the identification of anatomical
landmarks. In drawing the regions, our goal was to ensure that the defined areas encompassed
the majority of the reported coordinates while also maintaining proper anatomical boundaries.

Results
The summary statistics for the three composite regions and the 6 individual regions are listed
in Table 1. There were 94 articles reporting MPMC, 92 articles reporting LPMC, and 101
articles reporting SMC. Another observation from Table 1 is that researchers do not always
specify individual regions, but in many cases will only specify a composite region. The
composite regions include both the coordinates segregated into individual regions and the
coordinates specified as a composite region. We found that 54% of MPMC coordinates, 57%
of LPMC coordinates, and 23% of SMC coordinates were reported as a composite region
without distinction between individual subdivisions (e.g., PMd vs. lateral premotor cortex).
Thus, researchers were more likely to make a distinction between M1 and S1 than between
PMd and PMv or between SMA proper and pre-SMA.

Mesial premotor cortex (MPMC)
For all statistically significant thresholded ALE values, MPMC ranges from x = -18 to 16, y =
-32 to 27, and z = 33 to 73 (Table 1). MPMC is located rostral to SMC and medial to LPMC.
The probability distribution profile for the composite MPMC region is shown in Fig. 2 (green).
Table 1 shows that the peak x, y, and z coordinates for MPMC are x = -2, y = -1, and z = 54.
In Table 2A, a detailed presentation of the peaks and ranges for the x and y coordinates in 5mm
axial slices is shown. Table 2A also provides the number of coordinates per slice and the area
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determined by the ALE analysis. The peak coordinates for MPMC indicate that it is located
caudal in the dorsal slices (at z = 70, x = -4 and y = -8), and rostral in the ventral slices (at z =
35, x = 1 and y = 14) (Table 2A; Fig. 2). Also, Fig. 2 and Table 2A indicate that the spatial
distribution does not shift in the x direction.

There are several important observations regarding the overlap between MPMC and the other
two composite areas. First, MPMC crosses into the medial pole of SMC with only a small
degree of overlap between MPMC and SMC (Table 3). As shown in Fig. 2, the MPMC/SMC
overlap is most noticeable between z = 65 and z = 60. The overlap extends from x = -18 to 2,
y = -28 to -17, and z = 52 to 71 for all data within the two regions that is statistically significant,
and the peak 3-D coordinates are x = -10, y = -22, and z = 61 (see Table 3). The line of equal
probability (Fig. 2, yellow area) between MPMC and SMC is angled in the rostro-lateral to
caudo-medial direction. Second, there is considerable overlap between MPMC and LPMC
which extends from x = -18 to -7, y = -20 to 12, and z = 45 to 73, with the peak of the overlap
at x = -14, y = -6, and z = 59 (Table 3). The line of equal probability between MPMC and LPMC
is parallel to midline at approximately x = -15 (Fig. 2). Lastly, a small overlapping region that
contains all three composite regions is centered at x = -16, y = -17, z = 61 (Fig. 2, purple).

pre-SMA vs. SMA proper
For all statistically significant thresholded ALE values, pre-SMA ranges from x = -18 to 16,
y = -7 to 27, and z = 33 to 72. Table 1 shows that the peak 3-D coordinates for pre-SMA are
x = -3, y = 6 and z = 53 and the probability distribution profile is shown in Fig. 3 (blue). Table
2B shows the peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice from z = 70 through z = 35. Fig. 3
indicates that in the dorsal slices, pre-SMA is caudal and slightly to the left than in the ventral
slices. This shift in position can also be observed in Table 2B, where at z = 70, the peak of x
is -4 and the peak of y is 6, and at z = 35 the peak of x is 2 and the peak of y is 14.

SMA proper is located caudal and dorsal to pre-SMA (Fig. 3, black). From the statistically
significant ALE values, SMA proper ranges from x = -17 to 14, y = -30 to 7, z = 42 to 76. Table
1 shows that the peak 3-D coordinates were x = -2, y = -7 and z = 55. Table 2C shows more
detail regarding the peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice from z = 75 through z = 45. As
shown in Fig. 3, SMA proper appears to shift slightly rostral and left in the ventral slices. Table
2C also reflects this trend, where at z = 75 the peak of x is 0 and the peak of y is -12, and at z
= 45 the peak of x is -2 and the peak of y is -8.

The overlapping region between the pre-SMA and SMA proper ranges from x = -14 to 14, y
= -7 to 7 and z = 43 to 69 (Table 3). The line of equal probability (yellow area in Fig. 3) between
pre-SMA and SMA proper traverses through the y = 0 line (corresponding to the VCA), even
across different z slices.

Lateral premotor cortex (LPMC)
For all statistically significant ALE values, LPMC ranges from x = -70 to -9, y = -21 to 20, and
z = -2 to 73. The peak 3-D coordinates were x = -26, y = -6 and z = 56 (Table 1), and it is located
just rostral to SMC (Fig. 2). Table 4A shows the peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice
from z = 75 through z = 0. Fig. 2 and the peak x and y values in Table 4A indicate that LPMC
gradually moves in a rostro-lateral direction. For instance, Table 4A shows that at z = 75 the
peak of x is -22 and the peak of y is -12, and at z = 20 the peak of x is -48 and the peak of y is
4.

Fig. 2 shows the overlap between LPMC and SMC. This overlap ranges from x = -68 to -14,
y = -23 to 6, and z = 17 to 76 (Table 3). The line of equal probability (Fig. 2, yellow area)
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between SMC and LPMC is angled in the rostrolateral to caudo-medial direction throughout
the entirety of the overlap.

PMd vs. PMv
Table 1 indicates that the peak 3-D coordinates for PMd are x = -30, y = -4, and z = 58. For all
statistically significant ALE values, PMd ranges from x = -55 to -8, y = -21 to 12, and z = 27
to 76. The probability distribution profile for PMd is shown in the coronal plane in Fig. 4
(black). Table 4B shows the peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice from z = 70 through z
= 30. The overall distribution of PMd moves in a rostro-lateral direction, with the greatest shift
in the lateral dimension (Fig. 4). For instance, at z = 70 the peak of x is -30 and the peak of y
is -10, and at z = 30 the peak of x is -44 and the peak of y is -2 (Table 4B).

For all statistically significant ALE values, PMv ranges from x = -70 to -31, y = -8 to 8, and
z = -2 to 46. The probability distribution profile for PMv is shown in Fig. 4 (blue), and Table
1 indicates that the peak 3-D coordinates were x = -50, y = 5 and z = 22. Table 4C shows the
peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice from z = 45 through z = 0. The overall distribution
of PMv is rostral to PMd and the position of PMv along the vertical axis remained fairly
constant in the more ventral slices (Fig. 4). For instance, at z = 40 the peak of x is -54 and the
peak of y is 2, and at z = 0 the peak of x is -52 and the peak of y is 6 (Table 4C).

The overlap between PMd and PMv ranges from x = -57 to -34, y = -11 to 8, and z = 30 to 46
(Table 3). The line of equal probability between PMd and PMv is angled in a dorso-lateral to
ventro-medial direction (Fig. 4).

Sensorimotor cortex (SMC)
Table 1 shows that the peak 3-D coordinates for SMC are x = -39, y = -21, and z = 54. The
probability distribution profile for the composite SMC region is shown in Fig. 2 (black). Based
on the statistically significant ALE values, the distribution for SMC ranges from x = -69 to 4,
y = -45 to 6, and z = 18 to 78. Table 5A shows the peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice
from z = 70 through z = 20. From the dorsal-most aspects of the brain through z ≅ 60, the
composite SMC region exhibits a bimodal distribution, with the more medial center at x = -7
and y = -32, and the more lateral center at x = -36 and y = -23 (Fig. 2). The medial pole of SMC
begins to disappear between z = 60 and 55. Fig. 2 also indicates that the overall distribution of
SMC gradually moves in a rostral and lateral direction. Table 5A confirms this rostro-lateral
shift in that at z = 70, the peak of x is -34 and the peak of y is -22, and at z = 20 the peak of x
is -56 and the peak of y is -8.

M1 vs. S1
For all statistically significant thresholded ALE values, M1 ranges from x = -70 to 4, y = -43
to 7, and z = 19 to 76. The peak 3-D coordinates for M1 (Table 1) were x = -37, y = -21 and
z = 58, and the probability distribution profile and for M1 is shown in Fig. 5 (black). Table 5B
shows the peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice from z = 75 through z = 20. From the
dorsal-most aspects of the brain through z = 60, M1 exhibits a bimodal distribution with the
more medial center at x = -7 and y = -32 and the more lateral center at x = -35 and y = -23 (Fig.
5). Fig. 5 also shows that the medial pole of M1 begins to disappear between z = 60 and z =
55. The peak x and y coordinates from the overall distribution of M1 gradually moves in a
rostro-lateral direction (Table 5B, Fig. 5).

The probability distribution profile for S1 is shown in Fig. 5 (blue), and the peak 3-D
coordinates of this region were x = -40, y = -24 and z = 50 (Table 1). For all statistically
significant ALE values, S1 ranges from x = -70 to -20, y = -44 to -9, and z = 19 to 72. Table
5C shows the peaks and ranges of x and y per axial slice from z = 70 through z = 20. As seen
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for M1, the overall distribution of S1 gradually moves in a rostro-lateral direction (Fig. 5). At
z = 70, the peak of x is at -34 and the peak of y is at -36, and at z = 20 the peak of x is at -56
and the peak of y is at -20 (Table 5C).

There is considerable amount of overlap between M1 and S1, which ranges from x = -65 to
-20, y = -37 to -9, and z = 21 to 71 (Table 3). The largest amount of overlap occurs at z = 50
in the axial plane where it is 40mm long in one direction, and 20mm long in the other (Fig. 5).
The line of equal probability between the two runs in a caudo-medial to rostro-lateral direction.

Discussion
The purpose of this study was to develop rigorous guidelines for the three-dimensional location
and boundaries of six principle cortical ROIs associated with premotor and sensorimotor
control in the human: pre-SMA, SMA proper, PMd, PMv, M1, and S1. The study implemented
a probability based meta-analysis of individual activation foci from 126 fMRI and PET articles
examining motor tasks. The discussion is organized according to the 3 different composite
regions: MPMC, LPMC and SMC. For each region, we compare our data as presented in the
tables and figures with the boundaries suggested in the literature.

Mesial premotor cortex (MPMC)
There are 5 boundaries of importance for MPMC that will be presented within the context of
our results: the boundary between SMA proper and pre-SMA, the rostral limit of MPMC, the
caudal limit of MPMC (the boundary between MPMC and SMC), the ventral limit of MPMC
(the boundary between MPMC and CMA), and the lateral limits of MPMC (the boundary
between MPMC and LPMC).

pre-SMA vs. SMA proper
MPMC is comprised of two functionally distinct units, with pre-SMA situated rostral to SMA
proper. These two regions have been previously differentiated in the monkey (Dum and Strick,
1991;Matelli et al., 1991;Matsuzaka et al., 1992). Since then, this demarcation has been
supported in humans across studies using cytoarchitectonic data (Vorobiev et al., 1998; Geyer
et al., 2000a), PET (Fink et al., 1997), functional MRI (Deiber et al., 1999), diffusion tensor
imaging (Lehericy et al., 2004), and diffusion weighted imaging (Johansen-Berg et al., 2004).
The boundary between pre-SMA and SMA proper estimated by the ALE method remained
consistent at y = 0mm throughout the coronal plane (Fig. 3). Since it is generally accepted that
the dividing line between pre-SMA and SMA proper is the VCA (Picard and Strick, 1996), it
is necessary that the data from this meta-analysis is in agreement with these previously
established boundaries. This demonstrates that the ALE method accurately reflects the data
used in the analysis.

Rostral limit of MPMC
Generally, the rostral boundary of MPMC is considered unknown as there are no
macroanatomical landmarks (Roland and Zilles, 1996; Geyer et al., 2000a).
Cytoarchitectonically, the rostral-most limit of MPMC was shown to be between 22 and 28mm
rostral to the VCA line in two subjects (Vorobiev et al., 1998,Fig. 1). Functionally, this
boundary has also been depicted at y ≅ 16 (Roland and Zilles, 1996,Fig. 1), y = 20 at z = 50
and y ≅ 16 at z = 65 (Picard and Strick, 1996,Fig. 4D), and at y = 30 (Johansen-Berg et al.,
2004,Fig. 1). This boundary was also quantified at 30mm rostral to the VCA line (17.1% of
175mm in rostro-caudal length) during a study investigating finger movements (Deiber et al.,
1999). Based on 95% of the significant ALE values, we determined that the rostral boundary
of MPMC was y = 12 at z = 70, and y = 26 at z = 40 (Fig. 2,Table 2A). Thus, at certain coordinates
in the z dimension, our findings confirm previous suggestions for the rostral boundary of
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MPMC. However, we found that the rostral boundary of MPMC varied in the z dimension,
generally being more caudal in the dorsal segment and rostral in the ventral segment. Although
it was not noted in the text, the summary in Fig. 5D of Picard and Strick (1996) also suggests
that the rostral boundary of pre-SMA varies in the z dimension similar to the results in the
current study.

Caudal limit of MPMC
Caudally, MPMC is bound by SMC in the rostral portion of the paracentral lobule and it has
been suggested that this boundary corresponds with the VCP line (y ≅ 23mm) (Deiber et al.,
1999;Chainay et al., 2004). However, it has also been posited that the boundary between
MPMC and SMC is unknown due to a lack of macroanatomical and cytoarchitectonic
boundaries (Roland and Zilles, 1996; Geyer et al., 2000a), and because the cytoarchitectonic
border between areas 4 and 6 is the most variable in the paracentral lobule (Brodmann,
1909;White et al., 1997). Our analysis suggests that the boundary between MPMC and SMC
varies in the z dimension, and that this boundary is generally more caudal dorsally than it is
ventrally (Fig. 2). Where MPMC was bounded by SMC, our results were within 5mm of the
VCP line: where y = -23 at z = 70, and y = -28 at z = 55 (Fig. 2). Below z = 52, SMC receded
laterally and no longer bordered MPMC. The caudal limits of MPMC ventral to this point were
y = -30 at z = 50, and y = -12 at z = 40. Our results also show that the border between SMA
proper and M1 quickly disappears ventral to z = 55, where SMC recedes laterally. This
boundary may be affected by the disparity in somatotopic data (see Methods, Boundary
Estimation) because the somatotopy of the leg occurs in the mesial portion of SMC (Alkadhi
et al., 2002a,b) and the caudal portion of MPMC (Mitz and Wise, 1987;Mayer et al.,
2001;Fontaine et al., 2002;Chainay et al., 2004). If the lower limb portion of SMC encompasses
the full dorso-ventral extent of the paracentral lobule, SMC may extend further rostral and
ventral than estimated by our ALE analysis if we were to consider that the ventral limit of the
paracentral lobule is z ≅ 47 (Talairach and Tournoux, 1988). This would cause the boundary
line between the two regions to be, in actuality, more vertical than the current findings suggest.
However, functional somatotopy studies looking at foot movements indicate that this is not
the case and that activation related to the foot is contained within the dorsal portions of the
paracentral lobule—well within our ALE boundaries (Alkadhi et al., 2002a,b). Nevertheless,
our data suggest that the border between MPMC and SMC is graded, progressing caudal and
ventral through the brain.

Ventral limit of MPMC
It is generally accepted that the border between MPMC and CMA is at the cingulate sulcus
with the ventral limit of MPMC being above, and the dorsal limit being buried within the
cingulate sulcus (Dum and Strick, 1991;Luppino et al., 1991;Picard and Strick, 1996;Russo et
al., 2002). However, the anatomy of the cingulate sulcus is highly variable between subjects
(Vogt et al., 1995;Paus et al., 1996), and cellularly the borders between MPMC and CMA can
be difficult to define (Russo et al., 2002;Johansen-Berg et al., 2004). The ventral limit of
MPMC, as determined by our analysis, varied depending on its rostro-caudal location (Fig. 2).
For instance, the ventral limit of pre-SMA was at z = 33, the ventral limit where SMA intersects
the VCA line was at z = 40, and the ventral limit of SMA proper was at z = 44. Therefore, our
data suggest that the ventral limit is more ventral rostrally than it is caudally, and this finding
is consistent with previous depictions (in figures) (Crosson et al., 1999;Deiber et al.,
1999;Johansen-Berg et al., 2004). It is interesting to note that these values were ventral to the
location of the cingulate sulcus in the Talairach and Tournoux atlas (1988). Based on the above
findings, we speculate that a probabilistic comparison of MPMC and CMA would reveal a
considerable overlapping area between the two regions.
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Lateral limits of SMA
It has been previously noted that there is no mention in classic cytoarchitectonic literature of
the differences between the mesial and lateral premotor cortices (Matelli et al., 1991), despite
the fact that these regions had been identified as two different cytoarchitectonic areas (Penfield
and Welch, 1951;Woolsey et al., 1952). In our literature review, we also found little discussion
regarding the location of the border between MPMC and LPMC in humans. In monkeys, the
boundary is generally drawn at the spur of the arcuate sulcus and its imaginary caudal extension
(Matelli et al., 1985), but resolving this distinction in the human brain is less clear. Our analysis
using the ALE method resolves these boundaries at x = ±15mm (Fig. 3).

Lateral premotor cortex (LPMC)
There are 5 boundaries of importance within LPMC: the boundary between PMd and PMv,
the rostral limit of LPMC (the boundaries between FEF dorsally and Broca’s area ventrally),
the caudal limit of LPMC (the boundary between LPMC and SMC), the medial limit between
LPMC and MPMC, and the ventral limit of LPMC. The discussion regarding the mesial
boundary of LPMC has already been discussed within the MPMC section, and the discussion
regarding the ventral limit of LPMC will be discussed in the SMC section.

PMd vs. PMv
The dorsal and ventral aspects of LPMC have been identified in monkeys as being two separate
regions based on cytoarchitectonic and connectional differences subdivided at the spur of the
arcuate sulcus and its imaginary caudal extension (Matelli et al., 1985;Barbas and Pandya,
1987). The human anatomical equivalent of this boundary is the virtual continuation of the
inferior frontal sulcus, a division that is used by researchers to demarcate the ventral limit of
the frontal eye fields (FEF, area 8) (Picard and Strick, 2001) and to differentiate between PMd
and PMv (Schubotz and von Cramon, 2003). However, because there are no distinct cellular
subdivisions that directly correspond to any macroanatomical landmarks in humans, the precise
boundary between the dorsal and ventral sections of LPMC remains uncertain (Geyer et al.,
2000a; Picard and Strick, 2001;Schubotz and von Cramon, 2003). The results from our analysis
suggest that the boundary between these two regions is between z = 35 (medially) and z = 45
(laterally) (Fig. 4 at y = 5 to -5). These values are in agreement with the location of the virtual
continuation of the inferior frontal sulcus as described in the Talairach and Tournoux atlas
(1988). However, a comprehensive review of PMv proposed that the boundary between PMd
and PMv is at z = 50, at the upper limit of FEF (Rizzolatti and Luppino, 2001). While the
boundary suggested by Rizzolatti and colleagues (2001) is only 5mm dorsal to our suggested
lateral border, it is 15mm dorsal to our suggested medial border. Conceivably, neuroimaging
literature has tended to attribute activation to PMd when in all actuality it may have been located
in the dorsal rim of the PMv (Schubotz and von Cramon, 2003). Nonetheless, our data suggest
that the PMd/PMv border is more ventral medially than it is laterally.

Rostral limits of LPMC
It is has been suggested that the rostral limit of LPMC is the precentral sulcus (Picard and
Strick, 1996;Roland and Zilles, 1996;Moore et al., 2000;Simon et al., 2002). LPMC is bounded
by FEF (area 8) where the precentral sulcus intersects the superior frontal sulcus and recent
work suggests that FEF is contained in the depths of the precentral sulcus (Rosano et al.,
2002). On the other hand, two previous reviews of functional imaging data showed that FEF
appeared to include the rostral most portion of the precentral gyrus (Paus, 1996;Petit et al.,
1999). The findings from these two reviews indicated that the boundary between areas 8 and
6 might be positioned caudal to the precentral sulcus, on the rostral portion of the precentral
gyrus. In comparison with our results, we found that 30 out of the 40 FEF coordinates listed
in these two reviews fell within the 95th percentile of LPMC. Since it has been suggested that
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the tasks used in the studies investigating FEF could activate both visual and visuomotor
neurons (Blanke et al., 2000), it is possible that there is an area of functional overlap between
the eye fields and manual premotor area, or possibly an individuated visuomotor field.
Supporting this hypothesis, recent fMRI studies using a precision grip task have demonstrated
that the visuomotor process occurs in the rostral portions of the precentral gyrus (Vaillancourt
et al., 2003;Vaillancourt et al., 2006). Therefore, the current findings suggest that the LPMC
region determined by our ALE method appears to include activations that some may consider
to be FEF.

Ventrally, the rostral aspect of LPMC is bounded by area 44. Area 44 is the opercular portion
of the inferior frontal gyrus and is traditionally referred to as the caudal portion of Broca’s area
(Brodmann, 1909). The cytoarchitectonic borders between areas 44 and 6 do not reliably
coincide with identifiable macroscopic features, and it has been suggested that this border
cannot be determined solely on the basis of macroanatomical landmarks (Amunts et al.,
1999). Additionally, recent work investigating the motor functions of Broca’s area has
suggested that this region may be the human equivalent of monkey area F5 (Rizzolatti et al.,
1998;Amunts et al., 1999) and that it could be considered part of PMv (Rizzolatti et al.,
2002;Schubotz and von Cramon, 2003;Binkofski and Buccino, 2004). For these reasons, the
rostral limit of PMv is not well established. Our results show that the rostral limit of LPMC
varies between y = 10 and 20 (Table 4A). These findings appear to be located on the opercular
portion of the inferior frontal gyrus as determined by the Talairach and Tournoux atlas
(1988). For example, the Talairach and Tournoux atlas shows that the rostro-caudal extent of
the ventral precentral sulcus ranged between y = -2 and y = 10, and was situated caudally with
respect to the rostral limit of our LPMC region. To compare this boundary to previously
reported data for Broca’s area, we inspected 62 coordinates from 18 of the articles from this
meta-analysis (Appendix A with a single asterisk) that reported Broca’s area during hand or
arm movement tasks. The coordinates from these 18 articles ranged from y = -3 to y = 38, with
a mean of y = 10 in the rostro-caudal plane, and 47 out of the 62 coordinates fell within the
95th percentile of our LMPC region. We also examined 19 coordinates reported for Broca’s
area from 9 additional articles that had investigated speech/oral motor tasks (Schumacher et
al., 1996;Tzourio et al., 1998;Kang et al., 1999;Hernandez et al., 2001;Palmer et al.,
2001;Gruber and von Cramon, 2003;Li et al., 2003;Siok et al., 2003;Tan et al., 2003). The area
44 coordinates from these 9 articles ranged from y = 4 to y = 18, with a peak of y = 11 in the
rostro-caudal dimension, and 17 out of the 19 coordinates fell within the 95th percentile of our
LMPC region. It is important to note that out of the 14 studies involving speech/oral-motor
tasks included in our meta-analysis, none identified activation in PMv or LPMC. Therefore,
the rostral extent of our ventral LPMC area was not influenced by functional activity related
to speech. Based on these observations, it appears that researchers may consider the opercular
portion of the inferior frontal gyrus to be part of PMv.

Caudal limit of LPMC
It is widely accepted that there is a gradual cytoarchitectonic border between areas 6 and 4
(Roland and Zilles, 1996) and the criteria for this border is the change in the number and density
of Betz cells in layer V (White et al., 1997;Wang et al., 2002). Generally, M1 is said to reside
within the depths of the central sulcus (Geyer et al., 2000a). However, there are reports that
M1 covers the entirety of the precentral gyrus (Brodmann, 1909;White et al., 1997), or simply
portions of the exposed surface of the precentral gyrus (Rademacher et al., 2001b) in the dorsal-
most aspect of the cortex. These ambiguities have forced imaging researchers to delineate an
arbitrary boundary between LPMC and SMC, such as the definition that this boundary is at
the caudal 2/3rds of the precentral gyrus (Alkadhi et al., 2002a;Alkadhi et al., 2002b), or at the
rostral lip of the central sulcus (Fink et al., 1997). From this meta-analysis, we were able to
locate the line of equal probability between these two regions—a guide that will be useful for
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predicting this border in stereotaxic space. In the axial plane (z = 55), this boundary is more
rostral laterally (x = -50, y = -5) than it is medially (x = -20, y = -15) (Fig. 2). We also found
that the individual centers of LPMC and SMC are close in proximity, resulting in a large
overlapping area between the two regions. It is possible that this overlap is due to the variability
inherent in the shape and extent of the central sulcus within (White et al., 1997;Rademacher
et al., 2001b;Fesl et al., 2003) and between subjects (White et al., 1997;Yousry et al.,
1997;Roland and Zilles, 1998;Moore et al., 2000;Rademacher et al., 2001b).

Sensorimotor cortex (SMC)
There are 4 boundaries of importance within SMC: the boundary between M1 and S1, the
rostral limit of SMC, the caudal limit of S1, and the ventral limit of SMC. The rostral limit of
SMC was discussed within the MPMC and LPMC sections.

M1 vs. S1
The cytoarchitectonic border between M1 and S1 (area 3) is well defined and located in the
depths of the central sulcus (Geyer et al., 1997, 2000a; Moore et al., 2000;Rademacher et al.,
2001b). However, despite the fact that the division between M1 and S1 is cytoarchitectonically
considered one of the most consistent boundaries in the human brain (Roland and Zilles,
1996;Geyer et al., 1997;Rademacher et al., 2001b), we found that the overlap between these
regions was the largest overlap of all the boundaries in this study (Table 3). This overlap is
likely due to the large interindividual variability of the central sulcus (Geyer et al., 1997, 2000b;
White et al., 1997;Moore et al., 2000;Rademacher et al., 2001b) combined with the difficulty
of normalizing a highly variable landmark such as the central sulcus (Woods, 1996).
Furthermore, these factors combined with the fact that M1 and S1 are generally co-activated,
make it difficult to differentiate between these two regions in stereotaxic space. These
complications are evidenced by the finding that the isocenters of M1 and S1 completely overlap
(Fig. 5, z = 55). Nevertheless, using boundaries based on the overlap between SMC and LPMC
and M1 and S1, the volume derived for M1 is 33.4cm3. Rademacher et al. (2001b) estimated
the grey matter of Brodmann area 4 to be approximately 10.9cm3, and Zhou et al. (2005)
estimated the grey and white matter of the precentral gyrus to be 33.5cm3. Considering that
our method cannot distinguish between grey and white matter, our estimate for the volume of
M1 appears to be in line with these reports. Ultimately, our analysis describes the variability
between M1 and S1 in stereotaxic space, and will serve as a functional guide complementing
the previously described cytoarchitectonical and macroanatomical variability of this region.

Caudal limit of S1
The caudal edge of area 2 is bound by three different cytoarchitectonic regions: the pre-parietal
area 5 dorsally, the superior parietal area centrally, and the supramarginal area 40 ventrally
(Brodmann, 1909). The caudal edge of area 2 is generally considered to be in the postcentral
sulcus (Brodmann, 1909; Geyer et al., 2000b; Moore et al., 2000;Grefkes et al., 2001), although
this border is topographically variable between the fundus of the postcentral sulcus and several
millimeters above it on the caudal wall (Brodmann, 1909; Geyer et al., 2000b; Moore et al.,
2000;Grefkes et al., 2001). Because the literature regarding this boundary is sparse, our analysis
will be a useful measure for determining the caudal boundary of S1 in Talairach space.

Ventral limits of LPMC and SMC
The ventral limit of M1 has been reported as being situated just above the Sylvian Fissure
(Woolsey et al., 1979;Corfield et al., 1999), or varying as much as 4cm dorsally (Brodmann,
1909;Urasaki et al., 1994; Geyer et al., 2000b). Similarly, the ventral limit of S1 has been
shown to correspond to the same dorso-ventral position as M1, immediately caudal to M1 at
the base of the postcentral gyrus (Boling et al., 2002). It also has been noted that the ventral
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limit of area 2 may or may not coincide with the Sylvian Fissure, a finding that was independent
of whether or not the postcentral sulcus reached the Sylvian Fissure (Grefkes et al., 2001). Our
current findings showed that the ventral limit of SMC was approximately z = 20 (Table 5A),
just below peak z activations that have been reported (between z = 24 and 40) for the most
ventral part of area 4 (i.e.. the motor tongue area) (Fox et al., 2001;Alkadhi et al.,
2002a;Turkeltaub et al., 2002;Ehrsson et al., 2003b;Fesl et al., 2003). This location is just above
the Sylvian Fissure based on the Talairach and Tournoux atlas (1988). We found little
information in the literature regarding the ventral boundary of LPMC. The ventral extent of
LPMC based on our ALE method was at z = -2 (Fig. 4, y = 5). This location corresponds to the
ventral limits of the precentral gyrus based on the Talairach and Tournoux atlas (1988). Because
the Sylvian Fissure is an inconsistent macroanatomical boundary on the order of several
centimeters, our findings are important as they suggest guidelines regarding the lower limits
of SMC and LPMC in stereotaxic space.

Computational issues related to the ALE method
It should be noted that there are several computational issues that are inherent to the ALE
method which affect the spatial distribution of an ROI. First, the spatial distribution is affected
by the sigma value chosen to represent the standard deviation associated with each data point.
A large sigma value will result in a larger and smoother region. Second, the number of
coordinates needed to obtain an accurate representation of a region depends on its shape and
volume. This manuscript looks at 6 regions, all with differing volumes. A larger number of
coordinates would be required to accurately estimate a region with a large volume such as
LPMC, compared to a region with a small volume, such as SMA proper. Because the precise
volumes of these regions are unknown a priori, we are unable to determine the number of data
points that would be required per region in order to generate an accurate representation of its
spatial extent. Third, this method is inherently sensitive to the number of data points sampled
within a given volume. When the number of data points sampled from within a particular ROI
is increased, more voxels become significant and the overall volume increases. This
phenomenon occurs because the ALE values of the voxels in and around the ROI grow at a
faster rate than do the ALE values determined by the null hypothesis. Lastly, the number of
significant ALE values is dependent upon the threshold chosen. As such, it is essential to
carefully check the results of the probabilistic analysis against known anatomical landmarks
as done in this manuscript.

Summary and conclusions
This meta-analysis compiled three-dimensional coordinates in stereotaxic space from six
principle cortical motor ROIs across 126 articles from the PET and fMRI literature. The ALE
method was used to quantify probability maps that describe the outer limits and boundaries for
SMA, pre-SMA, PMd, PMv, M1, and S1. In some cases, such as the boundary between SMA
and pre-SMA, our findings have confirmed previous suggestions in the literature. In others,
our findings provide estimates in Talairach space that will complement suggested anatomical
boundaries, such as the boundary between M1 and S1, the posterior limit of S1, the ventral
limits of MPMC, SMC, and LPMC. Lastly, our findings provide novel estimates in Talairach
space for boundaries that do not have anatomical equivalents such as the rostral, caudal, and
lateral limits of MPMC, the anterior limits of LPMC, the boundary between PMd and PMv,
and the boundary between LPMC and SMC. Additionally, our findings demonstrate that there
does not appear to be a distinct one-dimensional boundary at any one x, y, or z coordinate.
Rather, there is a gradient that varies in three dimensions separating each ROI. For instance,
the border between PMd and PMv is not a horizontal line, but instead is best represented by a
boundary line that traverses from a position that is ventral at its lateral limit and dorsal at its
medial limit.

Mayka et al. Page 15

Neuroimage. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2007 October 17.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript



While the limitations of Talairach space have been previously noted (Woods, 1996;Brett et al.,
2002), there are also several benefits to using a standardized stereotaxic space. In particular,
normalization provides a common framework that can be used to compare results from different
laboratories. We have used the outcomes from our ALE analysis in combination with
previously suggested anatomical guidelines to draw the Human Motor Area Template (HMAT)
for these six motor and premotor areas in Talairach space (Fig. 6). HMAT can be obtained
through e-mail from the corresponding author. This template is not meant to serve as a gold
standard for imaging studies of the motor system, but rather as a starting point such that data
from future neuroimaging studies can be more accurately quantified and described in Talairach
coordinate space. For example, we recognize that additional work on the cingulate area would
make an important contribution. In conclusion, we believe this meta-analysis will add
cohesiveness to the neuroimaging literature by facilitating a better understanding of motor
systems neuroscience, while also advancing our understanding of the effects of physical
rehabilitation, pharmacological interventions, and surgical treatment on impaired brain
function.
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Fig 1.
(A) Histograms of the activation likelihood estimate (ALE) voxel values within the brain for
SMC (blue), and the averaged histograms of the randomly generated noise maps (red). The
omnibus critical ALE threshold was determined by setting the fraction of voxels in the random
(null hypothesis) histogram greater than the critical threshold (α = 0.0001). (B) Percentile curve
generated from the original ALE values. These are the percentiles used in subsequent figures.
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Fig 2.
Color-coded spatial probability maps identify overlap between MPMC (green), LPMC (blue),
and SMC (black). Contour lines represent the 95th, 75th, 50th, 25th, and 10th percent
probability that the likelihood that an activation focus will fall within the area encompassed
by the contour line. Each line thickness corresponds to a specific percentile. The spatial overlap
between two regions was quantified as a difference map with no difference in probabilities
equal to 0% (yellow regions). An increasing difference in the probability difference maps is
shown as a gradation from yellow to red. Areas containing activation from all three regions
are purple. Axial slices are shown.
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Fig 3.
Contour lines and spatial probability maps between the regions designated as SMA proper
(black) and pre-SMA (blue). Contour lines and difference maps are identical to that described
in Fig. 2. Axial slices are shown.
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Fig 4.
Contour lines and spatial probability maps between the regions designated as PMd (black) and
PMv (blue). Contour lines and difference maps are identical to that described in Fig. 2. Coronal
slices are shown.
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Fig 5.
Contour lines and spatial probability maps between the regions designated as M1 (black) and
S1 (blue). Contour lines and difference maps are identical to that described in Fig. 2. Axial
slices are shown.
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Fig 6.
Human Motor Area Template drawn in AFNI based upon data generated from our probability
distributions along with previously established anatomical criteria. The regions shown are pre-
SMA (orange), SMA proper (yellow), PMd (blue), PMv (magenta), M1 (red) and S1 (green).
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