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A B S T R A C T

Preterm infants are at increased risk of alterations in brain structure and connectivity, and subsequent neuro-
cognitive impairment. Breast milk may be more advantageous than formula feed for promoting brain develop-
ment in infants born at term, but uncertainties remain about its effect on preterm brain development and the
optimal nutritional regimen for preterm infants. We test the hypothesis that breast milk exposure is associated
with improved markers of brain development and connectivity in preterm infants at term equivalent age.

We collected information about neonatal breast milk exposure and brain MRI at term equivalent age from 47
preterm infants (mean postmenstrual age [PMA] 29.43 weeks, range 23.28–33.0). Network-Based Statistics
(NBS), Tract-based Spatial Statistics (TBSS) and volumetric analysis were used to investigate the effect of breast
milk exposure on white matter water diffusion parameters, tissue volumes, and the structural connectome.

Twenty-seven infants received exclusive breast milk feeds for �75% of days of in-patient care and this was
associated with higher connectivity in the fractional anisotropy (FA)-weighted connectome compared with the
group who had< 75% of days receiving exclusive breast milk feeds (NBS, p¼ 0.04). Within the TBSS white
matter skeleton, the group that received �75% exclusive breast milk days exhibited higher FA within the corpus
callosum, cingulum cingulate gyri, centrum semiovale, corticospinal tracts, arcuate fasciculi and posterior limbs of
the internal capsule compared with the low exposure group after adjustment for PMA at birth, PMA at image
acquisition, bronchopulmonary dysplasia, and chorioamnionitis (p< 0.05). The effect on structural connectivity
and tract water diffusion parameters was greater with �90% exposure, suggesting a dose effect. There were no
significant groupwise differences in brain volumes.

Breast milk feeding in the weeks after preterm birth is associated with improved structural connectivity of
developing networks and greater FA in major white matter fasciculi.
1. Introduction

Preterm birth is strongly associated with a magnetic resonance im-
aging (MRI) phenotype that includes altered structural connectivity of
developing neural systems involving white matter, structural alteration
in deep and cortical grey matter, and long term neurocognitive impair-
ment (Batalle et al., 2017; Boardman et al., 2010; Counsell et al., 2008;
van den Heuvel et al., 2015a; van Kooij et al., 2012). Co-morbidities of
preterm birth, genetic factors, and environmental exposures contribute to
white matter disease but they do not explain fully the risks for atypical
brain development and adverse outcome (Anblagan et al., 2016; Ball
et al., 2010, 2017; Boardman et al., 2014; Inder et al., 2005; Krishnan
ctive Health, Queen's Medical Res
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Nutritional factors may play an important role in preterm brain

development. For example, optimal protein and energy intakes in the first
days after preterm birth are associated with increased brain growth,
improved white matter microstructure and neurodevelopmental perfor-
mance (Beauport et al., 2017; Coviello et al., 2017; Morgan et al., 2014;
Schneider et al., 2018).

Breastfeeding, when compared with formula feeding, is associated
with increased performance in intelligence testing among the general
population, and the effect may be enhanced in low birthweight infants
(Anderson et al., 1999; Isaacs et al., 2010; Lucas et al., 1998; Vohr et al.,
2006, 2007). In a recent meta-analysis of studies that controlled for
earch Institute, 47 Little France Crescent, Edinburgh EH16 4TJ, United Kingdom.
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maternal intelligence, which is a recognised confounder of childhood
cognition, breast feeding remained associated with a gain in performance
in IQ testing (Horta et al., 2015). Furthermore, breast milk appears to
have lasting impact on cognition with improved performance at school,
during adolescence and through to adulthood (Belfort et al., 2016;
Horwood and Fergusson, 1998). MRI studies of children and adolescents
report that breast milk feed in infancy is associated with increased white
and grey matter volumes (Isaacs et al., 2010; Luby et al., 2016), increased
cortical thickness (Kafouri et al., 2013) and improved white matter
microstructure (Deoni et al., 2013) when compared with formula
feeding. However, the extent to which observations from the general
population can be extrapolated to preterm infants is unknown, and this
leaves uncertainty about the effect of breast milk on preterm brain
development, and the timing, dose and duration of breast milk that might
confer benefit.

We combined nutritional data with brain MRI to test the hypothesis
that exposure to breast milk enhances early brain development in pre-
term infants. We investigated the influence of breast milk intake during
neonatal care on a comprehensive set of measures of brain development
that are based on the MRI phenotype of preterm brain injury (Batalle
et al., 2017; Counsell et al., 2008; Inder et al., 2005; van den Heuvel et al.,
2015b). We combined structural and diffusion MRI (sMRI/dMRI) to
perform anatomically-constrained tractography (ACT) (Smith et al.,
2012) with spherical-deconvolution informed filtering of tractograms
(SIFT) (Smith et al., 2013) to construct the structural connectome, and
compared connectomes using global network measures and edge-wise
values using Network-based Statistics (NBS). We used Tract-based
Spatial Statistics (TBSS) to calculate voxel wise differences in fractional
anisotropy (FA), mean (MD), axial (AD), and radial (RD) diffusivity
across the white matter skeleton, and used optimized algorithms for
brain extraction and tissue classification to measure global and local
brain tissue volumes (Ball et al., 2010; Serag et al., 2017; Smith et al.,
2006).

2. Subjects and methods

2.1. Participants

Participants were preterm infants delivered at � 33.0 weeks who
received care at the Royal Infirmary of Edinburgh and had brain MRI
performed at term-equivalent age as part of a longitudinal study designed
to investigate the effects of preterm birth on brain structure and outcome.
The study was conducted according to the principles of the Declaration of
Helsinki, and ethical approval was obtained from the UK National
Research Ethics Service. Parents provided written informed consent.

Daily nutritional intake was collected from birth until discharge home
from the neonatal unit using electronic patient records. Breast milk
exposure was defined as the proportion of in-patient days receiving
exclusive breast milk, categorized as � 75% and �90% of days of in-
patient care when exclusive breast milk was given.

The nutritional management of all participants conformed to
following principles. Infants with birth weight<1500 g began parenteral
nutrition upon admission to neonatal care. This was delivered using a
standard solution (Scottish Neonatal Parenteral Nutrition 2.4 g protein/
100ml, ITH Pharma, London), commencing at 100ml/kg/day if birth
weight< 1000 g and 75ml/kg/day if birthweight 1000–1500 g. This was
increased to a maximum of 150ml/kg/day in 25ml/kg/day increments
every 24 h. Fat and fat-soluble vitamins were provided using Intralipid
20% emulsion, which was commenced within 24 h of admission at 1 g/
kg/day, increasing to 2 g/kg/day on day 2 and 3 g/kg/day on day 3.

Expression of breast milk was encouraged immediately after delivery
and colostrum was given as soon as it became available. Enteral feeds
were commenced at 12ml/kg/day on day one and incremented by
30ml/kg/day as standard. This increment was reduced to 18ml/kg/day
in babies identified as at high risk of developing necrotising enterocolitis
(<1000 g, IUGR, absent or reversed umbilical artery end diastolic flow
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doppler). If there was insufficient maternal expressed breast milk by 48 h
of age, donor expressed breast milk was given to supplement maternal
milk. Once infants had reached 120ml/kg/day of enteral feeds, paren-
teral nutrition was stopped. Feeds continued to increment to a maximum
volume of 180–200ml/kg/day. Human milk fortifier (Cow & Gate
Nutriprem Human Milk Fortifier, Nutricia) was added to breast milk if
weight gain remained sub-optimal despite 14 days of maximal volume
breast milk (180–200ml/kg/day). If mothers chose not to express milk or
there was insufficient breast milk to meet the requirements of the infant
beyond 34 weeks, donor expressed breast milk was replaced with pre-
term formula. All infants received multivitamins from day 7 of life and
iron supplementation from day 42.

Bronchopulmonary dysplasia (BPD) was defined as the requirement
for supplemental oxygen at 36 weeks corrected gestational age. All in-
fants had placental histopathology performed and histological cho-
rioamnionitis (HCA) was defined using an established system (Anblagan
et al., 2016). Postnatal somatic growth was described as the difference
between birthweight z-score and weight at scan z-score, calculated using
INTERGROWTH-21st reference standards for preterm infants (Villar
et al., 2016).

2.2. Image acquisition

Infants were scanned in natural sleep with pulse oximetry, electro-
cardiography and temperature monitoring. Flexible earplugs and
neonatal earmuffs (MiniMuffs, Natus) were used for ear protection. All
scans were supervised by a neonatal doctor.

A Siemens MAGNETOM Verio 3T MRI clinical scanner (Siemens
Healthcare Gmbh, Erlangen, Germany) and 12-channel Siemens phased-
array head matrix coil were used to acquire the following scans: 3D T1-
weighted (T1w) MPRAGE (TR¼ 1650ms, TE¼ 2.43ms, inversion
time¼ 160ms, flip angle¼ 9�, acquisition plane¼ sagittal, voxel
size¼ 1� 1� 1mm3, FOV¼ 256mm, acquired matrix¼ 256� 256,
acquisition time¼ 7min 49 s and acceleration factor¼ 2); dMRI data
consisting of 11 T2-and 64 diffusion-weighted (b¼ 750 s/mm2) single-
shot, spin-echo, echo planar imaging (EPI) volumes were acquired in
the axial plane with 2mm isotropic voxels (TR¼ 7300ms, TE¼ 106ms,
FOV¼ 256mm, acquired matrix¼ 128� 128, 50 contiguous interleaved
slices with 2mm thickness, acquisition time¼ 9min 29 s). To reduce
eddy current induced artefacts and shimming errors to a minimum in the
dMRI protocol, an optimized bipolar gradient pulse scheme was
employed with a manually selected shim box covering a region extending
from the top of the head to several centimetres below the chin.

Structural images were reported by an experienced paediatric radi-
ologist (A.J.Q.) using the system described by Leuchter et al. (2014), and
images with evidence of injury (post-haemorrhagic ventricular dilata-
tion, porencephalic cyst or cystic periventricular leukomalacia), or cen-
tral nervous system malformation were excluded.

2.3. Structural connectivity

The complete framework for the network construction can be seen in
Fig. 1.

2.3.1. Preprocessing
The first step was to denoise the dMRI data (Veraart et al., 2016a,

2016b) followed by up-sampling by a factor of 2 to match the resolution
of the T1w volumes using cubic b-spline interpolation (Raffelt et al.,
2012). Then, the dMRI data were corrected for head motion and eddy
current distortions (Smith et al., 2004) with the correspondent vector
rotation, skull-stripped (Smith, 2002) (with manual editing) and cor-
rected for bias field inhomogeneity (Tustison et al., 2010). The T1w
volumes were skull-stripped (Serag et al., 2016) and corrected for bias
field inhomogeneities (Tustison et al., 2010). Finally, the T1w volumes
were co-registered to the first B0 EPI volumes for each subject and dMRI
data were corrected for EPI distortions by non-rigidly registering the EPI



Fig. 1. Overview of the structural connectome creation framework.
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volumes to the co-registered T1w volumes, restricting the registration to
the phase encoding direction (Irfanoglu et al., 2012; Wu et al., 2008).
This process was performed using Symmetric Normalization (SyN)(A-
vants et al., 2008) with mutual information as the registration metric.

For each voxel, the water diffusion tensor was estimated using the
weighted least-squares method with DTIFIT (Smith et al., 2004). FA, MD,
AD and RD maps were then generated for every subject.

2.3.2. Tissue segmentation and parcellation
The T1 template of Edinburgh Neonatal Atlas (ENA33) (Blesa et al.,

2016) was used to parcellate the T1w volume of each participant using
rigid, affine and SyN (Avants et al., 2008) registration with cross corre-
lation as the registration metric. To generate the tissue segmentation we
used SEGMA (Serag et al., 2017). This is an automatic SEGMentation
Approach for human brain MRI using sliding window and random forests
that provides accurate segmentations across the life course (including the
neonatal period) to classify all T1w volumes into cortical grey matter,
deep grey matter, white matter and cerebrospinal fluid (CSF).

2.3.3. Tractography
Tractography was generated using constrained spherical deconvolu-

tion (cSD) (Tournier et al., 2007, 2008). The fiber orientation distribu-
tion (FOD) was calculated with a maximum spherical harmonic degree
(lmax) of 8 (Tournier et al., 2013). We used ACT (Smith et al., 2012) with
the iFOD2 algorithm (Tournier et al., 2010). The ACT parameters were:
seeding at the grey matter/white matter interface (GMWMI); minimum
streamline length of 20mm and maximum length of 200mm (Keunen
et al., 2017; Yap et al., 2011); the remainder of parameters were used as
default (adjusted for upsampled data (Smith et al., 2012)). 10 million
tracts were generated and spherical-deconvolution informed filtering of
tractograms (SIFT) was applied to reduce the number of tracts to 2
million. This reduces the construction bias of the tractogram and im-
proves the biological accuracy and interpretability of structural connec-
tivity between regions (Smith et al., 2013).

2.3.4. Network construction
The connectome was constructed by assigning a weight to an edge

based on the raw number of tracts between regions: wðei;jÞ ¼ ci;j. Where
ei;j represents the connection between the nodes i and j; wðei;jÞ is the
weight of the connection ei;j; and ci;j is the number of tracts between i and
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j. Connections with less than five tracts and self-connections were set to
0 (Batalle et al., 2017) resulting in a network of size 98� 98. Any
implausible tracts traversing from one cortical hemisphere to any
contralateral subcortical node were discarded (Funnell et al., 2000).

Note that the networks were not corrected for the inverse length of
the paths, since this correction is not appropriate for tractograms calcu-
lated using a GMWMI seeding strategy (Yeh et al., 2016). We refer to
those matrices as streamline-weighted matrices (Mw�NOS).

Next, FA-weighted connectomes were constructed using the mean FA

computed over the ci;j streamlines as an edge weight:wðei;jÞ ¼ 1
ci;j

Pn¼ci;j

n¼1
FAn.

Where i, j, ei;j , wðei;jÞ and ci;j are defined as before; n is each streamline
connecting i and j; and FAn is the mean FA of the tract n. This weight
represents the white matter tract “integrity” (Brown et al., 2014; van den
Heuvel and Sporns, 2011). We refer to those matrices as FA-weighted
matrices (Mw�FA).

Finally, each Mw�NOS was binarized and used to filter the corre-
spondentMw�FA. The resultingMw�FA connectomes were not normalized
because the FA values for a region-pair connection are averaged across all
its ci;j streamlines, making it invariant to the number of tractography
seeds used (Brown et al., 2014).

2.3.5. Edge-wise comparison
TheMw�NOS were thresholded keeping only the connections common

to at least 2/3 of the subjects (de Reus and van den Heuvel, 2013), and
the threshold was then applied to the Mw�FA. Mw�FA matrices were
analysed using NBS.

2.3.6. Network metrics and analysis
We calculated 5 network parameters: Global efficiency (GE), local

efficiency (LE), normalized cluster coefficient (CC), normalized charac-
teristic path length (CPL) and small-worldness (SW). For a detailed
explanation and the formulation of the metrics, see Rubinov and Sporns
(2010). All the metrics were implemented in the Brain Connectivity
Toolbox (brain-connectivity-toolbox.net) (Rubinov and Sporns, 2010).
Note that for CPL the length matrix was generated using the inverse of
each connection of the Mw�FA. The normalized CC and normalized CPL
were calculated by dividing the CC and CPL, by the CC and CPL calcu-
lated from an average of 1000 random networks with the same degree
and strength distributions.

http://brain-connectivity-toolbox.net


Table 1
Demographic and clinical features of study participants.

<75% exclusive
BM days (n¼ 20)

�75% exclusive
BM days (n¼ 27)

p
value

Mean PMA at birth/weeks
(range)

29.43
(23.28–33.0)

29.43
(26.14–32.86)

0.97

M:F ratio 8:12 12:15 0.76
Mean birthweight/g (range) 1121 (550–1450) 1160 (815–1465) 0.55
Mean birthweight z-score �0.56 �0.37 0.55
Mean PMA at scan/weeks
(range)

39.71
(38.0–42.28)

39.53 (38.0–42.0) 0.83

Mean weight at scan/g (range) 2838
(2160–3480)

2862 (2070–4870) 0.87

Mean weight at scan z-score �1.06 �1.01 0.88
Difference in mean weight z-
score from birth to scan

�0.43 �0.65 0.32

Proportion of infants with
BPD (%)

4/20 (20) 9/27 (33) 0.31

Proportion of infants with
HCA (%)

6/20 (30) 9/27 (33) 0.81

Proportion of infants with
NEC (%)

1/20 (5)* 2/27 (7) 0.74

Mean number of days in
neonatal unit (range)

62 (19–151) 59 (26–94) 0.68

Mean number of TPN days
(range)

9 (0–30) 9 (0–30) 0.90

Mean plasma Urea
concentration at 32 weeks
PMA/mmol/L (range)

2.5 (1.4–3.9) 2.7 (1.4–7.3) 0.64

Median number of exclusive
formula days (range)

12 (0–107) 0 (0–10) <0.01

Median number of exclusive
breast milk days (range)

19 (0–79) 57 (24–90) <0.01

Median number of HMF days
(range)

0 (0–58) 18 (0–62) <0.01

Mean proportion of exclusive
breast milk days with

18 (0–100) 3 (0–30) <0.01
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The connectivity matrices do not have the same density (sparsity). To
correct for this, each Mw�NOS was thresholded using its density in small
steps from 0.02 to 0.5 in intervals of 0.02. After this the matrix was
binarized and used as a threshold to filter the Mw�FA.

Connectomic data were visualised using Circos (Krzywinski et al.,
2009) and BrainNet viewer (Xia et al., 2013).

2.4. Tract-based Spatial Statistics

TBSS analysis (Smith et al., 2006) was performed using a pipeline that
was optimized for neonatal dMRI data (Ball et al., 2010). Using the most
representative subject of the cohort as a target, an average FA map and
mean FA skeleton (threshold FA> 0.15) were created from the aligned
data representing the main white matter tracts common to all subject.
RD, AD and MD were projected onto the FA skeleton for voxel wise
comparisons.

2.5. Volumetric analysis

The brain tissue was separated from non-brain tissue using ALFA
(Serag et al., 2016), and a brain mask was created. Volumes were cor-
rected for field inhomogeneity using the N4 method (Tustison et al.,
2010) and were segmented using SEGMA (Serag et al., 2017). Every
brain volume was segmented into: brainstem, cerebellum, cortical grey
matter, cerebrospinal fluid, deep grey matter and white matter (Fig. 2).
Volumes were calculated for each individual tissue type, and total brain
tissue volume was calculated as the sum of all compartments with the
exception of CSF.

2.6. Analysis of dose effect

We explored the effect of breast milk dose by repeating group-wise
analyses for infants with �90% exclusive breast milk days compared to
infants with <90% of exclusive breast milk days.

2.7. Statistics

Edge-wise comparison of connectivity matrices was performed using
NBS (Zalesky et al., 2010) with a t-statistic exceeding a threshold of 3
(Zalesky et al., 2012). Groupwise difference in breast milk exposure in
the five networkmeasures was investigated using ANOVA (in the original
matrices and also at each level of density). For TBSS, group comparisons
were performed with FSL's Randomise tool using a general linear uni-
variate model (Winkler et al., 2014), with family-wise error correction
for multiple testing using threshold-free cluster enhancement (TFCE)
with a significance level of p< 0.05 (Smith and Nichols, 2009). For
volumetric comparisons group-wise analyses were performed using
ANOVA. In all analyses post-menstrual age (PMA) at birth, PMA at image
acquisition, BPD and exposure to chorioamnionitis were entered as
covariates. False discovery rate was used to control for multiple testing in
analyses of volumes, network metrics and network metrics corrected for
density.

3. Results

3.1. Baseline characteristics

Forty-seven participants were studied. 27 received exclusive breast
Fig. 2. From left to right: a single subject and the corresponding tissue seg-
mentations for cortical grey matter, sub-cortical grey matter, white matter, CSF
and whole brain.
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milk feeds for �75% of days of neonatal in-patient care, and 20 received
exclusive breast milk feeds for<75% of days (Table 1). The demographic
and clinical features of the population with �90% exclusive breast milk
days are shown in Supplementary Table 1.
3.2. Edge-wise connectome comparison

FA-weighted connectivity was increased in infants who received
�75% of exclusive breast milk feeds compared to those who did not
(p¼ 0.0386, NBS). The connections involved included intra- and inter-
hemispheric fronto-parietal and limbic system structures; anatomical
labels of altered structural connectivity are shown in Fig. 3a. The extent
of anatomic connectivity was further increased in these neural systems in
infants who received �90% of exclusive breast milk, as measured by
incorporation of more nodes and edges, an in addition sub-cortical net-
works were involved at the higher breast milk intake threshold
(p¼ 0.0086, NBS), Fig. 3b.
3.3. Network analysis

There were no statistically significant differences in global network
metrics for Mw�FA at either milk intake threshold after FDR correction
(Fig. 4), nor were there significant differences in network measures
corrected for density (data not shown).
supplemental DEBM, %
(range)

BPD ¼ Bronchopulmonary dysplasia, HCA ¼ Histological chorioamnionitis, NEC
¼ Necrotising enterocolitis, TPN ¼ Total parenteral nutrition, HMF¼ Human
Milk Fortifier, DEBM ¼ Donor expressed breast milk. *One infant in the group
who received exclusive breast milk feeds for <75% of neonatal inpatient
required laparotomy for treatment of NEC; the two other cases of NEC were
managed conservatively.



Fig. 3. Network differences in the FA-weighted connectome for the two thresholds: � 75% (a) and �90% (b). Inter-hemispheric connections are shown in blue, and
intra-hemispheric connections in magenta. For visualisation: anatomic left is on right side of image.
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3.4. Tract-based spatial statistics

There were significant differences in water diffusion tensor parame-
ters in major white matter tracts associated with breast milk exposure.
Specifically, in the group with �75% days of exclusive breast milk feeds,
FA was higher in the splenium of corpus callosum, cingulum cingulate
gyri, centrum semiovale, corticospinal tracts, the arcuate fasciculi and
the posterior limbs of internal capsule. These differences were more
widespread and symmetrical at the �90% exclusive breast milk days
threshold. Infants who received �90% days exclusive breast milk feeds
had lower MD and RD than the other participants (Fig. 5).

3.5. Volumetric analysis

There were no significant differences in brain volumes between pre-
term infants who received �75% exclusive breast milk and those who
received <75% breast milk feeds (FDR corrected). The mean (SD) for the
total brain tissue volume of the group with �75% breast milk exposure
was 359.34ml (38.76ml), while for the group with <75% breast milk
exposure it was 361.56ml (34.65ml). Values for tissue compartments
and CSF are shown in Table 2. There were no significant differences in
brain volumes between preterm infants who received �90% exclusive
435
breast milk and those who received <90% breast milk feeds (Supple-
mentary Table 2).

4. Discussion

By combining nutritional data with brain MRI markers of preterm
brain injury, we have shown that greater exposure to breast milk
following preterm birth is associated with improved white matter
microstructure at term-equivalent age. We found differences in the FA-
weighted connectome and increased FA within white matter tracts of
infants who received exclusive breast milk feeds for �75% days of
neonatal in-patient care compared with infants who received exclusive
breast milk for <75% of days. These effects showed a dose-dependent
relationship with breast milk exposure and were independent of known
predictors of preterm brain injury including gestational age at birth,
chorioamnionitis, and BPD. The observed effects are unlikely to be
attributable to parenteral nutrition because exposure to this did not differ
significantly between the groups.

The TBSS results suggest that breast milk feeds had beneficial
distributed effects throughout the white matter since voxels within
corpus callosum, cingulum cingulate gyri, centrum semiovale, cortico-
spinal tracts, arcuate fasciculi and posterior limbs of the internal capsule



Fig. 4. Plot of the different network metrics for the Mw�FA connectivity matrices. In each metric both thresholds are represented, namely �75% and �90%. For each
threshold the box on the left represents the subjects with the lower breast milk dose and the box on the right the higher dose. The red line represents the mean; the red
dotted line represents the median; the red box the 95% interval confidence of the mean; and the blue box the interval between the mean� 1 standard deviation.

Fig. 5. TBSS results showing differences in FA for each of the breast milk thresholds: 75% and 90%. Differences in MD and RD are highlighted in infants who received
<90% days exclusive breast milk. Group 1: higher than the specified threshold of exclusive breast milk and group 2: lower than the specified threshold of exclusive
breast milk. For visualisation: anatomic left is on right side of image.
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had higher FA in the higher breast milk group. Network alterations
involved fronto-parietal and limbic systems, with increased sub-cortical
connectivity apparent at the higher threshold of breast milk intake.
Regional susceptibilities of fronto-parietal white matter to preterm birth
have been reported, and regional cerebral vulnerability to nutritional
deprivation is well described (e.g. fetal growth restriction and hypo-
glycaemia associated brain injury) (Burns et al., 2008; Inder et al., 2005;
436
Lodygensky et al., 2008). Furthermore, fetal growth restriction is asso-
ciated with tract-specific alterations in dMRI parameters in preterm in-
fants (Barnett et al., 2018). Our data suggest that there are tract-specific
effects of beneficial nutrient exposures in regions and networks; one
explanation for this is that nutritional factors influence neurogenesis,
neuronal differentiation, myelination and synaptogenesis at critical pe-
riods in development and these maturational processes take place at



Table 2
Mean (SD) brain tissue and cerebrospinal fluid volumes (ml) at term equivalent
age.

Mean volume (SD)/ml
(�75% exclusive breast
milk)

Mean volume (SD)/ml
(<75% exclusive breast
milk)

p-
value

Cortical grey
matter

169.81 (23.39) 170.64 (19.10) 0.87

Sub-cortical grey
matter

25.99 (3.67) 25.52 (3.21) 0.58

White matter 135.17 (14.01) 136.27 (12.95) 0.79
Cerebrospinal
fluid

75.42 (16.51) 81.50 (16.26) 0.16

Brainstem 5.07 (0.87) 5.30 (0.62) 0.28
Cerebellum 23.29 (3.28) 23.82 (3.21) 0.47
Whole Brain 359.34 (38.76) 361.56 (34.66) 0.81
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different times in different tracts over the course of development (Ramel
and Georgieff, 2014), as evidenced by the systematic progression of MRI
visible myelination in the developing brain (Counsell et al., 2002).

Our data are consistent with neurodevelopmental outcome studies of
preterm infants that report improved neurodevelopmental outcomes in
association with breast feeding (Isaacs et al., 2010; Lucas et al., 1998;
Patra et al., 2017; Vohr et al., 2006, 2007). However, when outcomes are
assessed in early childhood the effects of infant nutrition and other po-
tential confounders limit inference about neonatal nutritional exposures.
By parsing the complex behavioural trait of neurodevelopment to an
intermediate phenotype (MRImarkers of development at term equivalent
age) we have shown that breast milk intake prior to discharge from
hospital is critically important for optimal brain development after pre-
term birth. Previous studies have reported that cumulative lipid and
caloric intake from all sources (parenteral and enteral) in the first weeks
after preterm birth is associated with increased FA in the posterior limb
of the internal capsule and different white matter tracts, that cumulative
lipid is associated with cerebellar and grey matter volumes (Coviello
et al., 2017; Schneider et al., 2018); and that higher energy and lipid
intake during the first 2 weeks after birth is associated with a lower
incidence of brain lesions and signs of dysmaturation on conventional
MRI (Beauport et al., 2017). Our findings are consistent with the obser-
vation that early nutrition impacts brain tissue development, but they
focus particular attention on the value of early breast milk for improving
whole brain structural connectivity in preterm infants. Breast milk is a
complex nutritional substrate that has theoretical nutritional advantages
over formula milk for promoting brain development. These include
favourable composition and absorption of fats and protein, improved
bioavailability of trace elements, and the presence of non-nutrient factors
(milk oligosaccharides, immunoglobulins, lactoferrin and lysozymes)
that may confer direct or indirect benefit (Agostoni et al., 2010; Guesnet
and Alessandri, 2011). Finally, the infant gut microbiome is affected by
feeding practice (Pannaraj et al., 2017); modifications to the gut-brain
axis via microbiome are known to influence brain development and
behaviour in mice (Heijtz et al., 2011) and to predict cognitive perfor-
mance in infants at 2 years of age (Carlson et al., 2018). Attachment,
shared social determinants, and maternal education/IQ have been asso-
ciated with breast feeding in healthy term infants (Britton et al., 2006;
Der et al., 2006), although the role of these factors in influencing breast
feeding in the NICU setting where the breast feeding rate is typically
higher comparedwith the general population, is uncertain, as is their role
in influencing structural connectivity in preterm infants. Further inves-
tigation of the role of these factors in influencing early brain develop-
ment and their possible interaction with enteral nutrition is warranted.

The main strength of the study is the comprehensive assessment of
brain development using three measures that describe the encephalop-
athy of prematurity: connectivity, tract microstructure, and local and
global brain volumes. We were also able to explore dose effects. We
evaluated infants at term equivalent age, so are able to rule out con-
founding by nutrition throughout infancy and socio-economic features of
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the home environment. Finally, we used a pragmatic measure of breast
milk exposure that is available to healthcare providers and parents from
routinely recorded data, and does not require additional measurements.

A limitation of our work is that we were not able to investigate the
effect of common genetic variation in fatty acid metabolism, which may
interact with breast milk exposure to influence childhood cognition
(Caspi et al., 2007; Steer et al., 2010) and white matter development
(Boardman et al., 2014; Krishnan et al., 2016); nor were we able to
investigate genetic variants of the microglial inflammatory response
linked to preterm white matter injury (Krishnan et al., 2017). Secondly,
we performed a cross-sectional assessment at term equivalent age so
could not investigate the putative benefits to the preterm brain of longer
exposure to exclusive breast feeding through infancy. The sample size
was not sufficient to study the effect of donor expressed breast milk or
human milk fortifier on brain development. Finally, although the data
indicate a dose effect, the difference in number of participants with 75%
versus 90% exposure was low; larger sub-groups of infants with a range
of breast milk exposures would be required to characterise fully the dose
effect.

We used cSD with probabilistic tracking because it is beneficial over
standard diffusion tensor reconstructions for tractography in paediatric
brain, even with low b-values (Toselli et al., 2017). ACT and SIFT were
used to reduce bias in the tractography reconstruction (Smith et al.,
2012, 2013, 2015; Yeh et al., 2016), because recent studies have shown
the benefit of this approach in the developing brain (Batalle et al., 2017;
Salvan et al., 2017). Mw�FA were chosen because FA is established as a
reliable marker of brain development (Ball et al., 2010; Brown et al.,
2014; van den Heuvel et al., 2015b), but new models that rely on high
b-value acquisitions to better characterise crossing fibres withinWMmay
provide additional insights into the effect of breast milk on early brain
development (Zhang et al., 2012), particularly in regions with a high
density of crossing fibres such as the cerebellum (Pieterman et al., 2017).

5. Conclusion

In summary, these data show that the microstructural properties of
white matter tracts and cerebral structural connectivity are improved in
association with higher exposure to breast milk in preterm infants.

Conflicts of interest

None.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to the families who consented to take part in the study
and to the nursing and radiography staff at the Clinical Research Imaging
Centre, University of Edinburgh (http://www.cric.ed.ac.uk) who
participated in scanning the infants. We thank Thorsten Feiweier at
Siemens Healthcare for collaborating with dMRI acquisitions (Works-in-
Progress Package for Advanced EPI Diffusion Imaging). This work was
supported by Theirworld (www.theirworld.org) and was undertaken in
the MRC Centre for Reproductive Health at the University of Edinburgh,
which is funded by MRC Centre Grant (MRC G1002033).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2018.09.045.

References

Agostoni, C., Buonocore, G., Carnielli, V., De Curtis, M., Darmaun, D., Decsi, T.,
Domell€of, M., Embleton, N., Fusch, C., Genzel-Boroviczeny, O., Goulet, O., Kalhan, S.,
Kolacek, S., Koletzko, B., Lapillonne, A., Mihatsch, W., Moreno, L., Neu, J.,
Poindexter, B., Puntis, J., Putet, G., Rigo, J., Riskin, A., Salle, B., Sauer, P., Shamir, R.,
Szajewska, H., Thureen, P., Turck, D., van Goudoever, J., Ziegler, E., ESPGHAN

http://www.cric.ed.ac.uk
http://www.theirworld.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2018.09.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2018.09.045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1


M. Blesa et al. NeuroImage 184 (2019) 431–439
Committee on Nutrition, 2010. Enteral nutrient supply for preterm infants:
commentary from the european society of paediatric gastroenterology, hepatology
and nutrition committee on nutrition. J. Pediatr. Gastroenterol. Nutr. 50, 85–91.

Anblagan, D., Pataky, R., Evans, M.J., Telford, E.J., Serag, A., Sparrow, S., Piyasena, C.,
Semple, S.I., Wilkinson, A.G., Bastin, M.E., Boardman, J.P., 2016. Association
between Preterm Brain Injury and Exposure to Chorioamnionitis during Fetal Life,
vol. 6, p. 37932.

Anderson, J.W., Johnstone, B.M., Remley, D.T., 1999. Breast-feeding and cognitive
development: a meta-analysis. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 70, 525–535.

Avants, B.B., Epstein, C.L., Grossman, M., Gee, J.C., 2008. Symmetric diffeomorphic
image registration with cross-correlation: evaluating automated labeling of elderly
and neurodegenerative brain. Med. Image Anal. 12, 26–41.

Ball, G., Aljabar, P., Nongena, P., Kennea, N., Gonzalez-Cinca, N., Falconer, S.,
Chew, A.T.M., Harper, N., Wurie, J., Rutherford, M.A., Counsell, S.J., Edwards, A.D.,
2017. Multimodal image analysis of clinical influences on preterm brain
development. Ann. Neurol. 82, 233–246.

Ball, G., Counsell, S.J., Anjari, M., Merchant, N., Arichi, T., Doria, V., Rutherford, M.A.,
Edwards, A.D., Rueckert, D., Boardman, J.P., 2010. An optimised tract-based spatial
statistics protocol for neonates: applications to prematurity and chronic lung disease.
Neuroimage 53, 94–102.

Barnett, M.L., Tusor, N., Ball, G., Chew, A., Falconer, S., Aljabar, P., Kimpton, J.A.,
Kennea, N., Rutherford, M., David Edwards, A., Counsell, S.J., 2018. Exploring the
multiple-hit hypothesis of preterm white matter damage using diffusion MRI.
Neuroimag. Clin. 17, 596–606.

Batalle, D., Hughes, E.J., Zhang, H., Tournier, J.D., Tusor, N., Aljabar, P., Wali, L.,
Alexander, D.C., Hajnal, J.V., Nosarti, C., Edwards, A.D., Counsell, S.J., 2017. Early
development of structural networks and the impact of prematurity on brain
connectivity. Neuroimage 149, 379–392.

Beauport, L., Schneider, J., Faouzi, M., Hagmann, P., Hüppi, P.S., Tolsa, J.-F.,
Truttmann, A.C., Fischer Fumeaux, C.J., 2017. Impact of early nutritional intake on
preterm brain: a magnetic resonance imaging study. J. Pediatr. 181, 29–36 e21.

Belfort, M.B., Anderson, P.J., Nowak, V.A., Lee, K.J., Molesworth, C., Thompson, D.K.,
Doyle, L.W., Inder, T.E., 2016. Breast milk feeding, brain development, and
neurocognitive outcomes: a 7-year longitudinal study in infants born at less than 30
Weeks' gestation. J. Pediatr. 177, 133–139 e131.

Blesa, M., Serag, A., Wilkinson, A.G., Anblagan, D., Telford, E.J., Pataky, R., Sparrow, S.S.,
Macnaught, G., Semple, S.I., Bastin, M.E., Boardman, J.P., 2016. Parcellation of the
healthy neonatal brain into 107 regions using atlas propagation through intermediate
time points in childhood. Front. Neurosci. 10.

Boardman, J.P., Craven, C., Valappil, S., Counsell, S.J., Dyet, L.E., Rueckert, D.,
Aljabar, P., Rutherford, M.A., Chew, A.T.M., Allsop, J.M., Cowan, F., Edwards, A.D.,
2010. A common neonatal image phenotype predicts adverse neurodevelopmental
outcome in children born preterm. Neuroimage 52, 409–414.

Boardman, J.P., Walley, A., Ball, G., Takousis, P., Krishnan, M.L., Hughes-Carre, L.,
Aljabar, P., Serag, A., King, C., Merchant, N., Srinivasan, L., Froguel, P., Hajnal, J.,
Rueckert, D., Counsell, S., Edwards, A.D., 2014. Common genetic variants and risk of
brain injury after preterm birth. Pediatrics 133, e1655–e1663.

Britton, J.R., Britton, H.L., Gronwaldt, V., 2006. Breastfeeding, sensitivity, and
attachment. Pediatrics 118, e1436–e1443.

Brown, C.J., Miller, S.P., Booth, B.G., Andrews, S., Chau, V., Poskitt, K.J., Hamarneh, G.,
2014. Structural network analysis of brain development in young preterm neonates.
Neuroimage 101, 667–680.

Burns, C.M., Rutherford, M.A., Boardman, J.P., Cowan, F.M., 2008. Patterns of cerebral
injury and neurodevelopmental outcomes after symptomatic neonatal hypoglycemia.
Pediatrics 122, 65–74.

Carlson, A.L., Xia, K., Azcarate-Peril, M.A., Goldman, B.D., Ahn, M., Styner, M.A.,
Thompson, A.L., Geng, X., Gilmore, J.H., Knickmeyer, R.C., 2018. Infant gut
microbiome associated with cognitive development. Biol. Psychiatr. 83 (2), 148–159.
ISSN 0006-3223. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2017.06.021.

Caspi, A., Williams, B., Kim-Cohen, J., Craig, I.W., Milne, B.J., Poulton, R.,
Schalkwyk, L.C., Taylor, A., Werts, H., Moffitt, T.E., 2007. Moderation of
breastfeeding effects on the IQ by genetic variation in fatty acid metabolism. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. Unit. States Am. 104, 18860–18865.

Counsell, S.J., Edwards, A.D., Chew, A.T.M., Anjari, M., Dyet, L.E., Srinivasan, L.,
Boardman, J.P., Allsop, J.M., Hajnal, J.V., Rutherford, M.A., Cowan, F.M., 2008.
Specific relations between neurodevelopmental abilities and white matter
microstructure in children born preterm. Brain 131, 3201–3208.

Counsell, S.J., Maalouf, E.F., Fletcher, A.M., Duggan, P., Battin, M., Lewis, H.J.,
Herlihy, A.H., Edwards, A.D., Bydder, G.M., Rutherford, M.A., 2002. MR imaging
assessment of myelination in the very preterm brain. AJNR Am. J. Neuroradiol. 23,
872–881.

Coviello, C., Keunen, K., Kersbergen, K.J., Groenendaal, F., Leemans, A., Peels, B.,
Isgum, I., Viergever, M.A., de Vries, L.S., Buonocore, G., Carnielli, V.P.,
Benders, M.J.N.L., 2017. Effects of Early Nutrition and Growth on Brain Volumes,
White Matter Microstructure and Neurodevelopmental Outcome in Preterm
Newborns.

de Reus, M.A., van den Heuvel, M.P., 2013. Estimating false positives and negatives in
brain networks. Neuroimage 70, 402–409.

Deoni, S.C., Dean 3rd, D.C., Piryatinsky, I., O'Muircheartaigh, J., Waskiewicz, N.,
Lehman, K., Han, M., Dirks, H., 2013. Breastfeeding and early white matter
development: a cross-sectional study. Neuroimage 82, 77–86.

Der, G., Batty, G.D., Deary, I.J., 2006. Effect of breast feeding on intelligence in children:
prospective study, sibling pairs analysis, and meta-analysis. BMJ 333, 945.

Funnell, M.G., Corballis, P.M., Gazzaniga, M.S., 2000. Cortical and subcortical
interhemispheric interactions following partial and complete callosotomy. Arch.
Neurol. 57, 185–189.
438
Guesnet, P., Alessandri, J.M., 2011. Docosahexaenoic acid (DHA) and the developing
central nervous system (CNS) - implications for dietary recommendations. Biochimie
93, 7–12.

Heijtz, R.D., Wang, S., Anuar, F., Qian, Y., Bj€orkholm, B., Samuelsson, A., Hibberd, M.L.,
Forssberg, H., Pettersson, S., 2011. Normal gut microbiota modulates brain
development and behavior. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. Unit. States Am. 108, 3047–3052.

Horta, B.L., Loret de Mola, C., Victora, C.G., 2015. Breastfeeding and intelligence: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Acta Paediatr. 104, 14–19.

Horwood, L.J., Fergusson, D.M., 1998. Breastfeeding and later cognitive and academic
outcomes. Pediatrics 101 e9-e9.

Inder, T.E., Warfield, S.K., Wang, H., Hüppi, P.S., Volpe, J.J., 2005. Abnormal cerebral
structure is present at term in premature infants. Pediatrics 115, 286–294.

Irfanoglu, M.O., Walker, L., Sarlls, J., Marenco, S., Pierpaoli, C., 2012. Effects of image
distortions originating from susceptibility variations and concomitant fields on
diffusion MRI tractography results. Neuroimage 61, 275–288.

Isaacs, E.B., Fischl, B.R., Quinn, B.T., Chong, W.K., Gadian, D.G., Lucas, A., 2010. Impact
of breast milk on intelligence quotient, brain size, and white matter development.
Pediatr. Res. 67, 357–362.

Kafouri, S., Kramer, M., Leonard, G., Perron, M., Pike, B., Richer, L., Toro, R., Veillette, S.,
Pausova, Z., Paus, T., 2013. Breastfeeding and brain structure in adolescence. Int. J.
Epidemiol. 42, 150–159.

Keunen, K., Benders, M.J., Leemans, A., Fieret-Van Stam, P.C., Scholtens, L.H.,
Viergever, M.A., Kahn, R.S., Groenendaal, F., de Vries, L.S., van den Heuvel, M.P.,
2017. White matter maturation in the neonatal brain is predictive of school age
cognitive capacities in children born very preterm. Dev. Med. Child Neurol. 59,
939–946.

Krishnan, M.L., Van Steenwinckel, J., Schang, A.-L., Yan, J., Arnadottir, J., Le
Charpentier, T., Csaba, Z., Dournaud, P., Cipriani, S., Auvynet, C., Titomanlio, L.,
Pansiot, J., Ball, G., Boardman, J.P., Walley, A.J., Saxena, A., Mirza, G., Fleiss, B.,
Edwards, A.D., Petretto, E., Gressens, P., 2017. Integrative genomics of microglia
implicates DLG4 (PSD95) in the white matter development of preterm infants. Nat.
Commun. 8, 428.

Krishnan, M.L., Wang, Z., Silver, M., Boardman, J.P., Ball, G., Counsell, S.J., Walley, A.J.,
Montana, G., Edwards, A.D., 2016. Possible relationship between common genetic
variation and white matter development in a pilot study of preterm infants. Brain
Behav. 6, e00434.

Krzywinski, M., Schein, J., Birol, I., Connors, J., Gascoyne, R., Horsman, D., Jones, S.J.,
Marra, M.A., 2009. Circos: an information aesthetic for comparative genomics.
Genome Res. 19, 1639–1645.

Leuchter, R., Gui, L., Poncet, A., et al., 2014. Association between early administration of
high-dose erythropoietin in preterm infants and brain mri abnormality at term-
equivalent age. JAMA 312, 817–824.

Lodygensky, G.A., Seghier, M.L., Warfield, S.K., Tolsa, C.B., Sizonenko, S., Lazeyras, F.,
Huppi, P.S., 2008. Intrauterine growth restriction affects the preterm infant's
hippocampus. Pediatr. Res. 63, 438–443.

Luby, J.L., Belden, A.C., Whalen, D., Harms, M.P., Barch, D.M., 2016. Breastfeeding and
childhood IQ: the mediating role of gray matter volume. J. Am. Acad. Child Adolesc.
Psychiatry 55, 367–375.

Lucas, A., Morley, R., Cole, T.J., 1998. Randomised trial of early diet in preterm babies
and later intelligence quotient. BMJ Br. Med. J. (Clin. Res. Ed.) 317, 1481–1487.

Morgan, C., McGowan, P., Herwitker, S., Hart, A.E., Turner, M.A., 2014. Postnatal head
growth in preterm infants: a randomized controlled parenteral nutrition study.
Pediatrics 133, e120–128.

Pannaraj, P.S., Li, F., Cerini, C., et al., 2017. Association between breast milk bacterial
communities and establishment and development of the infant gut microbiome.
JAMA Pediatr. 171, 647–654.

Patra, K., Hamilton, M., Johnson, T.J., Greene, M., Dabrowski, E., Meier, P.P., Patel, A.L.,
2017. NICU human milk dose and 20-month neurodevelopmental outcome in very
low birth weight infants. Neonatology 112, 330–336.

Pieterman, K., Batalle, D., Dudink, J., Tournier, J.D., Hughes, E.J., Barnett, M.,
Benders, M.J., Edwards, A.D., Hoebeek, F.E., Counsell, S.J., 2017. Cerebello-cerebral
connectivity in the developing brain. Brain Struct. Funct. 222, 1625–1634.

Raffelt, D., Tournier, J.D., Rose, S., Ridgway, G.R., Henderson, R., Crozier, S., Salvado, O.,
Connelly, A., 2012. Apparent Fibre Density: a novel measure for the analysis of
diffusion-weighted magnetic resonance images. Neuroimage 59, 3976–3994.

Ramel, S.E., Georgieff, M.K., 2014. Preterm nutrition and the brain. World Rev. Nutr.
Diet. 110, 190–200.

Rubinov, M., Sporns, O., 2010. Complex network measures of brain connectivity: uses and
interpretations. Neuroimage 52, 1059–1069.

Salvan, P., Tournier, J.D., Batalle, D., Falconer, S., Chew, A., Kennea, N., Aljabar, P.,
Dehaene-Lambertz, G., Arichi, T., Edwards, A.D., Counsell, S.J., 2017. Language
ability in preterm children is associated with arcuate fasciculi microstructure at term.
Hum. Brain Mapp. 38, 3836–3847.

Schneider, J., Fischer Fumeaux, C.J., Duerden, E.G., Guo, T., Foong, J., Graz, M.B.,
Hagmann, P., Chakravarty, M.M., Hüppi, P.S., Beauport, L., Truttmann, A.C.,
Miller, S.P., 2018. Nutrient intake in the first two weeks of life and brain growth in
preterm neonates. Pediatrics 141 (3). https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2017-2169.

Serag, A., Blesa, M., Moore, E.J., Pataky, R., Sparrow, S.A., Wilkinson, A.G.,
Macnaught, G., Semple, S.I., Boardman, J.P., 2016. Accurate Learning with Few
Atlases (ALFA): an algorithm for MRI neonatal brain extraction and comparison with
11 publicly available methods. Sci. Rep. 6, 23470.

Serag, A., Wilkinson, A., Telford, E., Pataky, R., Sparrow, S., Anblagan, D., Macnaught, G.,
Semple, S., Boardman, J., 2017. SEGMA: an automatic SEGMentation Approach for
human brain MRI using sliding window and random forests. Front. Neuroinf. 11.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref16
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2017.06.021
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref49
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2017-2169
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref52


M. Blesa et al. NeuroImage 184 (2019) 431–439
Smith, R.E., Tournier, J.-D., Calamante, F., Connelly, A., 2012. Anatomically-constrained
tractography: improved diffusion MRI streamlines tractography through effective use
of anatomical information. Neuroimage 62, 1924–1938.

Smith, R.E., Tournier, J.-D., Calamante, F., Connelly, A., 2013. SIFT: spherical-
deconvolution informed filtering of tractograms. Neuroimage 67, 298–312.

Smith, R.E., Tournier, J.D., Calamante, F., Connelly, A., 2015. The effects of SIFT on the
reproducibility and biological accuracy of the structural connectome. Neuroimage
104, 253–265.

Smith, S.M., 2002. Fast robust automated brain extraction. Hum. Brain Mapp. 17,
143–155.

Smith, S.M., Jenkinson, M., Johansen-Berg, H., Rueckert, D., Nichols, T.E., Mackay, C.E.,
Watkins, K.E., Ciccarelli, O., Cader, M.Z., Matthews, P.M., Behrens, T.E., 2006. Tract-
based spatial statistics: voxelwise analysis of multi-subject diffusion data.
Neuroimage 31, 1487–1505.

Smith, S.M., Jenkinson, M., Woolrich, M.W., Beckmann, C.F., Behrens, T.E.J., Johansen-
Berg, H., Bannister, P.R., De Luca, M., Drobnjak, I., Flitney, D.E., Niazy, R.K.,
Saunders, J., Vickers, J., Zhang, Y., De Stefano, N., Brady, J.M., Matthews, P.M.,
2004. Advances in functional and structural MR image analysis and implementation
as FSL. Neuroimage 23 (Suppl. 1), S208–S219.

Smith, S.M., Nichols, T.E., 2009. Threshold-free cluster enhancement: addressing
problems of smoothing, threshold dependence and localisation in cluster inference.
Neuroimage 44, 83–98.

Steer, C.D., Davey Smith, G., Emmett, P.M., Hibbeln, J.R., Golding, J., 2010. FADS2
polymorphisms modify the effect of breastfeeding on child IQ. PLoS One 5, e11570.

Toselli, B., Tortora, D., Severino, M., Arnulfo, G., Canessa, A., Morana, G., Rossi, A.,
Fato, M.M., 2017. Improvement in white matter tract reconstruction with constrained
spherical deconvolution and track density mapping in low angular resolution data: a
pediatric study and literature review. Front. Pediatr. 5.

Tournier, J.D., Calamante, F., Connelly, A., 2007. Robust determination of the fibre
orientation distribution in diffusion MRI: non-negativity constrained super-resolved
spherical deconvolution. Neuroimage 35, 1459–1472.

Tournier, J.D., Calamante, F., Connelly, A., 2010. Improved probabilistic streamlines
tractography by 2nd order integration over fibre orientation distributions. Proc. Intl.
Soc. Mag. Reson. Med. (ISMRM) 18, 1670.

Tournier, J.D., Calamante, F., Connelly, A., 2013. Determination of the appropriate b
value and number of gradient directions for high-angular-resolution diffusion-
weighted imaging. NMR Biomed. 26, 1775–1786.

Tournier, J.D., Yeh, C.-H., Calamante, F., Cho, K.-H., Connelly, A., Lin, C.-P., 2008.
Resolving crossing fibres using constrained spherical deconvolution: validation using
diffusion-weighted imaging phantom data. Neuroimage 42, 617–625.

Tustison, N.J., Avants, B.B., Cook, P.A., Zheng, Y., Egan, A., Yushkevich, P.A., Gee, J.C.,
2010. N4ITK: improved N3 bias correction. IEEE Trans. Med. Imag. 29, 1310–1320.

van den Heuvel, M.P., Kersbergen, K.J., de Reus, M.A., Keunen, K., Kahn, R.S.,
Groenendaal, F., de Vries, L.S., Benders, M., 2015a. The neonatal connectome during
preterm brain development. Cerebr. Cortex 25, 3000–3013.
439
van den Heuvel, M.P., Kersbergen, K.J., de Reus, M.A., Keunen, K., Kahn, R.S.,
Groenendaal, F., de Vries, L.S., Benders, M.J.N.L., 2015b. The neonatal connectome
during preterm brain development. Cerebr. Cortex 25, 3000–3013 (New York, NY).

van den Heuvel, M.P., Sporns, O., 2011. Rich-club organization of the human
connectome. J. Neurosci. 31, 15775–15786.

van Kooij, B.J.M., de Vries, L.S., Ball, G., van Haastert, I.C., Benders, M.J.N.L.,
Groenendaal, F., Counsell, S.J., 2012. Neonatal tract-based spatial statistics findings
and outcome in preterm infants. Am. J. Neuroradiol. 33, 188–194.

Veraart, J., Fieremans, E., Novikov, D.S., 2016a. Diffusion MRI noise mapping using
random matrix theory. Magn. Reson. Med. 76, 1582–1593.

Veraart, J., Novikov, D.S., Christiaens, D., Ades-aron, B., Sijbers, J., Fieremans, E., 2016b.
Denoising of diffusion MRI using random matrix theory. Neuroimage 142, 394–406.
ISSN 1053-8119. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.08.016.

Villar, J., Giuliani, F., Fenton, T.R., Ohuma, E.O., Ismail, L.C., Kennedy, S.H., 2016.
INTERGROWTH-21st very preterm size at birth reference charts. Lancet 387,
844–845.

Vohr, B.R., Poindexter, B.B., Dusick, A.M., McKinley, L.T., Higgins, R.D., Langer, J.C.,
Poole, W.K., 2007. Persistent beneficial effects of breast milk ingested in the neonatal
intensive care unit on outcomes of extremely low birth weight infants at 30 months of
age. Pediatrics 120, e953–959.

Vohr, B.R., Poindexter, B.B., Dusick, A.M., McKinley, L.T., Wright, L.L., Langer, J.C.,
Poole, W.K., 2006. Beneficial effects of breast milk in the neonatal intensive care unit
on the developmental outcome of extremely low birth weight infants at 18 months of
age. Pediatrics 118, e115–123.

Winkler, A.M., Ridgway, G.R., Webster, M.A., Smith, S.M., Nichols, T.E., 2014.
Permutation inference for the general linear model. Neuroimage 92, 381–397.

Wu, M., Chang, L.C., Walker, L., Lemaitre, H., Barnett, A.S., Marenco, S., Pierpaoli, C.,
2008. Comparison of EPI distortion correction methods in diffusion tensor MRI using
a novel framework. Medical image computing and computer-assisted intervention:
MICCAI. In: International Conference on Medical Image Computing and Computer-
Assisted Intervention, 11, pp. 321–329.

Xia, M., Wang, J., He, Y., 2013. BrainNet Viewer: a network visualization tool for human
brain connectomics. PLoS One 8, e68910.

Yap, P.-T., Fan, Y., Chen, Y., Gilmore, J.H., Lin, W., Shen, D., 2011. Development Trends
of White Matter Connectivity in the First Years of Life. PLoS One 6, e24678.

Yeh, C.-H., Smith, R.E., Liang, X., Calamante, F., Connelly, A., 2016. Correction for
diffusion MRI fibre tracking biases: the consequences for structural connectomic
metrics. Neuroimage 142, 150–162. ISSN 1053-8119. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
neuroimage.2016.05.047.

Zalesky, A., Fornito, A., Bullmore, E.T., 2010. Network-based statistic: identifying
differences in brain networks. Neuroimage 53, 1197–1207.

Zalesky, A., Solowij, N., Yücel, M., Lubman, D.I., Takagi, M., Harding, I.H., Lorenzetti, V.,
Wang, R., Searle, K., Pantelis, C., Seal, M., 2012. Effect of long-term cannabis use on
axonal fibre connectivity. Brain 135, 2245–2255.

Zhang, H., Schneider, T., Wheeler-Kingshott, C.A., Alexander, D.C., 2012. NODDI:
practical in vivo neurite orientation dispersion and density imaging of the human
brain. Neuroimage 61, 1000–1016.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref71
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.08.016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref79
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.05.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.05.047
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1053-8119(18)30830-9/sref83

	Early breast milk exposure modifies brain connectivity in preterm infants
	1. Introduction
	2. Subjects and methods
	2.1. Participants
	2.2. Image acquisition
	2.3. Structural connectivity
	2.3.1. Preprocessing
	2.3.2. Tissue segmentation and parcellation
	2.3.3. Tractography
	2.3.4. Network construction
	2.3.5. Edge-wise comparison
	2.3.6. Network metrics and analysis

	2.4. Tract-based Spatial Statistics
	2.5. Volumetric analysis
	2.6. Analysis of dose effect
	2.7. Statistics

	3. Results
	3.1. Baseline characteristics
	3.2. Edge-wise connectome comparison
	3.3. Network analysis
	3.4. Tract-based spatial statistics
	3.5. Volumetric analysis

	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusion
	Conflicts of interest
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


