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Brain fingerprints of olfaction: 
a novel structural method for 
assessing olfactory cortical 
networks in health and disease
A. Fjaeldstad1,2,3,4, H. M. Fernandes1,2,4,5, T. J. Van Hartevelt1,2,4,5, C. Gleesborg1,4,  
A. Møller1,4,6, T. Ovesen1,3 & M. L. Kringelbach1,2,4,5

Olfactory deficits are a common (often prodromal) symptom of neurodegenerative or psychiatric 
disorders. As such, olfaction could have great potential as an early biomarker of disease, for example 
using neuroimaging to investigate the breakdown of structural connectivity profile of the primary 
olfactory networks. We investigated the suitability for this purpose in two existing neuroimaging maps 
of olfactory networks. We found problems with both existing neuroimaging maps in terms of their 
structural connectivity to known secondary olfactory networks. Based on these findings, we were able 
to merge the existing maps to a new template map of olfactory networks with connections to all key 
secondary olfactory networks. We introduce a new method that combines diffusion tensor imaging with 
probabilistic tractography and pattern recognition techniques. This method can obtain comprehensive 
and reliable fingerprints of the structural connectivity underlying the neural processing of olfactory 
stimuli in normosmic adults. Combining the novel proposed method for structural fingerprinting 
with the template map of olfactory networks has great potential to be used for future neuroimaging 
investigations of olfactory function in disease. With time, the proposed method may even come to serve 
as structural biomarker for early detection of disease.

Affected olfactory processing has in the last decade been linked to several neurodegenerative and psychiatric dis-
eases; hyposmia is preceding the onset of motor symptoms in Parkinson’s disease by approximately five years1–3, 
precedes cognitive dysfunction in Alzheimer’s disease4–6, and is closely linked to schizophrenia7, and depres-
sion8,9. A diminished sense of smell (hyposmia) could be a window into understanding and diagnosing several 
disorders of the brain. Although the link between hyposmia and neuropsychiatric and neurodegenerative diseases 
is still not fully understood, it is clearly linked to the underlying mechanisms of olfactory processing and the 
computational remodelling in disease states.

Olfactory processing lacks the thalamic gating of other sensory processing10. In addition, as far as is currently 
known, olfactory processing does not seem to share the topographical organization of stimuli comparable to 
other sensory modalities such as frequency encoding of auditory stimuli or spatial encoding of visual stimuli. 
However, non-human primate studies indicate that processing of odorant qualities such as identification, inten-
sity, threat-level, and hedonic evaluation are highly segregated and specialized in widespread subcortical and 
cortical areas11–14. It is commonly accepted that the first cortical processing of olfactory stimuli takes place in the 
primary olfactory cortical networks (OCN) which can be found in the piriform cortex15. Still there is important 
regional variation in afferent neuron projections from the olfactory bulb to the posterior and anterior parts of 
piriform cortex which have been proposed to have different roles in olfaction16,17. The odour-induced activation 
of olfactory receptors is delivered from the olfactory bulb through parallel pathways of mitral and tufted cells (the 
lateral olfactory tracts) to the primary OCN. However, both structural connectivity and response latency differs 
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between these two cell types, as tufted cells are only connected to the anterior parts of the primary OCN, where 
they convey distinct odour information on a wider scale of odour concentrations with shorter latency responses18.

Taken together, this segregation of information and seeming lack of straightforward topographical organi-
zation have led to divergent findings of different olfactory regions in the human olfactory literature, which vary 
depending on scanning modalities, qualities of olfactory stimuli and applied analysis methods19–23.

Structural MRI and diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) studies have investigated white and grey matter integ-
rity loss in the main OCN and found that it is related to olfactory impairment in both patients with Parkinson’s 
disease and in subjects without other neural impairments24–27. The correlation between olfactory impairment 
and reduced fractional anisotropy in gyrus rectus28 and in the main OCN in Parkinson’s patients24 is indicative 
of a conditional change in olfactory network connectivity. Central hyposmia has a key role as an early prodro-
mal symptom and potential marker of disease progression in this heterogeneous list of disorders, ranging from 
Parkinson’s and Alzheimer’s disease to depression, and schizophrenia29,30. In anhedonic states such as depression, 
olfactory stimuli are often perceived as less pleasant and more aversive31. This mechanism is perhaps conveyed 
through perturbed processing in secondary olfactory areas. As the pleasant odours are processed in a specific 
network, which includes the medial orbitofrontal cortex (OFC), while unpleasant odours induce changed activity 
in lateral OFC and hippocampus, changes in the OCN of patients may quite specific for their disease32–35.

Human neuroimaging methods lack the spatial specificity of tract tracing methods that can be used in animals 
and have not had great success in localizing the olfactory cortical areas36. Still, one approach for parcellation of 
the olfactory areas of interest has been to extrapolate data from functional olfactory neuroimaging studies to 
localize areas of olfactory activation using an activation likelihood estimation (ALE) analysis37, a popular tool for 
meta-analysis of neuroimaging data. A recent meta-analysis of 40 olfactory fMRI and PET studies applied ALE 
analysis in order to determine the statistical location of main human OC. This careful study provided coordinates 
for a probabilistic map of olfactory activity, by statistically combining all published data from functional olfac-
tory neuroimaging38. Olfactory regions of interest were created by converting voxels with significant olfactory 
activity (defined as a t-value >  50%) into anatomical masks. This statistical functional localization of the human 
functional olfactory cortex networks (fOCN) was made available online and has subsequently been used as a ref-
erence for several olfactory neuroimaging studies39–41. However, the use of these brain coordinates for subsequent 
neuroimaging studies has its limitations; e.g. fast olfactory processing cannot be adequately examined in detail 
with the relatively low temporal resolution of fMRI42 and especially given the temporal scale PET (on the scale 
of minutes) included in this meta analysis. Furthermore, it is somewhat surprising to find that while the identi-
fied statistical localization of the human primary OCN in this paper includes the posterior piriform cortex and 
parts of the amygdala, it also contains regions without direct inputs from the olfactory bulb (e.g. hippocampus, 
parahippocampus, and putamen) as well as voxels of white matter and CSF. As the primary OCN is defined as 
cortical regions receiving direct input from the olfactory bulb, it may not be ideal to include secondary areas in a 
parcellation of primary OCN43–47.

In addition, the anterior OCN areas of the piriform cortex receive information from tufted cells and are not 
included in the fOCN map, which thus can filter out important information of olfactory processing. The cortical 
areas involved in processing of olfactory stimuli are functionally segregated, where the anterior piriform cortex 
exhibits important functions, e.g. in categorizing odours48, behavioural odour responses49, and odour imagery17.

Alternatively, the main OCN can be defined using existing anatomical knowledge as for example used in the 
widely-used AAL template43, where the authors described the structural OCN (sOCN) by isolating the olfactory 
cortices as defined by Dejerine50 and including the olfactory tubercle (on the caudal side of the gyrus rectus 
within the two branches of the fourth frontal sulcus), as well as Broca’s olfactory cortex located under the corpus 
callosum genu51. Still, such a structural map taken from only one individual is likely to be too coarse to adequately 
describe the complete structural anatomy of the main OCN.

Characterization of functional segregation can be examined by analyzing patterns of anatomical connectivity52. 
This method has been widely applied, where inter- and intra-regional structural connectivity is analyzed to define 
functional cortical sub-regions in the thalamus53, the temporal pole54, anterior temporal regions55, middle tem-
poral gyrus56, cingulate cortex57, as well as for language processing58 and target selection in DBS59. Thus, investi-
gating structural olfactory connections may add valuable information to our understanding of normal olfactory 
processing.

In this paper, we developed a novel method for fingerprinting the anatomical connectivity of the functional 
OCN map (fOCN) and the structural OCN map (sOCN). This allowed us to identify the structural connectivity 
networks linking the OCN to key secondary olfactory regions of the brain in healthy normosmic participants. 
Based on the findings we aimed to create a common template that can be used in future neuroimaging studies of 
olfactory function in health and disease.

Results
A global, structural connectivity matrix was created using DTI data and probabilistic tractography, which formed 
the basis for the olfactory connectivity fingerprints and the identification of primary olfactory sub-regions.

An initial step before applying probabilistic tractography to the fOCN region was to determine the exact loca-
tion and extent of overlapping regions within the AAL parcellation. We found that the fOCN could be divided 
into two: one part overlapping regions of primary olfactory processing (posterior piriform cortex and amygdala), 
and one part overlapping regions not receiving direct input from the olfactory bulb, hence not per definition 
primary OCN (hippocampus, parahippocampus, putamen, white matter and CSF). This was confirmed by over-
laying the fOCN template with the Harvard-Oxford atlas60 that was used for defining other brain regions in the 
meta-analysis where the fOCN was defined38. The presence of white matter was also confirmed by visual inspec-
tion of the fOCN in all participants’ subject space T1 MRI images.
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For interpretation of the olfactory connectivity fingerprints, it is important to emphasize that the overlapping 
fOCN voxels of the areas are subtracted from the normal AAL parcellation of these regions (Table 1). Not doing 
so would result in calculating a connectivity measure from a region to itself, which would be misleading and 
potentially confounding. Due to the removal of small overlapping parts of the hippocampus, parahippocampus, 
and putamen in the connectivity analysis of the fOCN, there is a small difference in the parcellation used in the 
fOCN and sOCN connectivity fingerprint.

Olfactory connectivity fingerprint of the fOCN. The anatomical connectivity patterns between the 
fOCs and the 90 regions of the AAL parcellation are shown in Fig. 1. The two fOCN maps (one in each hemi-
sphere) were connected to several deep and cortical structures (Table 2), and partly situated within the ipsilateral 
amygdala. Across all subjects, these two maps have ipsilateral connections to the sOCN, hippocampus, para-
hippocampal gyrus, pallidum, superior temporal poles, amygdala (remaining part), and thalamus (temporal, 
occipital, and the posterior parietal parts). The right fOCN map has unilateral connections to the caudate nucleus 
and the superior frontal gyrus. The fOCN maps were only sporadically connected to the OFC across subjects.

Olfactory connectivity fingerprint of the sOCN. The anatomical connectivity patterns between the 
sOCN and the other 89 regions of the AAL parcellation are shown in Fig. 1. The two fOCN maps (in each hemi-
sphere) are connected to several deep and cortical structures (Table 2), which were not identical to connections of 
the sOCN. Across all subjects, the two sOCN maps have ipsilateral connections to the temporal pole, amygdala, 
caudate nucleus, parahippocampal gyrus, anterior cingulum and several sub regions of the orbitofrontal cortex.

Connectivity-based parcellation of sub-regions within the merged olfactory cortex network 
(mOCN). As the original fOCN map contains regions, which are not part of the main OCN, these parts of the 
fOCN overlapping hippocampus, parahippocampus, and putamen were taken away (as well as non-grey matter 
areas), leaving only primary OCN areas in the map which was then combined with sOCN to produce the mOCN 
map. The differences in connectivity to secondary olfactory areas were segregated across the combined sOCN 
and fOCN: the anterior part of the mOCN, representing the piriform cortex, was strongly connected to the 
OFC, gyrus rectus and the ACC. The posterior part of the mOCN, representing the amygdala part of fOCN, was 
strongly connected to hippocampus, parahippocampus and the remaining part of amygdala. As predicted from 
the important link between memory and olfactory stimuli, removing the non-primary OC voxels covering hip-
pocampus and parahippocampus did not eliminate the structural connectivity to these areas in the mOCN. The 
anatomical sub-regions of the merged mOCN (merged from sOCN and parts of fOCN) and the connectivity to 
other regions of the AAL parcellation are shown in Fig. 2.

Discussion
We have developed a novel method for fingerprinting of structural olfactory connectivity which is based on our 
previous work59. This novel method was used to investigate two existing functional and structural maps of olfac-
tory cortical networks (fOCN and sOCN). In a young normosmic population without signs of disorder known to 
affect olfactory function and processing, we tested the suitability of using such maps as markers of olfactory func-
tion in neuroimaging data, as both the fOCN39–41 and the sOCN61–64 are already widely used in olfactory research. 

Brain region

Right side Left side

AAL Harvard Oxford AAL Harvard Oxford

Primary olfactory areas

Piriform cortices 7% * 8% *

Amygdala 27% 24% 37% 45%

Secondary olfactory areas

Putamen 17% 17% 9% 6%

Pallidum 0% 3% 0% 1%

Parahippocampus 0% 0% 7% 3%

Hippocampus  <  1% 0% 6%  <  1%

Orbitofrontal Cortex 0% 5% 0% 0%

Atlas-definition differences

Un-named grey matter areas — ~37% — 35%

White matter** — ~15% — 12%

Not contained in atlas** 50% — 32% —

Table 1.  Brain areas included in fOCN. To investigate the percentage of overlap of the fOCN on non-primary 
olfactory areas, the fOCN was added to both the AAL atlas and the Harvard-Oxford atlas. This conformed 
the initial AAL results, that the cluster contained large quantities of non-primary olfactory areas. The voxels 
of the fOCN cluster were subtracted from the original AAL parcellation, as any measure of connectivity to 
these regions would otherwise contain a nonsense measure of connection within a voxel. The fOCN did 
not completely overlap any AAL regions. *These areas are not defined in the Harvard-Oxford atlas, but are 
contained within the larger “Cerebral Cortex” parcellation. **White matter regions are only included in 
parcellations of the Harvard-Oxford atlas.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

4SCIENTIFIC REPORTs | 7:42534 | DOI: 10.1038/srep42534

We found that while these maps have been carefully constructed and clearly useful, neither of the existing maps 
describe the existing known olfactory connectivity sufficiently well to be used as routine markers of olfactory 
neuroimaging activity. Instead, we constructed a merged map - mOCN - that does contain the expected structural 
connectivity and could be used in future studies; potentially as a neuroimaging biomarker to describe the early 
structural changes in connectivity found in disease states such as Parkinson’s disease.

Specifically, our new method uses probabilistic tractography and anatomical parcellation to investigate inter- 
and intra-regional differences and characteristics of olfactory structural connectivity, thereby combining methods 
that have proven to have high reliability and validity in recent studies on brain parcellation54,55,58,59. We used two 
well-established OCN maps from the literature38,43 and extracted the connectivity fingerprints in a normosmic 
adult population.

Anatomically, we showed that the regions within the fOCN map overlap with parts of the posterior piriform 
cortex, amygdala, hippocampus, parahippocampus, putamen, white matter and CSF.

In terms of connectivity, the fOCN is connected ipsilaterally to the other parts of the amygdala, piriform 
cortex, and putamen, as well as to hippocampus, parahippocampal gyrus, pallidum, the temporal poles, insula, 
caudate nucleus and the thalamus. In the right fOCN a connection to the ipsilateral right superior frontal 
gyrus is found in all subjects. But surprisingly we did find connectivity to the orbitofrontal cortex, which is a 
well-established secondary olfactory region. In contrast, we found that the sOCN is connected ipsilaterally to 
several parts of the orbitofrontal cortex as well as the amygdala, gyrus rectus, insula, anterior cingulate cortex, 
parahippocampal gyrus, caudate nucleus, putamen, the temporal pole and the contralateral OCN.

The two maps for the OCN are defined by widely different methods: using anatomical methods for localising 
the sOCN and a statistical analysis of PET and fMRI activity related to olfactory stimuli for fOCN. Thus, it is not 
surprising that there are differences in the underlying OCN maps and their connectivity. Both approaches clearly 
have several strengths and we therefore combined them in a merged map, which has the advantage of including 
all of the important connections to secondary olfactory areas. This new mOCN map is thus applicable to struc-
tural and functional neuroimaging modalities, which is vital for further developing our understanding of the 
olfactory function.

This is of major relevance given how the sense of smell guides us in many aspects of life: from picking the 
fresher fish at the market, selecting our partner65, to seeking pleasure from food and beverages when smell and 
taste merge in flavour perception66. The importance of smell is driven by the remarkable connectivity from the 
olfactory bulb and primary olfactory cortical networks (OCN) to important brain regions controlling pleasure, 
emotions, and memory67–69. As the OCN in normosmics may be affected by age and other factors known to mod-
ulate olfactory function and perception, a thoroughly matched control group will be a prerequisite for analysing 

Figure 1. Structural connectivity fingerprint of the fOCN, sOCN and mOCN respectively. The normalized 
structural connectivity plots display the mean connectivity and standard deviation (lighter colour), across 
all subjects, from the OCN seed of each template to all remaining areas in the AAL brain parcellation. The 
normalized connectivity measures are used to create a glass brain reconstruction of the structural olfactory 
connectivity network. The thickness of the edges (in yellow) indicates the average connection strength across 
all subjects. The green spheres represent the centre of gravity of each area involved in the secondary olfactory 
processing (for AAL area numbers, see Table 3).
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changes in structural olfactory connectivity in any future studies. As such, having a neuroimaging map that can 
guide us in assessing olfactory brain processing and connectivity in health and disease could help with gaining a 
better understanding of anhedonia70 – and perhaps even be used as a potential early biomarker of disease.

Discussion of the structural connectivity of the sOCN. The main regions connected to the sOCN are 
the piriform cortex, OFC and anterior cingulate cortex as discussed in the following.

Anatomical area AAL area fOCN fOCN (grey) sOCN mOCN

Primary olfactory cortical areas

Piriform cortex (left) 21 100% 100% * *

Piriform cortex (right) 22 100% 100% * *

Amygdala (left) 41 100%** 100%** 100% 100%**

Amygdala (right) 42 100%** 100%** 100% 100%**

Areas with secondary olfactory processing

Orbitofrontal cortex (left, superior) 5 69% 69% 100% 100%

Orbitofrontal cortex (right, superior) 6 100% 100% 100% 100%

Orbitofrontal cortex (left, inferior) 15 69% 69% 100% 100%

Orbitofrontal cortex (right, inferior) 16 69% 69% 100% 100%

Orbitofrontal cortex (left, medial) 25 56% — 100% 100%

Orbitofrontal cortex (right, medial) 26 — — 100% 100%

Gyrus rectus (left) 27 75% 69% 100% 100%

Gyrus rectus (left) 28 94% 94% 100% 100%

Insula (left) 29 100% 88% 100% 100%

Insula (right) 30 100% 100% 100% 100%

Anterior cingulate cortex (left) 31 — — 100% 100%

Anterior cingulate cortex (right) 32 — — 100% 100%

Hippocampus (left) 37 100% 100% — 100%

Hippocampus (right) 38 100% 100% — 100%

Parahippocampal gyrus (left) 39 100% 100% 100% 100%

Parahippocampal gyrus (right) 40 100% 100% 100% 100%

Caudate nucleus (left) 71 100% 100% 100% 100%

Caudate nucleus (right) 72 100% 100% 100% 100%

Putamen (left) 73 100%** 100%** 100% 100%

Putamen (right) 74 100%** 100%** 100% 100%

Temporal pole (left, superior) 83 100% 100% 100% 100%

Temporal pole (right, superior) 84 100% 100% 100% 100%

Temporal pole (left, middle) 87 81% 69% 50% 56%

Temporal pole (right, middle) 88 94% 94% 63% 63%

Areas connected before removal of non-grey matter voxels

Calcarine fissure (right) 44 50% — — —

Lingual gyrus (right) 48 50% — — —

Occipital lobe (left, middle) 51 50% — — —

Fusiform gyrus (right) 56 56% — — —

Pallidum (left) 73 100% — — —

Pallidum (right) 74 100% — — —

Thalamus (left) 77 94% — — —

Thalamus (right) 78 88% — — —

Table 2.  Connectivity to anatomical areas from all olfactory cortex templates.  Connectivity strength listed 
in percentages of subjects with structural connections between the OC template and the listed area.  
A threshold of 50% was applied; meaning only connections present in more than half of subjects are included. 
All connections are from the template to ipsilateral areas. * The sOCN and mOCN include the whole piriform 
cortex. ** As the fOCN templates contain parts of the amygdala and putamen, the connectivity strength is a 
representation of connectivity to the remaining parts of these regions. AAL: Automated anatomical labelling 
atlas. fOCN: Olfactory cortical template based on functional meta-analysis. fOCN (grey): Functional olfactory 
cortex network template containing only defined grey matter regions. sOCN: Olfactory cortex network template 
based on structural data from the AAL template. mOCN: Olfactory cortical network template based on merged 
structural and functional data.
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Piriform cortex. The sOCN is defined in the widely-used AAL template, in which the piriform cortex con-
stitutes a large part of the OC parcellation, but also including the olfactory tubercle43. The importance of the 
piriform cortex as a central hub of the primary OC has been established by anatomical studies44–47,71,72, where the 
three-layered cortical surface represents a structural relic of olfactory importance through cortical evolution73. 
Variations in anatomy, physiology and function suggests that that piriform cortex consists of two different sec-
tions, the posterior and anterior piriform cortex74. While a small portion of the posterior piriform cortex was 
included in both the sOCN and fOCN maps, the anterior piriform cortex is only included in the sOCN map and 
not the fOCN map. A functional connectivity between the bilateral anterior piriform cortices have previously 
been described75, which is consistent with our structural findings.

OFC. There is strong connectivity to one of the most well described areas of secondary olfactory processing is 
the OFC, which was only present in the sOCN, as the connectivity was exclusive to the anterior piriform cortex, 
see Fig. 2. The link between olfaction and the frontal cortex was established in the 1940 s on animal models76, 
which was later reproduced with the use of evoked potentials77, and later in human studies78 A direct anatomic 
connection between the OC and OFC was later found in monkeys using axonal tracers45. In humans, the OFC 
is key for higher order processing of olfactory input and multisensory integration32,33,36,68,78,79 including hedonic 
processing of odours13.

Anterior cingulate cortex and caudate nucleus. The sOCN display consistent structural connectivity across 
all participants to regions of the anterior cingulate cortex (ACC). Along with the caudate nucleus, regions of 
the ACC have been recognized as key for correct odour recognition in several studies, including a recent study 
on functional connectivity in olfactory memory tasks80. This is in line with the key functions of the caudate 
nucleus in associative learning81, reward82 and more general hedonic processing of the ACC13, including its role 
in reward-based decision making83,84.

Olfactory anatomy and structural connectivity of the fOCN. The fOCN map includes much of the 
known olfactory brain regions as shown below.

Amygdala. A substantial part of the fOCN is located within the amygdala, when merged into the AAL template. 
As the amygdala receives olfactory input directly from the olfactory bulb, this is defined as a part of the main 
OCN45. The processing within the amygdala is characterized by subdivisions and nuclei (laterobasal, centrome-
dial, and superficial) with a high degree of inter-connectivity and will not be further described in this paper (see 
review by Roy et al.85). The role of amygdala in olfactory processing is well established; though it is specifically 
involved in hedonic valence and emotional behaviour with a high sensitivity to olfactory stimuli86–88, activation 
of amygdala is elicited by all odours, regardless of hedonic value46.

Hippocampus. In all participants, the fOCN was found to have high degree of connectivity to the hippocampus; 
connections which are thought to play a major role in learning and memory (see recent work by McDonald and 

Figure 2. New merged olfactory cortex network (mOCN) and sub-regions. (A) Contributions from the 
sOCN and fOCN to the mOCN cluster. (B) Lateral view. (C) View from below. There is a different connectivity 
profile in the anterior part (derived from the sOCN) and the posterior part (Derived from parts of the fOCN). 
To discriminate which connections of mOCN are derived from the original sOCN and fOCN clusters, please 
compare Fig. 2A with Table 2. OFC: Orbitofrontal cortex. ACC: Anterior cingulate cortex.
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Mott89). However, the fOCN map does include a small part of the hippocampus parcellation, why the structural 
connectivity profile of the fOCN to this area is not highly reliable. Still, the subsequent results of using our novel 
mOCN map, adding primary olfactory regions from the fOCN, the connectivity analysis of the amygdala part of 
the fOCN still contained high degree of connectivity to the hippocampus. This is not surprising given to the close 
relation between odour and memory.

Pallidum. Though many regions are involved in the hedonic circuitry, the ventral pallidum is the only area 
where a localized neural damage has been shown to eliminate the capacity for a positive hedonic reaction90. In 
rodents, this localized damage to the ventral pallidum can even alter normal liking-behaviour for sweet stimuli 
to a repulsive-behaviour identical to responses observed when presented to noxious stimuli91. Apart from the 
hedonic component of ‘liking’, the ventral pallidum is also involved with the motivational hedonic component of 
‘wanting’92, The ‘wanting’ component of hedonic processing is represented by a different subset of neurotransmit-
ters and hedonic circuitry90.

Across all subjects, the fOCN was structurally connected to the pallidum. However, when focusing on the 
established grey matter regions of the fOCN map, the structural connection to the pallidum disappears, see fOCN 
(grey) in Table 2. This may be due to the white matter voxels included in the original fOCN map, as identified 
with the Harvard-Oxford-atlas (Table 1) and by visual inspection of the fOCN in all participants’ subject space 
T1 MRI images. As a highly interconnected part of the basal ganglia, the ventral pallidum is a hedonic hotspot 
which is one of the key regions for the processing of liking and pleasure93. However, the key neural circuitries of 
the pallidum are structural connections from the hippocampus and nucleus accumbens, and not the amygdala94. 
The role for pallidum in the hedonic processing of odours95 could likely to be of an intermediate connecting hub, 
such as the hippocampus.

Thalamus. Although the olfactory system is unique, as sensory input is not undergoing thalamic relay10,47, the 
fOCN was connected to thalamus which is not surprising given that DTI does not measure the directionality of 
fibres. Like for the connections to pallidum, these connections disappeared when applying a more strict focus on 
the grey matter regions of the fOCN (Table 1). Though the mediodorsal thalamic nucleus has been suggested to 
have a role in olfactory attention96, we find no common structural connectivity between the grey matter OC and 
thalamus. However, this regulation may be mediated by the extensive connections between other regions such as 
the OFC and the mediodorsal thalamic nucleus97.

Creating a restricted grey matter-fOCN. As the fOCN map contains voxels of white matter classified 
using the AAL and Harvard-Oxford atlases (Table 1) and by visual inspection across all subjects, an accurate 
measure of structural connectivity becomes challenging. The structural connectivity between brain regions is 
constructed by measuring the strength in fibres connecting the different grey matter regions in the parcellation. 
If voxels of white matter are included in the parcellation, the connectivity between seed and target region of these 
fibres will disappear and become an incorrect measure of connectivity from the white matter voxel to both the 
seed and target regions. Though the fOCN parcellation was not created for the purpose of measuring structural 
connectivity, important information of functional activation can still be extrapolated from the fOCN template. 
Thus, a cleansed fOCN template containing only grey matter regions (based on the AAL atlas) was produced in 
order to compute a more accurate connectivity matrix (the template ‘fOCN (grey)’) (Table 2).

Olfactory structural connectivity shared by the fOCN and the sOCN. Insula. The insula was an 
integrated part of both the sOCN and fOCN across all subjects, which is in accordance with earlier studies, where 
the insular input to the OC were found to be most pronounced in the posterior piriform cortex98. These neurons 
in the posterior piriform cortex have been shown to respond selectively to taste stimuli, representing a segregated 
function of chemosensory convergence in this part of the OC99. Furthermore, the insula is key in integrating the 
subjective awareness of a widespread list of other bodily sensations, such temperature, pain, hunger, thirst, touch, 
sound, and of course taste.

Putamen. The fOCN and sOCN were structurally connected to putamen. A small area of fOCN overlapped 
with the putamen, which may affect this connectivity measure. However, after subtracting these overlapping 
voxels from the fOCN, the structural connectivity persisted in the fOCN (grey) (Table 2). Putamen plays a role 
in implicit learning100, but is also involved in dopamine reward responses during food consumption101 where it is 
believed to modulate the perception of contempt and disgust102.

The temporal pole. The temporal poles were structurally connected to both sOCN and fOCN in all subjects. 
This highly interconnected area is a well-known recipient of projections from amygdala, OFC, piriform cortex 
and insula, and is proposed to play a role in coupling emotional responses to highly processes sensory stimuli103. 
Patients with injuries in the right temporal pole perform poorly in odour recognition tests104,105, indicating the 
importance of this area for retention of namable odours106. Apart from memory, only one study has described 
involvement of the temporal poles in other aspects of olfactory processing; in this study of patients with olfactory 
dysfunction after head trauma, an intact temporal pole was related to the occurrence of distorted olfactory pro-
cessing (parosmia) after injury107.

Parahippocampus. The parahippocampal gyrus was connected to both the sOCN and fOCN ipsilaterally on 
both sides. Like the hippocampus and the temporal pole, this region is closely related to olfactory memory80. 
It has been shown that specific odours linked to autobiographical memory can elicit widespread activations of 
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amygdala and parahippocampal cortex and affect breathing patterns108. For a comprehensive review on the neural 
basis on odour memory, see ref. 109.

Sub-parcellation of the mOCN. As expected from the dissimilarity of structural connectivity profiles 
between the sOCN and the fOCN, the sub-parcellation of the mOCN displays variances between the anterior 
and posterior parts. Even within the single areas, such as the piriform cortex, the connectivity fingerprint differs 
substantially. These differences in connectivity are in concordance with previous studies46,74,75. In a recent Neuron 
paper, the authors identified spatiotemporal activity patterns unique to the anterior piriform, linking this specific 
part of the OC to activity in the OFC both before and after olfactory stimuli, while the posterior piriform cortex 
showed activation related to odour-specific prediction models16. These differences are consistent with the find-
ings of our study, along with the connectivity to key secondary areas such as the OFC, hippocampus and anterior 
cingulate cortex (Table 2 and Fig. 1).

Conclusion
The differences in connectivity profiles between sOCN and fOCN underline the importance of specificity of OCN 
regions for different odour related processing, resulting in segregated activation of cortical and subcortical areas 
by olfactory input. The lack of inclusion of parts of the main OCN in neuroimaging studies can significantly alter 
the integration and segregation of olfactory processing. We integrated the two existing OCN maps to a common 
merged OCN (mOCN) encapsulating the relevant areas of cortical and sub-cortical olfactory processing. This 
can be used as a map in future neuroimaging studies; for functional as well as structural studies, potentially gen-
erating a unified field of human neuroimaging olfactory research. As olfactory stimuli can generate widespread 
sensory and hedonic processing, this novel approach for investigating the brain connectivity profile of olfactory 
processing could become a highly useful tool for characterising hedonic processing in health and disease; perhaps 
even as an early biomarker.

Methods
To map the connectivity between brain regions of interest, we applied probabilistic tractography to obtain com-
prehensive whole brain neural networks based on diffusion tensor imaging (DTI). This method can utilize the 
underlying measures of fractional anisotropy, local level of mean diffusivity, radial diffusivity or axial diffusiv-
ity110–112. We redesigned a recently proposed algorithm for targeting specific structural networks in individuals 
prior to placement of deep brain stimulation electrodes in patients with chronic pain59.

Study population. Data from 16 subjectively normosmic, right handed, healthy participants between 20 
and 29 years of age were analysed (Table 3). All participants underwent nasal endoscopic examination, screening 
for cognitive impairment (Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE)), depression (Major Depression Inventory 
(MDI)) and sinonasal symptoms (Sino-Nasal Outcome Test (SNOT-22)). Participants reported having no major 
issues with smell in the SNOT-22 questionnaire. Olfactory function was evaluated using the Sniffin’ Sticks 
12-Identification teat and found within normal range113. Subjective assessments of olfactory abilities correlate 
poorly with actual olfactory performance114. Thus, testing these potential confounders of olfactory function and 
processing, along with nasal patency and olfactory function is fundamental for the assessment of healthy cortical 
olfactory networks.

All study participants received oral and written information and signed an informed consent prior to par-
ticipation. The study was performed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki for medical research and 
approved by the Research Ethics Committee of the Central Denmark Region (De Videnskabsetiske Komitéer for 
Region Midtjylland).

Image acquisition. Structural MRI and DTI scans were performed with a 3 T Siemens Skyra scanner with a 
32-channel head coil in Aarhus, Denmark. The structural T1 Scans had a voxel size of 1 ×  1 ×  1 mm, slice thickness 
of 1 mm, matrix size 256 ×  256, FoV 256 ×  256, repetition time 2300 ms, echo time 3.8 ms, Pixel bandwidth 170 Hz/
Px, and a Flip angle of 8˚. The DTI Echo Planar Imaging sequence had a voxel size of 1.98 ×  1.98 ×  2 mm, slice 
thickness of 2 mm, matrix size 106 ×  106, FoV 210 ×  210, repetition time 9000 ms, echo time 84 ms, b-value 1500 s/
mm2, diffusion directions 62 (9 b0 scans interspersed throughout the scans, every 8 volumes), two phase encoding 
directions (anterior-posterior and posterior-anterior), pixel bandwidth 1745 Hz/Px, and a flip angle of 90°.

Study population (n = 16)

Mean SD

Gender (male/female) 11/5

Age (years) 24.75 2.54

MMSE 29.6 0.91

MDI 6.47 5.34

Handedness (n, right/left) 16/0

Table 3.  Study population demographics. Standard deviation (SD). Mini-mental state examination (MMSE). 
Major depression inventory (MDI).
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Fingerprinting structural connectivity. The estimation of structural connectivity involves the use of a 
probabilistic tractography algorithm, which generates a connectivity distribution from all seed voxels, as defined 
by the anatomical template selected. We have used the term ‘fingerprint’ to characterise a robust network signa-
ture of connectivity patterns. Constructing fingerprints of structural connectivity for each participant’s individual 
anatomical regions and fOCN was done in five steps: defining individual parcellation of brain regions from the 
MNI template (90 AAL regions), identifying individual regions of interest from MNI coordinates by connectiv-
ity analysis, compensation for orbital distortion on OFC tractography quality, estimating connections between 
regions of interest and parcellated brain regions, and lastly, subparcellating the newly defined mOCN. Each step 
is described here in further details.

Defining parcellation of brain regions. The brain is parcellated into 90 subcortical and cortical regions 
using the Automated Anatomical Labelling (AAL) brain atlas43. We used the FLIRT tool (FMRIB, Oxford, UK)115 
to linearly co-register the standard ICBM152 in MNI space116 into the T1-weighted structural image, by using an 
geometric registration and a nearest-neighbor interpolation.

The resulting transformation matrix was subsequently concatenated with the previously created T1 to DTI 
native space transformation matrix, allowing a direct co-registration of the AAL template in MNI space to the 

Figure 3. Processing pipeline. (A) The AAL brain parcellation was coregistered (CR) to the native space of 
all subjects. This was done by using a 12-degree linear registration technique (FLIRT) from both AAL and 
DTI to T1 space, inversion of the DTI-to-T1 transformation matrix, and subsequent combination of the two 
transformation matrices. (B) MNI coordinates for olfactory regions of interest were included from the AAL 
brain template (Structural olfactory cortex (sOCN)) and the statistical functional localization of the human 
olfactory cortex (fOCN)38. In each participant’s native space, a brain parcellation template based on the strategy 
used in Fig. 3A for automated anatomical labelling of activation (AAL)43 was registered allowing probabilistic 
tractography between fOCN, sOCN, and AAL regions. (C) A fingerprint of each OCN was estimated based on 
the underlying structural connectivity with the other anatomical regions (see Fig. 2). The parts of AAL regions 
overlapping the fOCN were removed from fingerprint analysis, to avoid biases in connectivity measures. CR: 
co-registration; INV: Inversion; +  : Merge of images.
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diffusion MRI native space. This last transformation was accomplished using a nearest-neighbor interpolation 
method to ensure that discrete labeling values were preserved.

Parcellation identification. The structural connectivity of two regions was measured and compared, the 
sOCN43 and the fOCN117. The MNI-coordinates for the fOCN were added to the 90 regions of the AAL template 
and the overlapping areas of this region of functional olfactory activation were subtracted from the AAL template.

Compensating for orbital distortion on orbitofrontal tractography quality. The OFC is known to 
be highly susceptible to distortions (because of the junction between tissues of differing magnetic susceptibility). 
A weighted estimation of accuracy likelihood was made for the dual phase encoding direction, reconstructing a 
single set of data with significantly reduced distortions118.

Estimating fingerprints. In FSL (FMRIB Software Library, Oxford, version 5.0, www.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fsl/) 
we used the FDT toolbox (FMRIB’s Diffusion Toolbox) to run the multiple processing stages (Fig. 3), including 
FSL’s brain extraction tool (BET), BEDPOSTX, and PROBTRACKX (See FMRIB website for technical details). 
The pre-processing steps involved correction for eddy current gradients induced by the magnetic field and move-
ments of the subject’s head, using the EDDY algorithm. A model for crossing fibres within each voxel of the brain 
was applied using a Markov Chain Monte Carlo sampling algorithm in order to calculate distributions on diffu-
sion parameters and estimate the fibre direction probability distribution at each brain voxel119. With a maximum 
of two directions, we used an automatic estimation of fibre directions within each voxel, in order to improve the 
tracking sensitivity of non-dominant fibre populations in the human brain120.

After defining brain boundaries using the brain extraction tool, probabilistic tractography was applied to esti-
mate the connectivity probability for each voxel, using a sampling of 5000 streamline fibres per voxel. A connec-
tivity measure from each seed voxel i to another voxel j was defined by the proportion of fibres passing through 
voxel i that reach voxel j120. By adding n voxels within a given anatomical region, the connectivity measure was 
extended from the voxel level to the region level with 5000*n fibres. The connectivity probability Pij from region 
i to region j was calculated as the number of sampled fibres in region i that connect the two regions divided by 
5000*n, where n is the number of voxels in region i59. To reduce the number of false positive connections, a 
threshold of the connectivity probability value was set to only include connections with a minimum value of 1 per 
cent of the maximum number of streamlines from region i to region j.

The connectivity probabilities from the fOCN to each of the 90 AAL regions were calculated. As the sOCN 
is defined as the olfactory AAL region, the connectivity probabilities from the sOCN to each of the 89 remain-
ing AAL regions were calculated. We implemented this calculation of regional connectivity probability using 
in-house Perl scripts. Regional connectivity was normalized using the number of voxels within each region. The 
structural connectivity was calculated as the weight of the edge connecting two regions. As mentioned earlier, 
this weight indicates the number of streamlines (out of maximum of 5000) from region i reaching region j. For 
each subject, connectivity matrices were constructed, representing the structural connectivity networks across the 
brain for the left and right fOCN and sOCN.

Estimating primary olfactory sub-regions connected with secondary olfactory areas. A con-
nectivity matrix was constructed in order to create a sub-parcellation of the fOCN and sOCN based on their 
connectivity to key secondary olfactory areas (Table 2). By identifying the seeds of connections to the secondary 
olfactory regions within both the sOCN and the primary olfactory part of the fOCN, the mOCN template was 
created - a core primary olfactory template encapsulating connections to all key secondary olfactory areas. Each 
possible seed voxel within the brain parcellation connected to either sOCN or fOCN was analysed as a potential 
connection to the mOCN by computing 5000 samples from the connectivity distribution to target voxels in the 
mOCN. A fixed threshold was applied to reduce false-positive connections, while preserving sufficient sensitivity 
for important connections; if 25% or more fibres (1250 of 5000 fibres)121 of a given voxel were connected to the 
mOCN, this voxel was classified as a seed connected to the mOCN and binarised53.

By applying probabilistic tractography analysis, it was possible to combine the connectivity of individual sub-
jects to a group level connectivity, in order to calculate the likelihood of connections across individuals in the 
mOCN subparcellation. To focus on consistent connections across individuals, a threshold was applied to display 
only connections present in at least 50% of subjects54.

References
1. Baba, T. et al. Severe olfactory dysfunction is a prodromal symptom of dementia associated with Parkinson’s disease: a 3 year 

longitudinal study. Brain 135, 161–169 (2012).
2. Haehner, A. et al. Prevalence of smell loss in Parkinson’s disease–a multicenter study. Parkinsonism Relat. Disord. 15, 490–494 

(2009).
3. Takeda, A. et al. Functional imaging studies of hyposmia in Parkinson’s disease. Journal of the Neurological Sciences 289, 36–39 

(2010).
4. Attems, J., Lintner, F. & Jellinger, K. A. Olfactory involvement in aging and Alzheimer’s disease: an autopsy study. J. Alzheimers Dis. 

7, 149–57– discussion 173–80 (2005).
5. Schofield, P. W., Ebrahimi, H., Jones, A. L., Bateman, G. A. & Murray, S. R. An olfactory ‘stress test“ may detect preclinical 

Alzheimer”s disease. BMC Neurol 12, 24 (2012).
6. Sohrabi, H. R. et al. Olfactory discrimination predicts cognitive decline among community-dwelling older adults. Transl Psychiatry 

2, e118 (2012).
7. Turetsky, B. I. & Moberg, P. J. An odor-specific threshold deficit implicates abnormal intracellular cyclic AMP signaling in 

schizophrenia. Am J Psychiatry 166, 226–233 (2009).
8. Negoias, S. et al. Reduced olfactory bulb volume and olfactory sensitivity in patients with acute major depression. Neuroscience 

169, 415–421 (2010).

http://www.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fsl/


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 1SCIENTIFIC REPORTs | 7:42534 | DOI: 10.1038/srep42534

9. Oral, E. et al. How olfaction disorders can cause depression? The role of habenular degeneration. NSC 240, 63–69 (2013).
10. Shepherd, G. M. Perception without a thalamus how does olfaction do it? Neuron 46, 166–168 (2005).
11. Kondoh, K. et al. A specific area of olfactory cortex involved in stress hormone responses to predator odours. Nature 532, 1–15 

(2016).
12. Mainland, J. D., Lundström, J. N., Reisert, J. & Lowe, G. From molecule to mind: an integrative perspective on odor intensity. 

Trends Neurosci. 37, 443–454 (2014).
13. Zou, L.-Q., Van Hartevelt, T. J., Kringelbach, M. L., Cheung, E. F. C. & Chan, R. C. K. The Neural Mechanism of Hedonic Processing 

and Judgment of Pleasant Odors: An Activation Likelihood Estimation Meta-Analysis. Neuropsychology 1–12; doi: 10.1037/
neu0000292 (2016).

14. Kjelvik, G., Evensmoen, H. R., Brezova, V. & Haberg, A. K. The human brain representation of odor identification. Journal of 
Neurophysiology 108, 645–657 (2012).

15. Brunjes, P. C. & Osterberg, S. K. Developmental Markers Expressed in Neocortical Layers Are Differentially Exhibited in Olfactory 
Cortex. PLoS ONE 10, e0138541–23 (2015).

16. Zelano, C., Mohanty, A. & Gottfried, J. A. Olfactory predictive codes and stimulus templates in piriform cortex. Neuron 72, 
178–187 (2011).

17. Bensafi, M., Sobel, N. & Khan, R. M. Hedonic-Specific Activity in Piriform Cortex During Odor Imagery Mimics That During 
Odor Perception. Journal of Neurophysiology 98, 3254–3262 (2007).

18. Igarashi, K. M. et al. Parallel Mitral and Tufted Cell Pathways Route Distinct Odor Information to Different Targets in the Olfactory 
Cortex. Journal of Neuroscience 32, 7970–7985 (2012).

19. Ogg, M. C., Bendahamane, M. & Fletcher, M. L. Habituation of glomerular responses in the olfactory bulb following prolonged 
odor stimulation reflects reduced peripheral input. Front. Mol. Neurosci. 8, 652–7 (2015).

20. Auffarth, B. Understanding smell—The olfactory stimulus problem. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews 37, 1667–1679 (2013).
21. Ghielmini, E., Poryazova, R., Baumann, C. R. & Bassetti, C. L. Sleepiness at the Time of Testing Impairs Olfactory Performance. 

Eur. Neurol. 69, 58–64 (2013).
22. Jaeger, S. R. et al. A Mendelian trait for olfactory sensitivity affects odor experience and food selection. Curr. Biol. 23, 1601–1605 

(2013).
23. Ferdenzi, C. et al. Variability of Affective Responses to Odors: Culture, Gender, and Olfactory Knowledge. Chem Senses 38, 

175–186 (2013).
24. Ibarretxe-Bilbao, N. et al. Olfactory impairment in Parkinson’s disease and white matter abnormalities in central olfactory areas: A 

voxel-based diffusion tensor imaging study. Mov. Disord. 25, 1888–1894 (2010).
25. Bitter, T. et al. Gray and white matter reduction in hyposmic subjects — A voxel-based morphometry study. Brain Res. 1347, 42–47 

(2010).
26. Bitter, T. et al. Anosmia Leads to a Loss of Gray Matter in Cortical Brain Areas. Chem Senses 35, 407–415 (2010).
27. Segura, B. et al. Neuroanatomical correlates of olfactory loss in normal aged subjects. Behavioural Brain Research 246, 148–153 

(2013).
28. Zhang, K. et al. Voxel-based analysis of diffusion tensor indices in the brain in patients with Parkinson’s disease. European Journal 

of Radiology 77, 269–273 (2011).
29. Zou, L.-Q. et al. The neural basis of olfactory function and its relationship with anhedonia in individuals with schizotypy: An 

exploratory study. Psychiatry Research: Neuroimaging 234, 202–207 (2015).
30. Turetsky, B. I., Hahn, C. G., Borgmann-Winter, K. & Moberg, P. J. Scents and Nonsense: Olfactory Dysfunction in Schizophrenia. 

Schizophrenia Bulletin 35, 1117–1131 (2009).
31. Schablitzky, S. & Pause, B. M. Sadness might isolate you in a non-smelling world: olfactory perception and depression. Front 

Psychol 5, 45 (2014).
32. Anderson, A. K. et al. Dissociated neural representations of intensity and valence in human olfaction. Nat Neurosci 6, 196–202 

(2003).
33. Rolls, E. T. et al. Representations of pleasant and painful touch in the human orbitofrontal and cingulate cortices. Cereb. Cortex 13, 

308–317 (2003).
34. Hedner, M., Larsson, M., Arnold, N. & Zucco, G. M. Cognitive factors in odor detection, odor discrimination, and odor 

identification tasks. Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology 32, 1062–1067 (2010).
35. Croy, I. et al. Olfaction as a marker for depression in humans. Journal of Affective Disorders 160, 80–86 (2014).
36. Gottfried, J. A. & Zald, D. H. On the scent of human olfactory orbitofrontal cortex: Meta-analysis and comparison to non-human 

primates. Brain Research Reviews 50, 287–304 (2005).
37. Turkeltaub, P. E., Eden, G. F., Jones, K. M. & Zeffiro, T. A. Meta-Analysis of the Functional Neuroanatomy of Single-Word Reading: 

Method and Validation. NeuroImage 16, 765–780 (2002).
38. Seubert, J., Freiherr, J., Frasnelli, J., Hummel, T. & Lundström, J. N. Orbitofrontal cortex and olfactory bulb volume predict distinct 

aspects of olfactory performance in healthy subjects. Cereb. Cortex 23, 2448–2456 (2013).
39. Cortese, B. M., McConnell, P. A., Froeliger, B., Leslie, K. & Uhde, T. W. Burning odor-elicited anxiety in OEF/OIF combat veterans: 

Inverse relationship to gray matter volume in olfactory cortex. J Psychiatr Res 70, 58–66 (2015).
40. Sun, X., Veldhuizen, M. G., Babbs, A. E., Sinha, R. & Small, D. M. Perceptual and Brain Response to Odors Is Associated with Body 

Mass Index and Postprandial Total Ghrelin Reactivity to a Meal. Chem Senses 41, 233–248 (2016).
41. Yao, L. et al. Gray Matter Volume Reduction of Olfactory Cortices in Patients With Idiopathic Olfactory Loss. Chem Senses 39, 

755–760 (2014).
42. Boesveldt, S., Frasnelli, J. & Gordon, A. R. & m, J. N. L. The fish is bad: Negative food odors elicit faster and more accurate reactions 

than other odors. Biological Psychology 84, 313–317 (2010).
43. Tzourio-Mazoyer, N. et al. Automated Anatomical Labeling of Activations in SPM Using a Macroscopic Anatomical Parcellation 

of the MNI MRI Single-Subject Brain. NeuroImage 15, 273–289 (2002).
44. Price, J. L. An autoradiographic study of complementary laminar patterns of termination of afferent fibers to the olfactory cortex. 

J. Comp. Neurol. 150, 87–108 (1973).
45. Carmichael, S. T., Clugnet, M. C. & Price, J. L. Central olfactory connections in the macaque monkey. J. Comp. Neurol. 346, 

403–434 (1994).
46. Gottfried, J. A., Deichmann, R., Winston, J. S. & Dolan, R. J. Functional heterogeneity in human olfactory cortex: an event-related 

functional magnetic resonance imaging study. J. Neurosci. 22, 10819–10828 (2002).
47. Van Hartevelt, T. J. & Kringelbach, M. L. in The Human Nervous System 1219–1238 (Elsevier); doi: 10.1016/B978-0-12-374236-

0.10034-3 (2012).
48. Fournel, A., Ferdenzi, C., Sezille, C., Rouby, C. & Bensafi, M. Multidimensional representation of odors in the human olfactory 

cortex. Hum. Brain Mapp. 37, 2161–2172 (2016).
49. Litaudon, P., Bouillot, C., Zimmer, L., Costes, N. & Ravel, N. Activity in the rat olfactory cortex is correlated with behavioral 

response to odor: a microPET study. Brain Structure and Function 1–10; doi: 10.1007/s00429-016-1235-8 (2016).
50. Dejerine, J. Anatomie des Centres Nerveux. 283–286 (Rueff, 1901).
51. Broca, P. Anatomie comparée des circonvolutions cérébrales: le grand lobe limbique. Rev. Anthropol. 1, 385–498 (1878).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 2SCIENTIFIC REPORTs | 7:42534 | DOI: 10.1038/srep42534

52. Passingham, R. E., Stephan, K. E. & Kötter, R. The anatomical basis of functional localization in the cortex. Nat Rev Neurosci 3, 
606–616 (2002).

53. Behrens, T. E. J. et al. Non-invasive mapping of connections between human thalamus and cortex using diffusion imaging. Nat 
Neurosci 6, 750–757 (2003).

54. Fan, L. et al. Connectivity-Based Parcellation of the Human Temporal Pole Using Diffusion Tensor Imaging. Cereb. Cortex 24, 
3365–3378 (2014).

55. Mehta, S. et al. Segregation of anterior temporal regions critical for retrieving names of unique and non-unique entities reflects 
underlying long-range connectivity. Cortex 75, 1–19 (2016).

56. Xu, J. et al. Tractography-based Parcellation of the Human Middle Temporal Gyrus. Sci. Rep. 5, 18883 (2015).
57. Beckmann, M., Johansen-Berg, H. & Rushworth, M. F. S. Connectivity-Based Parcellation of Human Cingulate Cortex and Its 

Relation to Functional Specialization. Journal of Neuroscience 29, 1175–1190 (2009).
58. Wang, J. et al. Determination of the posterior boundary of Wernicke’s area based on multimodal connectivity profiles. Hum. Brain 

Mapp. 36, 1908–1924 (2015).
59. Fernandes, H. M. et al. Novel fingerprinting method characterises the necessary and sufficient structural connectivity from deep 

brain stimulation electrodes for a successful outcome. New J. Phys. 17, 015001 (2015).
60. Desikan, R. S. et al. An automated labeling system for subdividing the human cerebral cortex on MRI scans into gyral based 

regions of interest. NeuroImage 31, 968–980 (2006).
61. Lötsch, J. et al. The Human Operculo-Insular Cortex Is Pain-Preferentially but Not Pain-Exclusively Activated by Trigeminal and 

Olfactory Stimuli. PLoS ONE 7, e34798–10 (2012).
62. Moessnang, C. et al. The scent of salience — Is there olfactory-trigeminal conditioning in humans? NeuroImage 77, 93–104 (2013).
63. Milinski, M., Croy, I., Hummel, T. & Boehm, T. Major histocompatibility complex peptide ligands as olfactory cues in human body 

odour assessment. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 280, 20122889–20122889 (2013).
64. Zou, L.-Q. et al. What does the nose know ? Olfactory function predicts social network size in human. Sci. Rep. 6, 1–6 (2016).
65. Roberts, S. C. et al. Body odor quality predicts behavioral attractiveness in humans. Arch Sex Behav 40, 1111–1117 (2011).
66. Fjaeldstad, A., Van Hartevelt, T. J. & Kringelbach, M. L. in Multisensory Flavor Perception (eds Piqueras-Fiszman, B. & Spence, C.) 

211–234.(Elsevier Ltd.); doi: 10.1016/B978-0-08-100350-3.00011-0 (2016).
67. Berridge, K. C. Food reward: brain substrates of wanting and liking. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews 20, 1–25 (1996).
68. Kringelbach, M. L., O’Doherty, J., Rolls, E. T. & Andrews, C. Activation of the human orbitofrontal cortex to a liquid food stimulus 

is correlated with its subjective pleasantness. Cereb. Cortex 13, 1064–1071 (2003).
69. Gutiérrez-Castellanos, N. & Martínez-Marcos, A. Chemosensory Function of the Amygdala. Vitamins & …  83, 165–196 (2010).
70. Rømer Thomsen, K., Whybrow, P. C. & Kringelbach, M. L. Reconceptualizing anhedonia: novel perspectives on balancing the 

pleasure networks in the human brain. Frontiers in Behavioral Neuroscience 9, 1–23 (2015).
71. Howard, J. D., Kahnt, T. & Gottfried, J. A. Converging prefrontal pathways support associative and perceptual features of 

conditioned stimuli. Nat Comms 7, 11546 (2016).
72. Howard, J. D., Plailly, J., Grueschow, M., Haynes, J.-D. & Gottfried, J. A. Odor quality coding and categorization in human posterior 

piriform cortex. Nat Neurosci 12, 932–938 (2009).
73. Rowe, T. B. & Shepherd, G. M. Role of ortho-retronasal olfaction in mammalian cortical evolution. J. Comp. Neurol. 524, 471–495 

(2016).
74. Gottfried, J. A. Central mechanisms of odour object perception. Nat Rev Neurosci 11, 628–641 (2010).
75. Cohen, Y., Putrino, D. & Wilson, D. A. Dynamic cortical lateralization during olfactory discrimination learning. J. Physiol. (Lond.) 

593, 1701–1714 (2015).
76. Allen, W. F. Effect of ablating the frontal lobes, hippocampi, and occipito-parieto-temporal (excepting pyriform areas) on positive 

and negative olfactory conditioned reflexes. American Journal of Physiology 128, 754–771 (1940).
77. Tanabe, T., Yarita, H., Iino, M., Ooshima, Y. & Takagi, S. F. An olfactory projection area in orbitofrontal cortex of the monkey. 

Journal of Neurophysiology 38, 1269–1283 (1975).
78. Zatorre, R. J., Jones-Gotman, M., Evans, A. C. & Meyer, E. Functional localization and lateralization of human olfactory cortex. 

Nature 360, 339–340 (1992).
79. Kringelbach, M. L. & Rolls, E. T. The functional neuroanatomy of the human orbitofrontal cortex: evidence from neuroimaging 

and neuropsychology. Prog. Neurobiol. 72, 341–372 (2004).
80. Meunier, D. et al. Modular structure of functional networks in olfactory memory. NeuroImage 95, 264–275 (2014).
81. Seger, C. A. & Cincotta, C. M. The roles of the caudate nucleus in human classification learning. J. Neurosci. 25, 2941–2951 (2005).
82. Elliott, R., Newman, J. L., Longe, O. A. & Deakin, J. F. W. Differential response patterns in the striatum and orbitofrontal cortex to 

financial reward in humans: a parametric functional magnetic resonance imaging study. J. Neurosci. 23, 303–307 (2003).
83. Bush, G. et al. Dorsal anterior cingulate cortex: A role in reward-based decision making. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 99, 523–528 

(2002).
84. Rømer Thomsen, K. et al. Impact of Emotion on Consciousness: Positive Stimuli Enhance Conscious Reportability. PLoS ONE 6, 

e18686–8 (2011).
85. Roy, A. K. et al. Functional connectivity of the human amygdala using resting state fMRI. NeuroImage 45, 614–626 (2009).
86. Lehman, M. N., Winans, S. S. & Powers, J. B. Medial nucleus of the amygdala mediates chemosensory control of male hamster 

sexual behavior. Science 210, 557–560 (1980).
87. Patin, A. & Pause, B. M. Human amygdala activations during nasal chemoreception. Neuropsychologia 78, 171–194 (2015).
88. Small, D. M., Jones-Gotman, M., Zatorre, R. J., Petrides, M. & Evans, A. C. Flavor processing: more than the sum of its parts. 

Neuroreport 8, 3913–3917 (1997).
89. McDonald, A. J. & Mott, D. D. Functional neuroanatomy of amygdalohippocampal interconnections and their role in learning and 

memory. J. Neurosci. Res.; doi: 10.1002/jnr.23709 (2016).
90. Berridge, K. C. & Kringelbach, M. L. Pleasure Systems in the Brain. Neuron 86, 1–20 (2015).
91. Cromwell, H. C. & Berridge, K. C. Where does damage lead to enhanced food aversion: the ventral pallidum/substantia innominata 

or lateral hypothalamus? Brain Res. 624, 1–10 (1993).
92. Smith, K. S., Tindell, A. J., Aldridge, J. W. & Berridge, K. C. Ventral pallidum roles in reward and motivation. Behavioural Brain 

Research 196, 155–167 (2009).
93. Kringelbach, M. L. & Berridge, K. C. Towards a functional neuroanatomy of pleasure and happiness. Trends in Cognitive Sciences 

13, 479–487 (2009).
94. Castro, D. C., Cole, S. L. & Berridge, K. C. Lateral hypothalamus, nucleus accumbens, and ventral pallidum roles in eating and 

hunger: interactions between homeostatic and reward circuitry. Front. Syst. Neurosci. 9, 31–17 (2015).
95. Jiang, T., Soussignan, R., Schaal, B. & Royet, J.-P. Reward for food odors: an fMRI study of liking and wanting as a function of 

metabolic state and BMI. Social Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience 10, 561–568 (2015).
96. Tham, W. W. P., Stevenson, R. J. & Miller, L. A. The role of the mediodorsal thalamic nucleus in human olfaction. Neurocase 17, 

148–159 (2011).
97. Ongür, D. & Price, J. L. The organization of networks within the orbital and medial prefrontal cortex of rats, monkeys and humans. 

Cereb. Cortex 10, 206–219 (2000).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

13SCIENTIFIC REPORTs | 7:42534 | DOI: 10.1038/srep42534

98. Johnson, D. M., Illig, K. R., Behan, M. & Haberly, L. B. New features of connectivity in piriform cortex visualized by intracellular 
injection of pyramidal cells suggest that “primary” olfactory cortex functions like ‘association’ cortex in other sensory systems. 
Journal of Neuroscience 20, 6974–6982 (2000).

99. Maier, J. X., Wachowiak, M. & Katz, D. B. Chemosensory convergence on primary olfactory cortex. J. Neurosci. 32, 17037–17047 
(2012).

100. Packard, M. G. & Knowlton, B. J. Learning and memory functions of the Basal Ganglia. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 25, 563–593 (2002).
101. Yoshimi, K., Kumada, S., Weitemier, A., Jo, T. & Inoue, M. Reward-Induced Phasic Dopamine Release in the Monkey Ventral 

Striatum and Putamen. PLoS ONE 10, e0130443–22 (2015).
102. Zeki, S. & Romaya, J. P. Neural Correlates of Hate. PLoS ONE 3, e3556–8 (2008).
103. Olson, I. R., Plotzker, A. & Ezzyat, Y. The Enigmatic temporal pole: a review of findings on social and emotional processing. Brain 

130, 1718–1731 (2007).
104. Rausch, R., Serafetinides, E. A. & Crandall, P. H. Olfactory memory in patients with anterior temporal lobectomy. Cortex 13, 

445–452 (1977).
105. Jones-Gotman, M. & Zatorre, R. J. Odor recognition memory in humans: role of right temporal and orbitofrontal regions. Brain 

and Cognition 22, 182–198 (1993).
106. Carroll, B., Richardson, J. T. E. & Thompson, P. Olfactory Information Processing and Temporal Lobe Epilepsy. Brain and Cognition 

22, 230–243 (1993).
107. Lötsch, J. et al. Brain lesion-pattern analysis in patients with olfactory dysfunctions following head trauma. NeuroImage: Clinical 

11, 99–105 (2016).
108. Masaoka, Y., Sugiyama, H., Katayama, A., Kashiwagi, M. & Homma, I. Remembering the past with slow breathing associated with 

activity in the parahippocampus and amygdala. Neurosci. Lett. 521, 98–103 (2012).
109. Saive, A.-L., Royet, J.-P. & Plailly, J. A review on the neural bases of episodic odor memory: from laboratory-based to 

autobiographical approaches. Frontiers in Behavioral Neuroscience 8, 240 (2014).
110. Hagmann, P. et al. MR connectomics: Principles and challenges. Journal of Neuroscience Methods 194, 34–45 (2010).
111. Cammoun, L. et al. Mapping the human connectome at multiple scales with diffusion spectrum MRI. Journal of Neuroscience 

Methods 203, 386–397 (2012).
112. Johansen-Berg, H. & Rushworth, M. F. S. Using diffusion imaging to study human connectional anatomy. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 32, 

75–94 (2009).
113. Fjaeldstad, A. et al. Olfactory screening: validation of Sniffin’ Sticks in Denmark. Clin Otolaryngol 40, 545–550 (2015).
114. Philpott, C. M., Wolstenholme, C. R., Goodenough, P. C., Clark, A. & Murty, G. E. Comparison of subjective perception with 

objective measurement of olfaction. Otolaryngology - Head and Neck Surgery 134, 488–490 (2006).
115. Jenkinson, M., Bannister, P., Brady, M. & Smith, S. Improved Optimization for the Robust and Accurate Linear Registration and 

Motion Correction of Brain Images. NeuroImage 17, 825–841 (2002).
116. Collins, D. L., Neelin, P., Peters, T. M. & Evans, A. C. Automatic 3D intersubject registration of MR volumetric data in standardized 

Talairach space. J Comput Assist Tomogr 18, 192–205 (1994).
117. Seubert, J., Freiherr, J., Djordjevic, J. & Lundström, J. N. Statistical localization of human olfactory cortex. NeuroImage 66, 333–342 

(2013).
118. Andersson, J. L. R., Skare, S. & Ashburner, J. How to correct susceptibility distortions in spin-echo echo-planar images: application 

to diffusion tensor imaging. NeuroImage 20, 870–888 (2003).
119. Behrens, T. E. J. et al. Characterization and propagation of uncertainty in diffusion-weighted MR imaging. Magn. Reson. Med. 50, 

1077–1088 (2003).
120. Behrens, T. E. J., Berg, H. J., Jbabdi, S., Rushworth, M. F. S. & Woolrich, M. W. Probabilistic diffusion tractography with multiple 

fibre orientations: What can we gain ? NeuroImage 34, 144–155 (2007).
121. Buchanan, C. R., Pernet, C. R., Gorgolewski, K. J., Storkey, A. J. & Bastin, M. E. Test–retest reliability of structural brain networks 

from diffusion MRI. NeuroImage 86, 231–243 (2014).

Acknowledgements
The project was supported by The Danish Medical Research Grant (AF), Hans Skouby’s Fonden (AF and TO), 
Jascha Fonden (AF), and Augustinus Fonden (AF). Furthermore, MLK is supported by a European Research 
Council (ERC) Consolidator Grant: Caregiving (615539). None of the foundations had any influence on the 
design of the study, the contents, or the decision to publish.

Author Contributions
A.F., M.L.K., and H.F. conceived the experiment, TvH, H.F., A.M., and A.F. conducted the scans, A.F., C.G. and 
H.F. analysed the results. A.F. wrote the first draft of the manuscript. H.F., TvH, C.G., A.M., T.O., A.F., and M.L.K. 
reviewed the manuscript.

Additional Information
Competing financial interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Fjaeldstad, A. et al. Brain fingerprints of olfaction: a novel structural method for 
assessing olfactory cortical networks in health and disease. Sci. Rep. 7, 42534; doi: 10.1038/srep42534 (2017).
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images 
or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, 

unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative Commons license, 
users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
 
© The Author(s) 2017

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Brain fingerprints of olfaction: a novel structural method for assessing olfactory cortical networks in health and disease
	Introduction
	Results
	Olfactory connectivity fingerprint of the fOCN
	Olfactory connectivity fingerprint of the sOCN
	Connectivity-based parcellation of sub-regions within the merged olfactory cortex network (mOCN)

	Discussion
	Discussion of the structural connectivity of the sOCN
	Piriform cortex
	OFC
	Anterior cingulate cortex and caudate nucleus

	Olfactory anatomy and structural connectivity of the fOCN
	Amygdala
	Hippocampus
	Pallidum
	Thalamus

	Creating a restricted grey matter-fOCN
	Olfactory structural connectivity shared by the fOCN and the sOCN
	Insula
	Putamen
	The temporal pole
	Parahippocampus

	Sub-parcellation of the mOCN

	Conclusion
	Methods
	Study population
	Image acquisition
	Fingerprinting structural connectivity
	Defining parcellation of brain regions
	Parcellation identification
	Compensating for orbital distortion on orbitofrontal tractography quality
	Estimating fingerprints
	Estimating primary olfactory sub-regions connected with secondary olfactory areas

	Additional Information
	Acknowledgements
	References




