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ABSTRACT

Background: Substantial evidence acknowledges the complex gene-environment interplay impacting brain
development and learning. Intergenerational neuroimaging allows the assessment of familial transfer effects on
brain structure, function and behavior by investigating neural similarity in caregiver-child dyads.

Methods: Neural similarity in the human reading network was assessed through well-used measures of brain
structure (i.e., surface area (SA), gyrification (1G), sulcal morphology, gray matter volume (GMV) and cortical
thickness (CT)) in 69 mother-child dyads (children’s age~11 y). Regions of interest for the reading network
included left-hemispheric inferior frontal gyrus, inferior parietal lobe and fusiform gyrus. Mother-child similarity
was quantified by correlation coefficients and familial specificity was tested by comparison to random adult-child
dyads. Sulcal morphology analyses focused on occipitotemporal sulcus interruptions and similarity was assessed
by chi-square goodness of fit.

Results: Significant structural brain similarity was observed for mother-child dyads in the reading network for 1G,
SA and GMV (r = 0.349/0.534/0.542, respectively), but not CT. Sulcal morphology associations were non-
significant. Structural brain similarity in 1G, SA and GMV were specific to mother-child pairs. Furthermore,
structural brain similarity for SA and GMV was higher compared to CT.

Conclusion: Intergenerational neuroimaging techniques promise to enhance our knowledge of familial transfer
effects on brain development and disorders.

1. Introduction

further knowledge of mechanisms promoting brain development. The
first studies directly investigating structural and functional brain simi-

Substantial evidence demonstrates the intricate interplay between
genetic predispositions and environmental factors during the develop-
ment of complex human skills. An increase in research efforts which aim
to disentangle shared and distinct genetic or environmental mechanisms
impacting human brain development has been one result thereof. The
novel technique of intergenerational neuroimaging promises unique
insights into familial transfer effects on brain structure and function by
neural similarity analyses of caregiver-child dyads (Yamagata et al.,
2016). Intergenerational neuroimaging combines successful features of
existing research designs (e.g., family studies, concordance models) to

larity in parent-child dyads mostly focused on affective (Yamagata et al.,
2016; Foland-Ross et al., 2015; Abraham et al., 2020; Colich et al., 2017;
Wang et al., 2018) or cognitive trait transmission (Vandermosten et al.,
2020; Takagi et al., 2021). For example, Foland-Ross and colleagues
reported on structural brain similarity by means of cortical thickness in
mother-child dyads with and without a history of depression (Folan-
d-Ross et al., 2015). Similarly, intergenerational transfer effects were
studied in developmental disorders, including parents and children with
a familial risk for dyslexia (Vandermosten et al., 2020) or a diagnosis of
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (Poissant et al., 2014; Casey
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et al., 2007). Parent-child brain similarity is higher than that between
randomly selected adult-child pairings, suggesting that the effects are, at
least partially, of a familial nature (Takagi et al., 2021; Ahtam et al.,
2021). Moreover, neural concordance designs have revealed sex-specific
transmission patterns, for example for the corticolimbic tract, for which
structural brain similarity was reported to be highest in
mother-daughter dyads compared to mother-son, father-daughter or
father-son (Yamagata et al., 2016).

Structural brain similarity may vary as a function of the brain metrics
investigated. Regionally specific and measurement-dependent develop-
mental trajectories must be considered (e.g., for volume, density and
shape of gray and white matter structures). At birth, major anatomical
features of an infant’s brain are roughly formed, though molecular and
genetic processes continue to refine brain structure postnatally (e.g.,
neurogenesis, apoptosis, pruning (Sanai et al., 2011)). Overall brain
growth during the first two years of life is substantial. For some mor-
phometrical measures postnatal changes remain smaller after the second
year of life (e.g., surface area and gyrification). Cortical volume in-
creases from 35% at birth to 80% of an adult’s size at around two years
of age (Gilmore et al., 2018). In line with this rapid cortical growth,
surface area expands and gyrification increases, though the develop-
mental rate for these measures is much slower from thereon. For
example, local gyrification indices increase about 25% during the first
two years of life (Li et al., 2014). From six years of age on, slower
changes continue until adulthood (with regionally-specific in- or de-
creases (Mutlu et al., 2013)). On the other hand, some morphometric
brain measures change more strongly over a protracted time, even into
young adulthood (e.g., gray or white matter volume or cortical thick-
ness). Total gray matter volume rapidly increases during the early
postnatal phase, then continues to develop at a slower pace and starts
decreasing around mid-childhood, while white matter gradually in-
creases (Mills and Tamnes, 2018; Tooley et al., 2021). Notably, gray
matter volume is a compound measure of cortical thickness and surface
area, two ontogenetically and genetically distinct metrics (Mills and
Tamnes, 2018; Kremen et al., 2013). Cortical volume is thus considered
a product of two variables differentially affected by genetic or envi-
ronmental processes. Consequently, a consideration of both warrants
increased informative value over each individual one. During childhood
and adolescence, cortical volume changes have been suggested to reflect
variations in cortical thickness, especially cortical thinning during later
childhood and adolescence, while white matter increases are hypothe-
sized to result from continuing myelination and network formation
(Mills and Tamnes, 2018; Kremen et al., 2013). Overall, brain matura-
tional processes reach a peak only around 22-25 years of age (Mills and
Tamnes, 2018).

In sum, our brain is the product of a myriad of intricate, interacting
developmental processes and the precise underlying mechanisms
driving these are still being discovered (Mills and Tamnes, 2018).
Broadly, structural brain measures such as surface area, gyrification
indices and sulcal morphology have been found to be more strongly
formed in utero or during the early postnatal period, thus underlying an
overall stricter genetic influence (Armstrong et al., 1995; Chi et al.,
1977; Zilles et al., 1988; White et al., 2010). In contrast, structural brain
correlates such as gray matter volume and cortical thickness continue to
undergo more change across childhood and adolescence and are sug-
gested to be more strongly impacted by environment, learning and
experience (Ducharme et al., 2016; Giedd and Rapoport, 2010; Tamnes
et al., 2017; Vijayakumar et al., 2016). While intergenerational neuro-
imaging may inform complex skill formation, different volume or
surface-based metrics promise to hold distinct or shared informative
value.

Whereas we acknowledge that white matter development and con-
nectivity measures may significantly benefit the understanding of
intergenerational transfer effects on brain structure in parent-child
dyads (see for example (Vandermosten et al., 2020)), in line with
other structural developmental neuroimaging studies (Backhausen
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et al., 2021), we here focus on cortical brain correlates. Anatomical
measures under investigation include local gyrification (IG: inner fold-
ings, impacting surface area), surface area (SA: external area of cortical
outer layer), sulcal morphology (characteristic folding or formation of
the grooves surrounding a gyri), gray matter volume (GMV: density of
brain cells; a product of cortical thickness and surface area), and cortical
thickness (CT: thickness of cortical layer; Fig. 1).

To investigate structural brain similarity in mother-child dyads for
one neural network example, we here focus on brain regions that have
been reliably associated with reading and literacy, because it is likely
that the neural network of reading is shaped by intergenerational
transfer effects for the following reasons: First, learning to read is a
pivotal skill, which is explicitly learnt and formally taught during
childhood. Secondly, despite the need for formal teaching, reading and
its precursors are impacted by genetic, environmental and interacting
influences alike (Olson et al., 2011; Parrila et al., 2005). For example,
reading skills are highly heritable as evidenced by twin studies (Hart
et al., 2013) or family research (Gialluisi et al., 2020; Andreola et al.,
2020; van Bergen et al., 2017). Furthermore, genetic nurturing effects
are exemplified by observations of parental predispositions influencing
a child’s home literacy environment, parental engagement or socio-
economic status (van Bergen et al., 2017; Hart et al., 2021; Hart et al.,
2013; Bracken and Fischel, 2008; Phillips and Lonigan, 2005; Xia et al.,
2020; Xia et al., 2020).

Neurally, skilled reading is supported by a left-hemispheric network
of anterior and posterior brain regions including occipitotemporal,
temporoparietal and inferior frontal areas (Dehaene and Cohen, 2011).
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Fig. 1. Intergenerational transfer effects on neural networks (NN) for mother-
child dyads are examined through structural brain similarity analyses using
different anatomical brain metrics. This includes morphometrical correlates
with a stronger genetic impact or early development, including local gyr-
ification (IG) and surface area (SA), or a longer maturational trajectory of
stronger impact by learning and experience across age, including gray matter
volume (GMV) and cortical thickness (CT). Three main investigations of interest
result: assessment of (i) structural similarity in mother-child dyads, (ii) familial
specificity indicated by stronger similarity in mother-child dyads above random
adult-child pairings, and (iii) variations in neural similarity in dependence of
the metrics under investigation with higher similarity in structural correlates
that develop earlier (1G, SA) as compared to metrics with a protracted matu-
rational rate (CT, GMV).
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Typical reading development is characterized by specialization in these
regions reflected by functional and structural changes (Chyl et al., 2021;
Frye et al., 2010; Houston et al., 2014; Torre and Eden, 2019). Struc-
turally, measures of gyrification, surface area, cortical thickness and
gray matter volume in areas of the reading network have been related to
reading skills (Frye et al., 2010; Torre and Eden, 2019; Eckert et al.,
2005; Kronbichler et al., 2008; Merz et al., 2020; Williams et al., 2018).
Additionally, the presence of an interruption in the left occipitotemporal
sulcus has been associated with better reading skills through increased
connectivity strength between posterior and anterior regions of the
reading network (Cachia et al., 2018). Finally, in individuals that
struggle with reading (e.g., developmental dyslexia) structural alter-
ations in the same areas have been reported (Frye et al., 2010; Eckert
et al., 2005; Kronbichler et al., 2008; Williams et al., 2018; Beelen et al.,
2019). Such alterations can even be detected prior to reading onset in
children with a familial risk for reading disorders, highlighting potential
genetic or early environmental contributions (Langer et al., 2017; Kraft
et al., 2016; Raschle et al., 2017).

Here, first (i), we aim to test whether structural brain similarity in
mother-child dyads exists, focusing on the left-hemispheric neural
network (NN) for reading as one example and by using different
morphometric brain measures (NNyother~NNchilg; Fig. 1), including 1G,
SA, GMV, CT and sulcal morphology, represented by the presence or
absence of an interrupted occipitotemporal sulcus. Secondly (ii), we will
test whether structural similarity measures reflect familial specificity by
comparing mother-child dyads to random adult-child pairings ((NNyo-
ther~NNechild) > (NNrandom adult~NNeniig)). Thirdly (iii), we will test
whether structural brain metrics expected to have a strong genetic
component and a lower change rate during childhood and adolescence
(i.e., local gyrification and surface area) show greater mother-child
similarity compared to measures that are known to be more
experience-dependent (i.e., gray matter volume and cortical thickness;
116|rsa>Temv|rcr). Noteworthy, the reading network is here used as one
neural network example for testing structural similarity in mother-child
dyads. Future investigations may employ similar analyses, but focus on
other skills and brain networks known to be impacted by intergenera-
tional transfer effects to varying degrees, including for example affect
processing or the socioemotional network of the brain.

We hypothesize that mother-child dyads show familial transfer ef-
fects in brain structure within the neural network for reading as reflected
by significant structural brain similarity for all metrics assessed. For
sulcal morphology, we expect that children whose mothers have an
interruption in the left occipitotemporal sulcus will be more likely to
show an interruption themselves. Secondly, we predict neural similarity
to be higher in mother-child dyads as compared to random adult-child
pairings. Thirdly, we hypothesize neural similarity in the human
reading network to vary depending on the structural brain correlate
targeted (core metrics and hypotheses in Fig. 1).

2. Methods

Data analyses, aims and hypotheses were pre-registered on the Open
Science Framework (see https://osf.io/cf8wb and https://osf.
io/5wbtv).

2.1. Participants

A total number of 151 participants were tested at two sites. Overall,
81 child-mother dyads with anatomical scans in both mother and child
were available. This number includes 70 mothers and 81 children, which
is due to the assessment of 11 families with two children. For mothers
with two children participating in the study, we included the child
whose age and sex balanced those respective distributions best.
Furthermore, one mother-child dyad had to be excluded due to behav-
ioral problems and low IQ measures of the child (IQ<75), resulting in a
final sample of 69 mother-child dyads (children: 413, 289, age range
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7-14y, mean age=11.13 £+ 2.12, 6 left-handed; mothers: age range
26-55 y, mean age=42.60 + 5.54, 9 left-handed). All child participants
had average or average-to-above-average IQ scores (mean verbal
IQ=112.15 + 16.16, mean non-verbal IQ=110.65 + 13.91 across both
sites). To assess mothers’ educational level, the International Standard
Classification of Education (ISCED) was used. In this measure, educa-
tional levels are binned into categories from 1 to 8 (with 8 representing
the highest possible degree = doctoral degree). The mothers in both
samples ranged from completing high school to holding a doctoral de-
gree. Educational scores were the only assessment of SES available in all
participants. Group characteristics are reported in Table 1 (site-specific
data in Supplementary Table 1). The ethnicity of the sample was pre-
dominantly white (91%), with some participants from Asian (5%),
Hispanic (3%) and Canadian First Nations descent (1%). Due to poor
data quality or technical problems, two dyads were excluded for SA,
GMV and CT, three dyads for 1G and one dyad for sulcal morphology
analyses.

2.2. Testing procedure

All children and mothers were asked to participate in two testing
appointments either at the facilities of the Department of Child and
Adolescent Psychiatry and University Hospital in Basel, Switzerland, or
at the Brain and Mind Institute at the University of Western Ontario,
Canada. At both sites, behavioral assessments as well as neuroimaging
data were obtained (functional neuroimaging data relevant for site-
specific projects were also collected, but are not further discussed in
the present analyses). The behavioral assessment included the collection
of IQ measures using the Matrix Reasoning and Vocabulary subtests of
the Wechsler Abbreviated Scale of Intelligence (Petermann and Peter-
mann, 2011). Each site followed age-adequate and child-friendly neu-
roimaging protocols and all participants provided written consent
(adults) or verbal assent and parental consent (children).

2.3. Structural neuroimaging (MRI acquisition parameters)

Whole-brain structural MPRAGE images were acquired on two
SIEMENS 3 T Prisma MR scanners using a 20-channel head coil in
Switzerland and a 32-channel head coil in Canada (transverse slice
orientation, interleaved acquisition) using the following specifications:
Voxel size: 1.0 x 1.0 x 1.0 rnmg; TR= 1900 ms (Switzerland) or
2300 ms (Canada); TE= 3.42 ms (Switzerland) or 2.98 ms (Canada);
TA= 4.26 min (Switzerland) or 5.12 min (Canada); flip angle=9 de-
grees; field of view= 256x256mm?, 192 slices with a slice thickness of
1.00 mm.

Table 1
Behavioral characteristics of the sample.
N mother-child dyads 69
Sex (male/female) Children 41/28
Handedness (left/right) Children 6/63
Mothers 9/60
Age (in years, mean+SD) Children 11.13 £ 2.12
Mothers 42.60 + 5.54
Verbal IQ (mean+SD) Children 112.15 £ 16.16 (N = 64)
Mothers 111.91 + 14.40 (N = 33)
Nonverbal IQ (mean-+SD) Children 110.65 + 13.91 (N = 65)
Mothers 105.27 +£11.65 (N = 33)
ISCED (mean=+SD) Mothers 5.89 + 1.65 (N = 65)

Note. SD = standard deviation, ISCED = International Standard Classification of
Education, Verbal IQ = Vocabulary subscale / Nonverbal IQ = Matrix reasoning
subscale of the WISC-IV (Switzerland) or WASI-2 (Canada)
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2.4. Neuroimaging data analyses
2.4.1. Structural similarity of the reading network (NNpother~NNchiig)

2.4.1.1. Local gyrification, surface area, gray matter volume and cortical
thickness. We assessed aim 1 via the following steps: First, standard
preprocessing using the FreeSurfer software (http://surfer.nmr.mgh.har
vard.edu/) was performed, followed by quality control and artefact
detection. When inaccuracies in the automatic segmentation were
detected (based on visual slice-by-slice inspection in axial, coronal and
sagittal view by 3 raters), the preprocessed data were manually edited to
correct delineation of the pial surface prior to being re-preprocessed. For
each participant the manual correction procedure and the visual
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inspection were repeated until sufficient quality of the delineations was
assured. Second, the structural measures were extracted from
hypothesis-driven regions of interest (ROIs) as based on core regions
reported for the reading network using the Desikan-Killiany atlas (Bee-
len et al., 2019; Richlan et al., 2009). The ROIs included one prefrontal
region of interest (i.e., the left-hemispheric pars opercularis of the
inferior frontal gyrus) and two posterior regions (i.e., left inferior pari-
etal lobe and left fusiform gyrus) depicted in Fig. 2A. A compound score
for the reading network was built for each participant. The compound
score consisted of sum scores across ROIs for SA and GMV, representing
the full surface or volume across the whole network, and mean scores for
the non-/one-dimensional measures of 1G and CT measures (represent-
ing the average gyrification indices across the whole network or the
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Fig. 2. Brain similarity in the human reading network in mother-child dyads. A) Regions of interest for the study of structural brain similarity in mother-child dyads
in the human reading network (i.e., inferior frontal, parietal regions and fusiform gyrus; in yellow/left) and example images representing continuous (red/middle)
and interrupted (green/right) occipitotemporal sulcus. B) Density plots for local gyrification, surface area, gray matter volume and cortical thickness for adults
(darker shade) and children (lighter shade). C) Mother-child brain similarity (red line) and average random adult-child correlation (blue) for local gyrification,
surface area, gray matter volume and cortical thickness of the human reading network. D) Distributions of the similarity coefficients of the 1000 iterations (blue bars)
as well as the mother-child dyad similarity (vertical red line) for each structural brain feature. (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure legend, the

reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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average cortical thickness; no further weighting applied). All scores for
the full network and for each region individually are presented in Sup-
plementary Tables 2. Third, correlation coefficients for mother-child
dyads were computed for all measures to examine the structural simi-
larity of the reading network (Bonferroni corrected for multiple com-
parisons). Age and sex of the child and site of data collection were
entered as covariates in all correlational analyses. Post-hoc control an-
alyses were conducted to investigate the possibility that handedness or
sibling selection criteria influenced our findings (Supplementary Ta-
bles 3 and 4).

2.4.1.2. Sulcal morphology. Sulcal morphology analyses focused on the
left occipitotemporal sulcus. Analyses were performed using BrainVISA
4.5 software (http://brainvisa.info/). For sulcal characterization, the
protocol set forth by Cachia and colleagues was used (Cachia et al.,
2018). Three-dimensional mesh-based reconstructions of the cortical
folds were created for all participants. Next, the left occipitotemporal
sulcus was manually inspected and labelled by three co-authors (LVF, LP
and MR). The sulcus was characterized as “interrupted” if it showed one
or multiple interruptions and as “continuous” otherwise (Fig. 2A). To
ensure sufficient data quality for this labelling procedure, one
mother-child dyad was removed. A chi-square goodness of fit test per-
formed in Jamovi (https://www.jamovi.org) was computed to assess
whether the presence/absence of an interruption in mothers more
frequently co-occurred with the presence/absence of an interruption in
the child. To control for potential influences of (1) site of data collection,
(2) age of the child, (3) sex of the child, (4) whether or not child and
mother matched in terms of handedness, and (5) the average confidence
score of the three investigators having characterized the sulci, logistic
regressions were run in Jamovi. As a robustness check, we reran all
analyses using the data of the excluded siblings with usable scans.

2.4.2. Familial specificity of structural similarity ((NNmother~NNchiid)>
(NNrandom aduts~NNchitd))

To assess aim 2, the investigation of familial specificity, significant
structural similarity in the neural network (NN) of reading in mother-
child dyads was compared to the structural brain similarity in
randomly assigned adult-child dyads. The list of mothers was random-
ized 1000 times pairing each child with a randomly selected unrelated
adult from the same site. The similarity coefficients of the 1000 itera-
tions were computed for each of the measures independently, employing
a Matlab (https://www.mathworks.com/products/matlab.html) per-
mutation script. Finally, the resulting correlation coefficients for each
measure were z-transformed, averaged and back-transformed to an
average correlation coefficient representing random adult-child pair-
ings. Comparison to similarity in mother-child dyads was tested by a
report of Fisher’s z using cocor for independent groups (Diedenhofen
and Musch, 2015).

2.4.3. Assessing differences in similarity measures ((rig|rsa)> (remv|rer))

To assess aim 3, the mother-child group correlation coefficients of
1G, SA, GMV and CT were compared using cocor (Diedenhofen and
Musch, 2015) through a test of significance for dependent,
non-overlapping data to detect whether the correlations differ in
magnitude (report of both Dunn and Clark’s z (Dunn and Clark, 1971)
and Zou’s confidence intervals (Zou, 2007)).

3. Results

3.1. Structural similarity of the reading network

3.1.1. Surface area, local gyrification, gray matter volume and cortical
thickness

Structural brain measures in mother-child dyads demonstrated sig-
nificant similarity in the human reading network for IG (r(61) = 0.349,
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p =0.005), SA (r(62) = 0.534, p < 0.001) and GMV (r(62) = 0.542,
p < 0.001). For CT, similarity analyses were not significant (r(62) =
0.195, p = 0.122; for all analyses reported, Bonferroni correction for
multiple comparisons was applied (p((aitered=0.05/4)= 0.0125)). CT
changes in posterior and anterior brain regions occur at different rates
(e.g., prefrontal cortex is known to undergo significant variations until
late adolescence (Vijayakumar et al., 2016)). To test whether similarity
was impacted by areas maturing earlier or later, we conducted follow-up
analyses on CT measures for all regions of interest independently. Sig-
nificant similarity for CT in the left inferior parietal lobe (r(62) = 0.389,
p =0.001) was observed. All other correlations were non-significant
(left inferior frontal gyrus: r(62) =0.132, p = 0.298; left fusiform
gyrus: r(62) = 0.131, p = 0.303). For completeness, post-hoc correla-
tions between mothers and children for all structural measures and all
ROIs are reported in Supplementary Table 5.

3.1.2. Sulcal morphology

A chi-square analysis assessing similarity between children and
mothers in the anatomical structure of the left occipitotemporal sulcus
did not reach significance x2)= 3.60, p = 0.058). Logistic regressions
were run to examine whether the presence or absence of a match in
sulcal structure between mother and child could be predicted based on
site of data collection, age of the child, sex of the child, mother-child
handedness match and confidence ratings. These analyses did not
yield any significant results (all p’s > 0.365). Finally, rerunning these
analyses after including the other set of siblings in the sample did not
change our findings (X%(1)= 3.69, p = 0.055).

3.2. Familial specificity of structural similarity

Similarity analyses for children and unrelated adult pairings are
illustrated in the scatterplots and histograms in Fig. 2C-D. The average
similarity between pairings of random adults and children for local
gyrification, surface area, gray matter volume and cortical thickness are
as follows (IG (r(61)=—0.004, p=0.976; SA (r(62) = —0.023,
p =0.859); GMV (r(62) = —0.014, p =0.914; CT (r(62) = —0.010,
p = 0.939). Overall mother-child similarity was higher for 1G, SA and
GMV when compared to random adult-child pairings (z = 2.067,
p =0.039; z=23.500, p=0.001; z=3.514, p < 0.001, respectively),
which was not the case for CT (z = 1.176, p = 0.240). Based on repeated
resampling, there remained a chance for higher similarity in random
adult-child pairings for CT and 1G, (visualized in Fig. 2D). More specif-
ically, in 5% of the iterations, similarity in random adult-child pairs was
higher than the similarity in mother-child dyads for cortical thickness.
Similarly, though only for 0.3% of the iterations, similarity for local
gyrification was higher in random adult-child pairs than in the mother-
child dyads.

3.3. Assessing differences in similarity measures

Comparison of correlation coefficients revealed significantly higher
structural brain similarity in mother-child dyads for SA compared to CT
(z =2.54, p=0.011, 95% CI [0.08, 0.60]), but not for SA and GMV
(z=-0.14,p = 0.886, 95% CI [-0.13, 0.11]), 1G and GMV (z = —1.38,
p =0.167, 95% CI [—0.47, 0.08]) and 1G and CT (z = 0.96, p = 0.338,
95% CI [-0.160, 0.460]). While GMV is a function of CT and SA, sim-
ilarity in GMV was present, though no CT similarity existed. As an
additional analysis, correlation coefficients of GMV and CT were tested
and revealed significant differences (z =2.42, p=0.016, 95% CI
[0.06,0.62]).

4. Discussion
We studied structural brain similarity for different morphometric

correlates in mother-child dyads by use of intergenerational neuro-
imaging techniques, with a focus on the human reading network.
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Significant structural brain similarity for mother-child dyads in the
human reading network for measures of local gyrification, surface area
and gray matter volume were identified, while cortical thickness and
sulcal morphology associations were non-significant. The observed
structural brain similarity in local gyrification, surface area and gray
matter volume were found to be specific to mother-child pairs. Simi-
larity within mother-child pairings was significantly more likely than
similarity in random-adult child pairings. Finally, structural brain sim-
ilarity in mother-child dyads for surface area was significantly larger
than for cortical thickness, but similar for surface area compared to gray
matter volume.

4.1. Similarity though lower interindividual variability in gyrification

Local gyrification, for which we identified significant mother-child
similarity in the human reading network, has been suggested to be
strongly genetically influenced and to reach early maturity. The struc-
tural transformation from lissencephalic to gyrencephalic brain already
takes place during the third trimester in the mother’s womb (Armstrong
et al., 1995). At birth, all primary and secondary sulci and most of the
tertiary sulci are present (Hill et al., 2010). In line with dynamic brain
changes during the first two years of life, gyrification indices peak
around toddlerhood, undergoing only modest changes afterwards
(Raznahan et al., 2011). In healthy children and adults, increased gyr-
ification in anterior and posterior brain regions relevant for reading (e.
g., fusiform gyrus) have been positively associated with general cogni-
tive skills (Gregory et al.,, 2016). Furthermore, altered gyrification
within left-hemispheric reading regions has been reported for children
and adults with a diagnosis of dyslexia (Williams et al., 2018; Casanova
et al., 2004).

In line with behavioral studies indicating familial transfer effects on
reading (Hart et al., 2013; van Bergen et al.,, 2017), we identified
intergenerational transfer effects on gyrification of the human reading
network. However, a small probability for similarity in random
adult-child pairings remained. This observation may be explained by
lower interindividual variability for gyrification across the regions of
interests chosen. More specifically, research indicates high consistency
in terms of sulcal position, orientation and appearance on a temporal
scale across individuals (Ronan and Fletcher, 2015). While interindi-
vidual consistencies exist, longitudinal work including singletons,
mono- and dizygotic twins revealed distinct subject-specific folding
patterns (Duan et al., 2020). Namely, despite shared genes as well as
similar pre- and postnatal environment in monozygotic twins, the
intersubject variability in neonatal cortical folding allows for accurate
individual identification at the age of 1 and 2 years (Duan et al., 2020).
Such variability in cortical folding is region-specific. For example,
unimodal regions (e.g., primary sensorimotor and auditory cortex) more
proximal to primary sulci such as the central sulcus and the Sylvian
fissure are associated with high heritability and low inter-individual
variability. Contrariwise, higher-order association cortices (e.g., mid-
dle frontal gyrus, inferior temporal gyrus, part of the inferior and su-
perior parietal cortex) demonstrate larger interindividual variability in
cortical folding (Duan et al., 2020). It could thus be hypothesized that
structural brain similarity in the reading network of mother-child dyads
vary for individual regions. Such differences in the heritability between
unimodal and higher-order multimodal regions remain to be
investigated.

4.2. Familial specificity in correlates of surface area

Similar to gyrification, the brain’s surface area has been reported to
predominantly develop in utero or during the first two years of life and
to be strongly genetically influenced (Armstrong et al., 1995; Zilles
et al., 1988; White et al., 2010; Mangin et al., 2010; Tissier et al., 2018;
Lyall et al., 2015). Past toddlerhood, surface area expansions are sug-
gested to continue at a smaller rate of change until late childhood or
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early adolescence, before decreasing slowly at a steady pace (Ducharme
et al., 2016; Tamnes et al., 2017; Raznahan et al., 2011). Heritability in
surface area is high, with genetic predispositions suggested to account
for up to 89% of variance in surface area (Grasby et al., 2020; Panizzon
et al., 2009; McKay et al., 2014). In line with this notion, we observed
distinct mother-child similarities in the human reading network for
measures of surface area.

Alterations in surface area have previously been associated with
language or reading processes in adults with dyslexia (Frye et al., 2010),
and can further be found in pre-reading children with a familial risk for
dyslexia (Hosseini et al., 2013).

4.3. Familial specificity in gray matter similarity of the human reading
network

Structural brain similarity in the human reading network was further
detected for measures of gray matter volume, a structural metric with a
protracted maturation, resulting in a relatively long opportunity for an
impact of environment, experiences and learning. While gray matter
volume has been the main target of investigation for many structural
developmental neuroimaging studies, it has been recognized that gray
matter volume constitutes a compound measure of surface area and
cortical thickness, both underlying different genetic and environmental
influences (Mills and Tamnes, 2018; Tooley et al., 2021; Vijayakumar
et al., 2016; Grasby et al., 2020; Lenroot and Giedd, 2006). We here
observed familial specificity in brain similarity of the human reading
network for measures of surface area and gray matter volume, but not
cortical thickness. Brain similarity in surface area and gray matter vol-
ume was furthermore significantly greater than similarity in cortical
thickness. In adults, it has been suggested that most between-subject
gray matter volume variability is explained by variability in surface
area (Lenroot et al., 2009; Winkler et al., 2010), while within-subject
variation is determined by variability in cortical thickness (Storsve
et al., 2014). However, from childhood to adolescence and into young
adulthood, cortical volume changes have been suggested to predomi-
nantly relate to variations in cortical thickness, especially thinning
during later childhood and adolescence (Mills and Tamnes, 2018; Kre-
men et al., 2013). It must be noted that earlier studies have indicated an
inverted U-shaped trajectory for cortical volume, with a peak only
around late childhood/early adolescence (Giedd et al., 1999). New
studies evidence cortical gray matter volume increases only for the first
years of life and indicate an earlier start for linear gray matter volume
decreases paralleled by cortical thinning (Mills et al., 2016; Norbom
et al., 2021). Thus, we can speculate that the mother-child similarity in
gray matter volume might vary over time reflecting the developmental
changes in the children, impacted by genetic and environmental effects
alike.

Longitudinal investigations of gray matter volume and reading pro-
ficiency in children with varying levels of reading proficiency show
regional and age-specific variations (Linkersdorfer et al., 2015; Phan
etal., 2021). Moreover, there is evidence for a late emerging association
between reading skills and gray matter volume (Torre and Eden, 2019).

4.4. Cortical thickness similarity in inferior parietal lobe of the reading
network

Developmental studies have suggested that cortical thickness in-
creases until the age of two years are followed by cortical thinning be-
tween late childhood and early adulthood (Raznahan et al., 2011; Mills
et al., 2021; Mills and Tamnes, 2014). Across development, linear,
quadratic or cubic developmental trajectories exist, depending on the
brain region under investigation (Mutlu et al., 2013; Ducharme et al.,
2016; Raznahan et al.,, 2011; Wierenga et al., 2014). For example,
Tamnes and colleagues report strongest cortical thinning (largest annual
decrease in thickness) for the parietal lobe in participants ages 7-29
years (Tamnes et al., 2017). Cortical thickness changes have been
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suggested to be driven by a combination of reduced synaptic and neural
density as well as increasing myelination which are strongly impacted
by learning, experience and environmental influences (Norbom et al.,
2021; Zhang et al., 2013; Rakic et al., 1994; Piccolo et al., 2016;
Petanjek et al., 2008).

Studies examining cortical thickness have further suggested a
posterior-to-anterior temporal maturational gradient (Walhovd et al.,
2016). Broadly, posterior measures stabilize earlier, while particularly
prefrontal cortical thinning is accelerated during late adolescence
(Teeuw et al., 2019). Similarly, associations between cortical thickness
and reading skills were identified in young adults, but not beyond (Torre
et al., 2020), possibly explaining why we found no similarity in cortical
thickness in mother-child dyads for all regions of the reading network
combined.

To test whether similarity was impacted by the network analyses of
areas maturing earlier (i.e., posterior regions) or later (i.e., frontal areas)
we conducted follow-up investigations on cortical thickness measures
for inferior frontal, inferior parietal lobe and fusiform gyrus indepen-
dently. These investigations revealed significant similarity in cortical
thickness measures of the inferior parietal lobe, but not for inferior
frontal lobe or fusiform gyrus. Such observations are in line with the
notion of late-acting genetic factors suggested to promote local cortical
thinning in areas including left fusiform gyrus and frontal regions but
not the inferior parietal lobe (Teeuw et al., 2019). It could thus be
speculated that regionally-specific heritable influences for prefrontal
and fusiform regions only take place at a later age than the present group
average, possibly paralleled by changes in mother-child similarity.

4.5. No similarity in sulcal morphology of the left occipitotemporal sulcus

As a final morphometric measure for structural brain similarity in the
human reading network, we tested whether the presence/absence of an
interruption in the occipitotemporal sulcus in mothers co-occurred with
the presence/absence of an interruption in their children. This analysis
did not reach significance, indicating no intergenerational transfer effect
on sulcal interruption. Site, sex and age of the child, mother-child
handedness match and rater’s confidence were no significant pre-
dictors of mother-child matches in sulcal morphology. Past studies have
indicated that reading ability is related to anatomical characteristics of
the occipitotemporal sulcus: people having an interruption in the sulcus
tend to display better reading skills (Cachia et al., 2018). Since the
anatomical structure of brain sulci is thought to be determined in utero
(Mangin et al., 2010) and therefore predominantly by genetic in-
fluences, we had hypothesized similarity in sulcal pattern between
mothers and children. However, we do not have sufficient evidence for
similarity in this metric, possibly due to low overall effects and sample
size limitations for the given analyses.

4.6. Leveraging different informative value from various structural
metrics

Developmental neuroimaging studies commonly report on a single
structural brain measure, some of which are a product of varying genetic
and environmental influences. Comparing different structural charac-
teristics of the brain, including those that predominantly develop in
utero and during the early postnatal stage (e.g., local gyrification, sur-
face area, sulcal morphology) and those that continue to mature and are
more strongly impacted by experience and learning (e.g., gray matter
volume, cortical thickness) could be of particular interest, as this may
provide an opportunity to disentangle genetic, environmental or their
interactive effects on brain development and learning (Hart et al., 2021).
Comparison of correlation coefficients for different structural brain
metrics revealed significantly higher structural brain similarity in
mother-child dyads for surface area compared to cortical thickness, but
not for surface area compared to gray matter volume, or gyrification
compared to gray matter volume or cortical thickness. In fact, similarity
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in gray matter volume and surface area were comparable and both
higher compared to cortical thickness. Research has indicated that
measures of surface area remain relatively constant across development,
whereas gray matter volume and cortical thickness may vary more, with
cortical thinning being the major driver for gray matter reductions
(Storsve et al., 2014). It could be speculated that expected variations in
cortical thickness occurring during later childhood and adolescence may
also affect gray matter volume similarity and that measures of similarity
may also demonstrate region-, metric- and developmental stage-specific
linear and non-linear trajectories. Whether similarity in different
structural brain correlates of the human reading network changes over
time, can only be revealed by larger-scale longitudinal studies that allow
researchers to follow family members over a significant amount of time.
In line with this, there are several limitations to the present investigation
that warrant consideration.

4.7. Limitations

First, intergenerational neuroimaging studies require the recruit-
ment, testing, and analysis of pooled data. The testing of several family
members is challenging, and power considerations arise. While we
recruited a relatively large number of families for participation (138
participants or 69 mother-child dyads), the participant count remains
small for correlational analyses. For the intergenerational neuroimaging
field to reach its potential, we expect open-science and data sharing
initiatives to drive progress. Examples include initiatives such as the
ENIGMA consortium (Thompson et al., 2020) or the 1000 Functional
Connectomes Project (Biswal et al., 2010) (see (Klapwijk et al., 2020) for
a review on increasing reproducibility and replicability in develop-
mental neuroimaging). Secondly, site-related differences, including age
differences, must be noted. Additionally, there were slight variations in
the MRI acquisition protocol between sites. Although we controlled for
age and site (and thereby acquisition protocol), the obtained results
should be interpreted with caution and warrant larger scale replication.
Thirdly, data was only obtained in mother-child dyads. While there is
evidence highlighting maternal intergenerational transfer effects on
brain structure and function (Yamagata et al., 2016) more research is
needed. Studies incorporating larger pedigree designs including fathers
and mothers, sons and daughters can explore sex-specific transmission
and effects further. Additionally, investigations would be strengthened
by the inclusion of biological and non-biological parents. Fourth, there is
evidence for heritability of head movement during task-related fMRI
(Engelhardt et al., 2017). Although we inspected structural brain data in
the current project and all used scans survived an extensive quality
assessment protocol, we cannot rule out remaining subtle head motion
impacts and future studies should explore a genetic impact on head
motion in parent-child dyads in more detail. Fifth, future studies on
structural brain similarity would benefit tremendously from collecting
behavioral data to explore whether brain similarity between
mother-child dyads co-occurs with similarity in behavioral scores. In the
current study for example, the availability of reading achievement data
from both mothers and children could have shed light onto the link
between structural brain metrics and behavior. Previous studies have
indicated that reading skills in children and their parents are related
(van Bergen et al., 2017), however, a simultaneous exploration of brain
and behavior would further clarify the intergenerational transmission
mechanisms at play. Sixth, future studies should consider longitudinal
assessments to inform about development. In the example of reading,
this may include pre-reading children and children with a familial risk
for reading difficulties compared to those without (Raschle et al., 2011;
Raschle et al., 2012). Such longitudinal designs may allow investigations
of the effects of learning and experience on structural brain similarity.
Finally, the mothers of our sample were on average highly educated (the
average mother held a university/BA degree) and the ethnicity of our
sample was predominantly white. This poses obvious limitations to the
generalizability of the sample. Future studies should recruit a more
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highly diverse sample of families.
4.8. Intergenerational neuroimaging: current state and prospects

Intergenerational approaches have been used in various contexts.
However, the added value resulting from the inclusion of neurobiolog-
ical variables, such as those obtained by MRI, only recently started to
receive increased recognition (Takagi et al., 2021; Ho et al., 2016). The
potential applicability of intergenerational neuroimaging techniques
may be manifold. Neurodevelopmental disorders impacting a child’s
cognitive capabilities or mental health have a relatively high prevalence
and result in significant personal, social and economic impact (Chak-
rabarti and Fombonne, 2005; Zablotsky et al., 2019). The pathogenesis
of developmental disorders is complex, with environmental, biological,
genetic and individual traits being in complex dynamic interaction. A
single causal genetic variant is rarely identified for developmental dis-
orders, but the driving mechanisms are commonly polygenic. Neuro-
developmental disorders are thus heterogeneous, have a biological
origin, but are commonly diagnosed based on behavioral manifestations
(Ismail and Shapiro, 2019). While genetic, epigenetic or environmental
influences drive intergenerational transfer effects between parents and
their children impacting the development of complex traits, such
mechanisms are distant from observable phenotypes (Flint et al., 2014).
The identification of suitable endophenotypes may provide a bridge
between genetic predisposition and clinically relevant observations.
Intergenerational neuroimaging may strengthen our understanding of
the pathophysiology of different neurodevelopmental disorders and may
ultimately inform about biological intervention targets or markers for
treatment success (Ho et al., 2016; Flint et al., 2014).

Here we investigated structural brain similarity of the neural reading
network in mother-child dyads. Like other cognitive skills (e.g., spelling
and mathematics (Andreola et al., 2020; Hart et al., 2009) or general
intelligence (Plomin et al., 2018)), reading is highly heritable (around
66% according to a recent meta-analysis (Andreola et al., 2020)). While
some structural prerequisites are determined in utero or early in life,
reading is a cultural invention which requires the brain to reshape itself
to some extent for one to learn how to read (Dehaene, 2005). Successful
reading acquisition thus derives from a complex interplay of genetics
and environmental effects (including learning or teaching). To date,
intergenerational neuroimaging has been employed in research on
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (Poissant et al., 2014; Casey
et al, 2007), major depressive disorder (Yamagata et al., 2016;
Foland-Ross et al., 2015), social anxiety disorder (Bas-Hoogendam et al.,
2016; Bas-Hoogendam et al., 2020) or healthy individuals (Takagi et al.,
2021; Ahtam et al., 2021). Notably, such techniques may be of interest
in the study of various other neurodevelopmental or mental health
disorders. Intergenerational neuroimaging may ultimately allow us to
gain unprecedented insight linking complex biological mechanisms
impacting brain development and skill acquisition.

Funding

The data collection in Switzerland was supported by a Jacobs
Foundation Early Career Research Grant (Nr. 2016201713), a Zurich
Neuroscience PhD grant (both to NMR) and a Swiss National Science
Foundation Scientific Exchanges grant (IZSEZ0_189678 to LVF). The
data collection at Western University was supported by a Jacobs Foun-
dation Fellowship (Nr. 2017126101) and a Natural Sciences and Engi-
neering Research Council Discovery Grant (NSERC: 342192-RGPIN;
both to DA), as well as a post-doctoral fellowship from the Children
Health Research Institute in London, Ontario to LP.

Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence

Developmental Cognitive Neuroscience 53 (2022) 101058

the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments and Disclosures

The authors thank all the families, children and adults that have
participated in this research. Additionally, we would like to thank
Michael Slipenkyi, Kameela Alibhai, Vanessa Di Cecca, Amit Sayal,
Morolayo Ilori and Saja Alrubaiey for their assistance with data collec-
tion, Tehreem Mian for helping with the quality assessment of the brain
data and the radiology team at the University Hospital Basel, particu-
larly Tanja Haas, Philipp Madoerin for their support during the neuro-
imaging session.

Appendix A. Supporting information

Supplementary data associated with this article can be found in the
online version at doi:10.1016/j.dcn.2022.101058.

References

Yamagata, B., Murayama, K., Black, J.M., Hancock, R., Mimura, M., Yang, T.T., Reiss, A.
L., Hoeft, F., 2016. Female-specific intergenerational transmission patterns of the
human corticolimbic circuitry. J. Neurosci. 36 (4), 1254-1260.

Foland-Ross, L.C., Gilbert, B.L., Joormann, J., Gotlib, I.H., 2015. Neural markers of
familial risk for depression: an investigation of cortical thickness abnormalities in
healthy adolescent daughters of mothers with recurrent depression. J. Abnorm.
Psychol. 124 (3), 476-485.

Abraham, E., Posner, J., Wickramaratne, P.J., Aw, N., van Dijk, M.T., Cha, J.,
Weissman, M.M., Talati, A., 2020. Concordance in parent and offspring cortico-basal
ganglia white matter connectivity varies by parental history of major depressive
disorder and early parental care. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 15 (8), 889-903.

Colich, N.L., Ho, T.C., Ellwood-Lowe, M.E., Foland-Ross, L.C., Sacchet, M.D., LeMoult, J.
L., Gotlib, I.H., 2017. Like mother like daughter: putamen activation as a mechanism
underlying intergenerational risk for depression. Soc. Cogn. Affect. Neurosci. 12 (9),
1480-1489.

Wang, H., Mai, X., Han, Z.R., Hu, Y., Lei, X., 2018. Linkage between parent-child frontal
resting electroencephalogram (EEG) asymmetry: the moderating role of emotional
parenting. J. Child Fam. Stud. 27 (9), 2990-2998.

Vandermosten, M., Schevenels, K., Economou, M., Hoeft, F., 2020. The influence of
intergenerational transfer of white matter tracts on early reading development.
bioRxiv.

Takagi, Y., Okada, N., Ando, S., Yahata, N., Morita, K., Koshiyama, D., Kawakami, S.,
Sawada, K., Koike, S., Endo, K., Yamasaki, S., Nishida, A., Kasai, K., Tanaka, S.C.,
2021. Intergenerational transmission of the patterns of functional and structural
brain networks. iScience 24, 102708.

Poissant, H., Rapin, L., Mendrek, A., 2014. Intergenerational transmission of fronto-
parietal dysfunction during forethought in attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder: a
pilot study. Psychiatry Res.: Neuroimaging 224 (3), 242-245.

Casey, B.J., Epstein, J.N., Buhle, J., Liston, C., Davidson, M.C., Tonev, S.T., Spicer, J.,
Niogi, S., Millner, A.J., Reiss, A., Garrett, A., Hinshaw, S.P., Greenhill, L.L.,
Shafritz, K.M., Vitolo, A., Kotler, L.A., Jarrett, M.A., Glover, G., 2007. Frontostriatal
connectivity and its role in cognitive control in parent-child dyads with ADHD. Am.
J. Psychiatry 164 (11), 1729-1736.

Ahtam, B., Turesky, T.K., Zollei, L., Standish, J., Grant, P.E., Gaab, N., Im, K., 2021.
Intergenerational transmission of cortical sulcal patterns from mothers to their
children. Cereb. Cortex. 31 (4), 1888-1897.

Sanai, N., Nguyen, T., Ihrie, R.A., Mirzadeh, Z., Tsai, H.H., Wong, M., Gupta, N.,
Berger, M.S., Huang, E., Garcia-Verdugo, J.M., Rowitch, D.H., Alvarez-Buylla, A.,
2011. Corridors of migrating neurons in the human brain and their decline during
infancy. Nature 478 (7369), 382-386.

Gilmore, J.H., Knickmeyer, R.C., Gao, W., 2018. Imaging structural and functional brain
development in early childhood. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 19 (3), 123-137.

Li, G., Wang, L., Shi, F., Lyall, A.E., Lin, W., Gilmore, J.H., Shen, D., 2014. Mapping
longitudinal development of local cortical gyrification in infants from birth to 2
years of age. J. Neurosci. 34 (12), 4228-4238.

Mutlu, A.K., Schneider, M., Debbané, M., Badoud, D., Eliez, S., Schaer, M., 2013. Sex
differences in thickness, and folding developments throughout the cortex.
Neuroimage 82, 200-207.

Mills K., Tamnes CK. Longitudinal structural and functional brain development in
childhood and adolescence. 2018;

Tooley, U.A., Bassett, D.S., Mackey, A.P., 2021. Environmental influences on the pace of
brain development. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 22 (6), 372-384.

Kremen, W.S., Fennema-Notestine, C., Eyler, L.T., Panizzon, M.S., Chen, C.H., Franz, C.
E., Lyons, M.J., Thompson, W.K., Dale, A.M., 2013. Genetics of brain structure:
contributions from the Vietnam Era Twin Study of Aging. Am. J. Med. Genet. Part B:
Neuropsychiatr. Genet. 162 (7), 751-761.

Armstrong, E., Schleicher, A., Omran, H., Curtis, M., Zilles, K., 1995. The ontogeny of
human gyrification. Cereb. cortex 5 (1), 56-63.

Chi, J.G., Dooling, E.C., Gilles, F.H., 1977. Gyral development of the human brain. Ann.
Neurol.: Off. J. Am. Neurol. Assoc. Child Neurol. Soc. 1 (1), 86-93.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2022.101058
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref18

L.V. Fehlbaum et al.

Zilles, K., Armstrong, E., Schleicher, A., Kretschmann, H.-J., 1988. The human pattern of
gyrification in the cerebral cortex. Anat. Embryol. 179 (2), 173-179.

White, T., Su, S., Schmidt, M., Kao, C.-Y., Sapiro, G., 2010. The development of
gyrification in childhood and adolescence. Brain Cogn. 72 (1), 36-45.

Ducharme, S., Albaugh, M.D., Nguyen, T.-V., Hudziak, J.J., Mateos-Pérez, J.M.,

Labbe, A., Evans, A.C., Karama, S., 2016. Trajectories of cortical thickness
maturation in normal brain development—The importance of quality control
procedures. Neuroimage 125, 267-279.

Giedd, J.N., Rapoport, J.L., 2010. Structural MRI of pediatric brain development: what
have we learned and where are we going? Neuron 67 (5), 728-734.

Tamnes, C.K., Herting, M.M., Goddings, A.-L., Meuwese, R., Blakemore, S.J., Dahl, R.E.,
Giiroglu, B., Raznahan, A., Sowell, E.R., Crone, E.A., Mills, K.L., 2017. Development
of the cerebral cortex across adolescence: a multisample study of inter-related
longitudinal changes in cortical volume, surface area, and thickness. J. Neurosci. 37
(12), 3402-3412.

Vijayakumar, N., Allen, N.B., Youssef, G., Dennison, M., Yiicel, M., Simmons, J.G.,
Whittle, S., 2016. Brain development during adolescence: a mixed-longitudinal
investigation of cortical thickness, surface area, and volume. Hum. brain Mapp. 37
(6), 2027-2038.

Backhausen, L.L., Herting, M.M., Tamnes, C.K., Vetter, N.C., 2021. Best practices in
structural neuroimaging of neurodevelopmental disorders. Neuropsychol. Rev. 1-19.

Olson, R.K., Keenan, J.M., Byrne, B., Samuelsson, S., Coventry, W.L., Corley, R.,
Wadsworth, S.J., Willcutt, E.G., DeFries, J.C., Pennington, B.F., Hulslander, J., 2011.
Genetic and environmental influences on vocabulary and reading development. Sci.
Stud. Read. 15 (1), 26-46.

Parrila, R., Aunola, K., Leskinen, E., Nurmi, J.-E., Kirby, J.R., 2005. Development of
individual differences in reading: results from longitudinal studies in English and
Finnish. J. Educ. Psychol. 97 (3), 299-319.

Hart, S.A., Logan, J.A., Soden-Hensler, B., Kershaw, S., Taylor, J., Schatschneider, C.,
2013. Exploring how nature and nurture affect the development of reading: an
analysis of the Florida Twin Project on reading. Dev. Psychol. 49 (10), 1971-1981.

Gialluisi, A., Andlauer, T.F., Mirza-Schreiber, N., et al., 2020. Genome-wide association
study reveals new insights into the heritability and genetic correlates of
developmental dyslexia. Mol. Psychiatry 1-14.

Andreola, C., Mascheretti, S., Belotti, R., et al., 2020. The heritability of reading and
reading-related neurocognitive components: a multi-level meta-analysis. Neurosci.
Biobehav. Rev.

van Bergen, E., van Zuijen, T., Bishop, D., de Jong, P.F., 2017. Why are home literacy
environment and children’s reading skills associated? What parental skills reveal.
Read. Res. Q. 52 (2), 147-160.

Hart, S.A., Little, C., Van, Bergen, E., 2021. Nurture might be nature: cautionary tales and
proposed solutions. NPJ Sci. Learn. 6 (1), 1-12.

Hart, S.A., Soden, B., Johnson, W., Schatschneider, C., Taylor, J., 2013. Expanding the
environment: gene xschool-level SES interaction on reading comprehension. J. Child
Psychol. Psychiatry 54 (10), 1047-1055.

Bracken, S.S., Fischel, J.E., 2008. Family reading behavior and early literacy skills in
preschool children from low-income backgrounds. Early Educ. Dev. 19 (1), 45-67.

Phillips BM, Lonigan CJ. Social Correlates of Emergent Literacy. 2005;

Xia, Z., Wang, C., Hancock, R., Vandermosten, M., Hoeft, F., 2020. Advanced paternal
age effect on offspring’s reading ability: the mediating role of thalamic maturation.
bioRxiv.

Xia, Z., Wang, C., Hancock, R., Vandermosten, M., Hoeft, F., 2020. Development of
thalamus mediates paternal age effect on offspring reading: a preliminary
investigation. bioRxiv.

Dehaene, S., Cohen, L., 2011. The unique role of the visual word form area in reading.
Trends Cogn. Sci. 15 (6), 254-262.

Chyl, K., Fraga-Gonzalez, G., Brem, S., Jednordg, K., 2021. Brain dynamics of (a) typical
reading development—a review of longitudinal studies. npj Sci. Learn. 6 (1), 1-9.

Frye, R.E., Liederman, J., Malmberg, B., McLean, J., Strickland, D., Beauchamp, M.S.,
2010. Surface area accounts for the relation of gray matter volume to reading-related
skills and history of dyslexia. Cereb. Cortex 20 (11), 2625-2635.

Houston, S.M., Lebel, C., Katzir, T., Manis, F.R., Kan, E., Rodriguez, G.G., Sowell, E.R.,
2014. Reading skill and structural brain development. Neuroreport 25 (5), 347-352.

Torre, G.-A.A., Eden, G.F., 2019. Relationships between gray matter volume and reading
ability in typically developing children, adolescents, and young adults. Dev. Cogn.
Neurosci. 36, 100636.

Eckert, M.A., Leonard, C.M., Wilke, M., Eckert, M., Richards, T., Richards, A.,
Berninger, V., 2005. Anatomical signatures of dyslexia in children: unique
information from manual and voxel based morphometry brain measures. Cortex 41
(3), 304-315.

Kronbichler, M., Wimmer, H., Staffen, W., Hutzler, F., Mair, A., Ladurner, G., 2008.
Developmental dyslexia: gray matter abnormalities in the occipitotemporal cortex.
Hum. brain Mapp. 29 (5), 613-625.

Merz, E.C., Maskus, E.A., Melvin, S.A., He, X., Noble, K.G., 2020. Socioeconomic
disparities in language input are associated with children’s language-related brain
structure and reading skills. Child Dev. 91 (3), 846-860.

Williams, V.J., Juranek, J., Cirino, P., Fletcher, J.M., 2018. Cortical thickness and local
gyrification in children with developmental dyslexia. Cereb. Cortex 28 (3), 963-973.

Cachia, A., Roell, M., Mangin, J.-F., Sun, Z.Y., Jobert, A., Braga, L., Houde, O.,
Dehaene, S., Borst, G., 2018. How interindividual differences in brain anatomy shape
reading accuracy. Brain Struct. Funct. 223 (2), 701-712.

Beelen, C., Vanderauwera, J., Wouters, J., Vandermosten, M., Ghesquiére, P., 2019.
Atypical gray matter in children with dyslexia before the onset of reading
instruction. Cortex 121, 399-413.

Langer, N., Peysakhovich, B., Zuk, J., et al., 2017. White matter alterations in infants at
risk for developmental dyslexia. Cereb. Cortex 27 (2), 1027-1036.

Developmental Cognitive Neuroscience 53 (2022) 101058

Kraft, 1., Schreiber, J., Cafiero, R., Metere, R., Schaadt, G., Brauer, J., Neef, N.E.,
Miiller, B., Kirsten, H., Wilcke, A., Boltze, J., Friederici, A.D., Skeide, M.A., 2016.
Predicting early signs of dyslexia at a preliterate age by combining behavioral
assessment with structural MRI. Neuroimage 143, 378-386.

Raschle, N.M., Becker, B.L.C., Smith, S., Fehlbaum, L.V., Wang, Y., Gaab, N., 2017.
Investigating the influences of language delay and/or familial risk for dyslexia on
brain structure in 5-year-olds. Cereb. Cortex 27 (1), 764-776.

Petermann F., Petermann U. Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children®-Fourth Edition.
Frankf M Pearson Assess. 2011;

Richlan, F., Kronbichler, M., Wimmer, H., 2009. Functional abnormalities in the dyslexic
brain: a quantitative meta-analysis of neuroimaging studies. Hum. brain Mapp. 30
(10), 3299-3308.

Diedenhofen, B., Musch, J., 2015. cocor: a comprehensive solution for the statistical
comparison of correlations. PloS One 10 (4), e0121945.

Dunn, O.J., Clark, V., 1971. Comparison of tests of the equality of dependent correlation
coefficients. J. Am. Stat. Assoc. 66 (336), 904-908.

Zou, G.Y., 2007. Toward using confidence intervals to compare correlations. Psychol.
Methods 12 (4), 399-413.

Hill, J., Dierker, D., Neil, J., Inder, T., Knutsen, A., Harwell, J., Coalson, T., Van Essen, D.,
2010. A surface-based analysis of hemispheric asymmetries and folding of cerebral
cortex in term-born human infants. J. Neurosci. 30 (6), 2268-2276.

Raznahan, A., Shaw, P., Lalonde, F., Stockman, M., Wallace, G.L., Greenstein, D.,
Clasen, L., Gogtay, N., Giedd, J.N., 2011. How does your cortex grow? J. Neurosci.
31 (19), 7174-7177.

Gregory, M.D., Kippenhan, J.S., Dickinson, D., Carrasco, J., Mattay, V.S., Weinberger, D.
R., Berman, K.F., 2016. Regional variations in brain gyrification are associated with
general cognitive ability in humans. Curr. Biol. 26 (10), 1301-1305.

Casanova, M.F., Araque, J., Giedd, J., Rumsey, J.M., 2004. Reduced brain size and
gyrification in the brains of dyslexic patients. J. Child Neurol. 19 (4), 275-281.

Ronan, L., Fletcher, P.C., 2015. From genes to folds: a review of cortical gyrification
theory. Brain Struct. Funct. 220 (5), 2475-2483.

Duan, D., Xia, S., Rekik, I., Wu, Z., Wang, L., Lin, W., Gilmore, J.H., Shen, D., Li, G., 2020.
Individual identification and individual variability analysis based on cortical folding
features in developing infant singletons and twins. Hum. brain Mapp. 41 (8),
1985-2003.

Mangin, J.-F., Jouvent, E., Cachia, A., 2010. In-vivo measurement of cortical
morphology: means and meanings. Curr. Opin. Neurol. 23 (4), 359-367.

Tissier, C., Linzarini, A., Allaire-Duquette, G., Mevel, K., Poirel, N., Dollfus, S., Etard, O.,
Orliac, F., Peyrin, C., Charron, S., Raznahan, A., Houdé, O., Borst, G., Cachia, A.,
2018. Sulcal polymorphisms of the ifc and acc contribute to inhibitory control
variability in children and adults. Eneuro 5, 1.

Lyall, A.E., Shi, F., Geng, X., Woolson, S., Li, G., Wang, L., Hamer, R.M., Shen, D.,
Gilmore, J.H., 2015. Dynamic development of regional cortical thickness and surface
area in early childhood. Cereb. cortex 25 (8), 2204-2212.

Grasby, K.L., Jahanshad, N., Painter, J.N., Colodro-Conde, L., Bralten, J., Hibar, D.P.,
Lind, P.A., Pizzagalli, F., Ching, C.R.K., McMahon, M.A.B., Shatokhina, N.,
Zsembik, L.C.P., Thomopoulos, S.I., Zhu, A.H., Strike, L.T., Agartz, 1., Alhusaini, S.,
Almeida, M.A.A., Alnes, D., Amlien, LK., Andersson, M., Ard, T., Armstrong, N.J.,
Ashley-Koch, A., Atkins, J.R., Bernard, M., Brouwer, R.M., Buimer, E.E.L., Biilow, R.,
Biirger, C., Cannon, D.M., Chakravarty, M., Chen, Q., Cheung, J.W., Couvy-
Duchesne, B., Dale, A.M., Dalvie, S., de Araujo, T.K., de Zubicaray, G.I., de Zwarte, S.
M.C., den Braber, A., Doan, N.T., Dohm, K., Ehrlich, S., Engelbrecht, H.R., Erk, S.,
Fan, C.C., Fedko, 1.0., Foley, S.F., Ford, J.M., Fukunaga, M., Garrett, M.E., Ge, T.,
Giddaluru, S., Goldman, A.L., Green, M.J., Groenewold, N.A., Grotegerd, D.,
Gurholt, T.P., Gutman, B.A., Hansell, N.K., Harris, M.A., Harrison, M.B., Haswell, C.
C., Hauser, M., Herms, S., Heslenfeld, D.J., Ho, N.F., Hoehn, D., Hoffmann, P.,
Holleran, L., Hoogman, M., Hottenga, J.J., Ikeda, M., Janowitz, D., Jansen, LE.,
Jia, T., Jockwitz, C., Kanai, R., Karama, S., Kasperaviciute, D., Kaufmann, T.,
Kelly, S., Kikuchi, M., Klein, M., Knapp, M., Knodt, A.R., Krdmer, B., Lam, M.,
Lancaster, T.M., Lee, P.H., Lett, T.A., Lewis, L.B., Lopes-Cendes, ., Luciano, M.,
Macciardi, F., Marquand, A.F., Mathias, S.R., Melzer, T.R., Milaneschi, Y., Mirza-
Schreiber, N., Moreira, J.C.V., Miihleisen, T.W., Miiller-Myhsok, B., Najt, P.,
Nakahara, S., Nho, K., Olde Loohuis, L.M., Orfanos, D.P., Pearson, J.F., Pitcher, T.L.,
Piitz, B., Quidé, Y., Ragothaman, A., Rashid, F.M., Reay, W.R., Redlich, R.,
Reinbold, C.S., Repple, J., Richard, G., Riedel, B.C., Risacher, S.L., Rocha, C.S.,
Mota, N.R., Salminen, L., Saremi, A., Saykin, A.J., Schlag, F., Schmaal, L.,
Schofield, P.R., Secolin, R., Shapland, C.Y., Shen, L., Shin, J., Shumskaya, E.,
Senderby, L.E., Sprooten, E., Tansey, K.E., Teumer, A., Thalamuthu, A., Tordesillas-
Gutiérrez, D., Turner, J.A., Uhlmann, A., Vallerga, C.L., van der Meer, D., van
Donkelaar, M.M.J., van Eijk, L., van Erp, T.G.M., van Haren, N.E.M., van Rooij, D.,
2020. The genetic architecture of the human cerebral cortex. Science 367, 6484.

Panizzon, M.S., Fennema-Notestine, C., Eyler, L.T., Jernigan, T.L., Prom-Wormley, E.,
Neale, M., Jacobson, K., Lyons, M.J., Grant, M.D., Franz, C.E., Xian, H., Tsuang, M.,
Fischl, B., Seidman, L., Dale, A., Kremen, W.S., 2009. Distinct genetic influences on
cortical surface area and cortical thickness. Cereb. cortex 19 (11), 2728-2735.

McKay, D.R., Knowles, E.E.M., Winkler, A.A.M., Sprooten, E., Kochunov, P., Olvera, R.L.,
Curran, J.E., Kent, J.W., Carless, M.A., Goring, H.H.H., Dyer, T.D., Duggirala, R.,
Almasy, L., Fox, P.T., Blangero, J., Glahn, D.C., 2014. Influence of age, sex and
genetic factors on the human brain. Brain Imaging Behav. 8 (2), 143-152.

Hosseini, S.M.H., Black, J.M., Soriano, T., Bugescu, N., Martinez, R., Raman, M.M.,
Kesler, S.R., Hoeft, F., 2013. Topological properties of large-scale structural brain
networks in children with familial risk for reading difficulties. Neuroimage 71,
260-274.

Lenroot, R.K., Giedd, J.N., 2006. Brain development in children and adolescents: insights
from anatomical magnetic resonance imaging. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 30 (6),
718-729.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref68

L.V. Fehlbaum et al.

Lenroot, R.K., Schmitt, J.E., Ordaz, S.J., Wallace, G.L., Neale, M.C., Lerch, J.P.,
Kendler, K.S., Evans, A.C., Giedd, J.N., 2009. Differences in genetic and
environmental influences on the human cerebral cortex associated with development
during childhood and adolescence. Hum. brain Mapp. 30 (1), 163-174.

Winkler, A.M., Kochunov, P., Blangero, J., Almasy, L., Zilles, K., Fox, P.T., Duggirala, R.,
Glahn, D.C., 2010. Cortical thickness or grey matter volume? The importance of
selecting the phenotype for imaging genetics studies. Neuroimage 53 (3),
1135-1146.

Storsve, A.B., Fjell, A.M., Tamnes, C.K., Westlye, L.T., Overbye, K., Aasland, H.W.,
Walhovd, K.B., 2014. Differential longitudinal changes in cortical thickness, surface
area and volume across the adult life span: regions of accelerating and decelerating
change. J. Neurosci. 34 (25), 8488-8498.

Giedd, J.N., Blumenthal, J., Jeffries, N.O., Castellanos, F.X., Liu, H., Zijdenbos, A.,
Paus, T., Evans, A.C., Rapoport, J.L., 1999. Brain development during childhood and
adolescence: a longitudinal MRI study. Nat. Neurosci. 2 (10), 861-863.

Mills, K.L., Goddings, A.-L., Herting, M.M., Meuwese, R., Blakemore, S.J., Crone, E.A.,
Dahl, R.E., Giiroglu, B., Raznahan, A., Sowell, E.R., Tamnes, C.K., 2016. Structural
brain development between childhood and adulthood: convergence across four
longitudinal samples. Neuroimage 141, 273-281.

Norbom, L.B., Ferschmann, L., Parker, N., Agartz, 1., Andreassen, O.A., Paus, T.,
Westlye, L.T., Tamnes, C.K., 2021. New insights into the dynamic development of
the cerebral cortex in childhood and adolescence: integrating macro-and
microstructural MRI findings. Prog. Neurobiol. 204, 102109.

Linkersdorfer, J., Jurcoane, A., Lindberg, S., Kaiser, J., Hasselhorn, M., Fiebach, C.J.,
Lonnemann, J., 2015. The association between gray matter volume and reading
proficiency: a longitudinal study of beginning readers. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 27 (2),
308-318.

Phan, T.V., Sima, D., Smeets, D., Ghesquiere, P., Wouters, J., Vandermosten, M., 2021.
Structural brain dynamics across reading development: a longitudinal MRI study
from kindergarten to grade 5. Hum. Brain Mapp. 42, 4497-4509.

Mills, K.L., Siegmund, K.D., Tamnes, C.K., Ferschmann, L., Wierenga, L.M., Bos, M.G.N.,
Luna, B., Herting, M.M., 2021. Individual variability in structural brain development
from late childhood to young adulthood. bioRxiv.

Mills, K.L., Tamnes, C.K., 2014. Methods and considerations for longitudinal structural
brain imaging analysis across development. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 9, 172-190.

Wierenga, L.M., Langen, M., Oranje, B., Durston, S., 2014. Unique developmental
trajectories of cortical thickness and surface area. Neuroimage 87, 120-126.

Zhang, M., Li, J., Chen, C., Mei, L., Xue, G., Lu, Z., Chen, C., He, Q., Wei, M., Dong, Q.,
2013. The contribution of the left mid-fusiform cortical thickness to Chinese and
English reading in a large Chinese sample. Neuroimage 65, 250-256.

Rakic, P., Bourgeois, J.-P., Goldman-Rakic, P.S., 1994. Synaptic development of the
cerebral cortex: implications for learning, memory, and mental illness. Prog. brain
Res. 102, 227-243.

Piccolo, L.R., Merz, E.C., He, X., Sowell, E.R., Noble, K.G., 2016. Pediatric Imaging N,
Genetics Study. Age-related differences in cortical thickness vary by socioeconomic
status. PloS One 11 (9), e0162511.

Petanjek, Z., Judas, M., Kostovi¢, I., Uylings, H.B., 2008. Lifespan alterations of basal
dendritic trees of pyramidal neurons in the human prefrontal cortex: a layer-specific
pattern. Cereb. cortex 18 (4), 915-929.

Walhovd, K.B., Fjell, A.M., Giedd, J., Dale, A.M., Brown, T.T., 2016. Through thick and
thin: a need to reconcile contradictory results on trajectories in human cortical
development. Cereb. Cortex 27 (2) bhv301.

Teeuw, J., Brouwer, R.M., Koenis, M.M., Swagerman, S.C., Boomsma, D.I., Hulshoff,
Pol, H.E., 2019. Genetic influences on the development of cerebral cortical thickness
during childhood and adolescence in a Dutch longitudinal twin sample: the
brainscale study. Cereb. Cortex 29 (3), 978-993.

Torre, G., Matejko, A., Eden, G., 2020. The relationship between brain structure and
proficiency in reading and mathematics in children, adolescents, and emerging
adults. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 45, 100856.

Ho, T.C., Sanders, S.J., Gotlib, I.H., Hoeft, F., 2016. Intergenerational neuroimaging of
human brain circuitry. Trends Neurosci. 39 (10), 644-648.

Chakrabarti, S., Fombonne, E., 2005. Pervasive developmental disorders in preschool
children: confirmation of high prevalence. Am. J. Psychiatry 162 (6), 1133-1141.

Zablotsky, B., Black, L.I., Maenner, M.J., Schieve, L.A., Danielson, M.L., Bitsko, R.H.,
Blumberg, S.J., Kogan, M.D., Boyle, C.A., 2019. Prevalence and trends of
developmental disabilities among children in the United States: 2009-2017.
Pediatrics 144, 4.

Ismail, F.Y., Shapiro, B.K., 2019. What are neurodevelopmental disorders? Curr. Opin.
Neurol. 32 (4), 611-616.

10

Developmental Cognitive Neuroscience 53 (2022) 101058

Flint, J., Timpson, N., Munafo, M., 2014. Assessing the utility of intermediate phenotypes
for genetic mapping of psychiatric disease. Trends Neurosci. 37 (12), 733-741.
Hart, S.A., Petrill, S.A., Thompson, L.A., Plomin, R., 2009. The ABCs of math: a genetic
analysis of mathematics and its links with reading ability and general cognitive

ability. J. Educ. Psychol. 101 (2), 388-402.

Plomin, R., Von, Stumm, S., 2018. The new genetics of intelligence. Nat. Rev. Genet. 19
(3), 148-159.

Dehaene, S., 2005. Evolution of human cortical circuits for reading and arithmetic: the
“neuronal recycling” hypothesis. Monkey brain Hum. brain 133-157.

Bas-Hoogendam, J.M., Blackford, J.U., Briihl, A.B., Blair, K.S., van der Wee, N.J.,
Westenberg, P.M., 2016. Neurobiological candidate endophenotypes of social
anxiety disorder. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 71, 362-378.

Bas-Hoogendam, J.M., van Steenbergen, H., Tissier, R.L., van der Wee, N.J.,
Westenberg, P.M., 2020. Altered neurobiological processing of unintentional social
norm violations: a multiplex, multigenerational functional magnetic resonance
imaging study on social anxiety endophenotypes. Biol. Psychiatry.: Cogn. Neurosci.
neuroimaging 5 (10), 981-990.

Thompson, P.M., Jahanshad, N., Ching, C.R.K., Salminen, L.E., Thomopoulos, S.I.,
Bright, J., Baune, B.T., Bertolin, S., Bralten, J., Bruin, W.B., Biilow, R., Chen, J.,
Chye, Y., Dannlowski, U., de Kovel, C.G.F., Donohoe, G., Eyler, L.T., Faraone, S.V.,
Favre, P., Filippi, C.A., Frodl, T., Garijo, D., Gil, Y., Grabe, H.J., Grasby, K.L.,
Hajek, T., Han, L.K.M., Hatton, S.N., Hilbert, K., Ho, T.C., Holleran, L., Homuth, G.,
Hosten, N., Houenou, J., Ivanov, 1., Jia, T., Kelly, S., Klein, M., Kwon, J.S.,
Laansma, M.A., Leerssen, J., Lueken, U., Nunes, A., Neill, J.O., Opel, N., Piras, F.,
Piras, F., Postema, M.C., Pozzi, E., Shatokhina, N., Soriano-Mas, C., Spalletta, G.,
Sun, D., Teumer, A., Tilot, A.K., Tozzi, L., van der Merwe, C., Van Someren, E.J.W.,
van Wingen, G.A., Volzke, H., Walton, E., Wang, L., Winkler, A.M., Wittfeld, K.,
Wright, M.J., Yun, J.Y., Zhang, G., Zhang-James, Y., Adhikari, B.M., Agartz, 1.,
Aghajani, M., Aleman, A., Althoff, R.R., Altmann, A., Andreassen, O.A., Baron, D.A.,
Bartnik-Olson, B.L., Marie Bas-Hoogendam, J., Baskin-Sommers, A.R., Bearden, C.E.,
Berner, L.A., Boedhoe, P.S.W., Brouwer, R.M., Buitelaar, J.K., Caeyenberghs, K.,
Cecil, C.A.M., Cohen, R.A., Cole, J.H., Conrod, P.J., De Brito, S.A., de Zwarte, S.M.C.,
Dennis, E.L., Desrivieres, S., Dima, D., Ehrlich, S., Esopenko, C., Fairchild, G.,
Fisher, S.E., Fouche, J.P., Francks, C., Frangou, S., Franke, B., Garavan, H.P.,
Glahn, D.C., Groenewold, N.A., Gurholt, T.P., Gutman, B.A., Hahn, T., Harding, L.H.,
Hernaus, D., Hibar, D.P., Hillary, F.G., Hoogman, M., Hulshoff Pol, H.E.,
Jalbrzikowski, M., Karkashadze, G.A., Klapwijk, E.T., Knickmeyer, R.C.,
Kochunov, P., Koerte, LK., Kong, X.Z., Liew, S.L., Lin, A.P., Logue, M.W., Luders, E.,
Macciardi, F., Mackey, S., Mayer, A.R., McDonald, C.R., McMahon, A.B., Medland, S.
E., Modinos, G., Morey, R.A., Mueller, S.C., Mukherjee, P., Namazova-Baranova, L.,
Nir, T.M., Olsen, A., Paschou, P., Pine, D.S., Pizzagalli, F., Renterfa, M.E., Rohrer, J.
D., Sdmann, P.G., Schmaal, L., Schumann, G., Shiroishi, M.S., Sisodiya, S.M., Smit, D.
J.A., Sgnderby, L.E., 2020. ENIGMA and global neuroscience: a decade of large-scale
studies of the brain in health and disease across more than 40 countries. Transl.
Psychiatry 10 (1), 1-28.

Biswal, B.B., Mennes, M., Zuo, X.-N., Gohel, S., Kelly, C., Smith, S.M., Beckmann, C.F.,
Adelstein, J.S., Buckner, R.L., Colcombe, S., Dogonowski, A.M., Ernst, M., Fair, D.,
Hampson, M., Hoptman, M.J., Hyde, J.S., Kiviniemi, V.J., Kotter, R., Li, S.J., Lin, C.
P., Lowe, M.J., Mackay, C., Madden, D.J., Madsen, K.H., Margulies, D.S.,
Mayberg, H.S., McMahon, K., Monk, C.S., Mostofsky, S.H., Nagel, B.J., Pekar, J.J.,
Peltier, S.J., Petersen, S.E., Riedl, V., Rombouts, S.A.R.B., Rypma, B., Schlaggar, B.L.,
Schmidt, S., Seidler, R.D., Siegle, G.J., Sorg, C., Teng, G.J., Veijola, J., Villringer, A.,
Walter, M., Wang, L., Weng, X.C., Whitfield-Gabrieli, S., Williamson, P.,
Windischberger, C., Zang, Y.F., Zhang, H.Y., Castellanos, F.X., Milham, M.P., 2010.
Toward discovery science of human brain function. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 107 (10),
4734-4739.

Klapwijk, E.T., van den Bos, W., Tamnes, C.K., Raschle, N.M., Mills, K.L., 2020.
Opportunities for increased reproducibility and replicability of developmental
neuroimaging. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci., 100902

Raschle, N.M., Chang, M., Gaab, N., 2011. Structural brain alterations associated with
dyslexia predate reading onset. Neuroimage 57 (3), 742-749.

Raschle, N.M., Zuk, J., Gaab, N., 2012. Functional characteristics of developmental
dyslexia in left-hemispheric posterior brain regions predate reading onset. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. 109 (6), 2156-2161.

Engelhardt, L.E., Roe, M.A., Juranek, J., DeMaster, D., Harden, K.P., Tucker-Drob, E.M.,
Church, J.A., 2017. Children’s head motion during fMRI tasks is heritable and stable
over time. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 25, 58-68.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref101
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref102
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1878-9293(22)00002-0/sbref102

	Mother-child similarity in brain morphology: A comparison of structural characteristics of the brain’s reading network
	1 Introduction
	2 Methods
	2.1 Participants
	2.2 Testing procedure
	2.3 Structural neuroimaging (MRI acquisition parameters)
	2.4 Neuroimaging data analyses
	2.4.1 Structural similarity of the reading network (NNmother~NNchild)
	2.4.1.1 Local gyrification, surface area, gray matter volume and cortical thickness
	2.4.1.2 Sulcal morphology

	2.4.2 Familial specificity of structural similarity ((NNmother~NNchild)﹥ (NNrandom aduls~NNchild))
	2.4.3 Assessing differences in similarity measures ((rlG|rSA)﹥ (rGMV|rCT))


	3 Results
	3.1 Structural similarity of the reading network
	3.1.1 Surface area, local gyrification, gray matter volume and cortical thickness
	3.1.2 Sulcal morphology

	3.2 Familial specificity of structural similarity
	3.3 Assessing differences in similarity measures

	4 Discussion
	4.1 Similarity though lower interindividual variability in gyrification
	4.2 Familial specificity in correlates of surface area
	4.3 Familial specificity in gray matter similarity of the human reading network
	4.4 Cortical thickness similarity in inferior parietal lobe of the reading network
	4.5 No similarity in sulcal morphology of the left occipitotemporal sulcus
	4.6 Leveraging different informative value from various structural metrics
	4.7 Limitations
	4.8 Intergenerational neuroimaging: current state and prospects

	Funding
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Acknowledgments and Disclosures
	Appendix A Supporting information
	References


