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More accurate volumetry, morphometry, or

Performed Freesurfer cortical surface reconstruction on the resulting population averages images

Population average gives good representation of major gyri and sulci functional localization in brain mapping studies

Multi-structure Population average
@ Exhibits major cortical features well enough for
cortical reconstruction

Valuable tool for interpretation, visualization and

, . processing of anatomical data
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Limitations:
High computational cost with LDDMM; requires

high-performance computing machines

Future work:

10 Elderly Subjects
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Incorporate additional features such as fractional

anisotropy or functional data
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