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Abstract
The planum temporale (PT) is the bank of tissue that lies posterior to Heschl’s gyrus and is considered
a key brain region involved in language and speech in the human brain. In the human brain, both the
surface area and grey matter volume of the PT is larger in the left compared to right hemisphere in
approximately 2/3rds of individuals, particularly among right-handed individuals. Here we examined
whether chimpanzees show asymmetries in the PT for grey matter volume and surface area in a
sample of 103 chimpanzees from magnetic resonance images. The results indicated that, overall, the
chimpanzees showed population-level leftward asymmetries for both surface area and grey matter
volumes. Furthermore, chimpanzees that prefer to gesture with their right-handed had significantly
greater leftward grey matter asymmetries compared to ambiguously- and left-handed apes. When
compared to previously published data in humans, the direction and magnitude of PT grey matter
asymmetries were similar between humans and apes; however, for the surface area measures, the
human showed more pronounced leftward asymmetries. These results suggest that leftward
asymmetries in the PT were present in the common ancestor of chimpanzees and humans.
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Hemispheric specialization refers to the differential representation of perceptual, motor and
cognitive processes by the left and right cerebral hemispheres. Clinical and more recent
functional imaging approaches have clearly demonstrated that there many functional
asymmetries in the brain, including a number regions associated with the comprehension and
production of language [1-5]. The two halves of the brain are also not symmetrical. There are
a number of well documented neuroanatomical asymmetries in the human brain [6,7]. Probably
no other brain asymmetry has received more attention than the planum temporale (PT). The
PT is the flat bank of tissue that lies posterior to Heschl’s gyrus in the superior temporal lobe.
In one of the first systematic studies of asymmetries in this region, Geschwind and LeMay
[8] quantified the PT on the left and right hemispheres in a sample of 100 post-mortem brains
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and found that the left side was larger than the right in 65% of the cases. Since that time, a
number of subsequent studies in post-mortem specimens and more recently from structural
magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) and voxel-based morphometry (VBM) have confirmed the
leftward asymmetry in the PT surface and grey matter volume [9,10]. The significance of the
leftward asymmetry in the PT is that it overlaps with Wernicke’s area, a key brain region
involved language comprehension and other complex functions [11-13]. Thus, the leftward PT
asymmetry is thought to be an anatomical marker of cerebral lateralization for language, though
some studies have failed to show an association between PT asymmetry and language
lateralization [14-16]. From a clinical standpoint, though individual difference in PT
asymmetry exists in neurologically intact populations, studies suggest that reversed or bilateral
symmetry in this region are observed more often in individuals with neurodevelopmental
disorders, learning disabilities [17-20] and some psychiatric conditions, notably schizophrenia
[21].

There is also some evidence of sex and handedness effects on PT asymmetry in humans and
this is consistent with the notion that the cerebral organization between genders and handedness
groups differs with respect to language functions [22-26]. The question of sex and handedness
effects on PT asymmetry are not without controversy with some authors reporting significant
differences [27] while others have found the opposite effect or no difference [25]. Regarding
handedness, Foundas and colleagues [28,29] as well as Steinmetz et al. [30] have shown that
right-hand individuals show a greater leftward asymmetry in the PT compared to left-handed
individuals but not all studies have revealed this same results [11].

Because the PT asymmetry is presumably associated with language functions [15], there has
been considerable comparative interest in neuroanatomical asymmetries in the posterior region
of the temporal lobe, particularly in primates. Anatomically, there have been a significant
number of indirect and direct measures of the PT in both postmortem and more recently in
vivo specimens. Many studies in Old and New world monkeys have more indirectly assessed
asymmetries in the PT by quantifying the length of the Sylvian fissure (SF). This is because
Heschl’s gyrus, the main landmark used to demark the anterior border of the PT in the human
brain, cannot be unambiguously visualized from the external morphology or from in vivo scans
in Old and New World monkeys but can in great apes. For SF length, Yeni-Komshian and
Benson [31] compared a sample of humans, chimpanzees and monkeys and reported leftward
asymmetries in humans and chimpanzees but not monkeys. Falk and colleagues [32] initially
reported a leftward asymmetry in SF from endocasts of rhesus monkeys but could not replicate
this result in a subsequent study in a larger sample of subjects [33]. Heilbronner and Holloway
[34] reported population-level level leftward asymmetries in SF length in two species of
macaques and one species of marmoset but reported no asymmetries in squirrel monkeys.
Gilissen [35] measured the SF from endocasts in a number of Old and New World monkeys
and reported a significant leftward asymmetry in the SF in capuchin monkeys but not in spider
monkeys. In chimpanzees, and to a lesser extent other great apes, leftward asymmetries have
been reported in the PT in both cadaver [36,37] and in vivo specimens [38-40]. For instance,
Gannon et al. (1998) measured the surface area of the PT in 18 post-mortem specimens and
found that 17 showed a leftward asymmetry. Cantalupo et al. (2003) measured the surface area
of the PT in 28 great apes from MRI scans and similarly found significant leftward
asymmetries.

One aim of this study was to further examine asymmetries in the PT of chimpanzees and to
assess what effect, if any, sex and handedness have on this anatomical region. Specifically,
Hopkins and Cantalupo (2004) failed to find significant sex or handedness effects on
asymmetries in the surface area of the PT in chimpanzees; however, this previous study only
quantified handedness for behavioral actions that were non-communicative in function.
Because the PT is thought to be involved in language and communication, in this study we
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examined whether handedness for manual gestures was associated with asymmetries in the PT.
For comparison to the measures of handedness for manual gestures, the PT asymmetries were
also compared in these same chimpanzees when their handedness was classified on the basis
of a task requiring coordinated bimanual actions and therefore was not communicative in
function. If PT asymmetries are associated with handedness for communicative behaviors, as
hypothesized, then significant handedness effects should be evident for manual gestures but
not coordinated bimanual actions.

A second aim of this study was to quantify, not only the surface area corresponding to the PT,
but also the grey matter volume of the left and right PT in chimpanzees. In humans, both the
surface area and grey matter volume of the PT are larger in the left compared to right
hemisphere. Whether this is the case in chimpanzees has yet to be tested because in all studies
to date, measures of the PT were limited to the surface area. The goal in this study was to
expand the scope of measurement of asymmetry in the PT beyond the surface area and to
include grey matter volume. In addition, with measures of asymmetry of the PT for both the
surface area and grey matter volume, this allowed us to evaluate whether handedness was better
associated with variation in PT asymmetry for one or both of these measures.

Finally, there is some theoretical debate about the direction and magnitude of behavioral and
brain asymmetries between human and nonhuman primates. For example, there is growing
body of evidence for population-level behavioral asymmetries in vertebrates [41,42] including
for measures of handedness in nonhuman primates [43-46]. In captive chimpanzees, there is
evidence of population-level handedness for several measures including throwing, coordinated
bimanual actions and gestural communication [47]. In wild chimpanzees, there is evidence of
population-level handedness for several tool using behaviors including termite fishing [48],
ant-dipping [49,50], wadge dipping and to a lesser extent, nut-cracking [51,52]. In all of these
reports, the proportion of right-to-left handed individuals (or left-to-right in the case of termite
fishing) is about 2:1 whereas reports of human handedness put the ratio at 8:1 or 9:1 [53,54].
To what extent biological or socio-cultural factors explain these observations are not clear
because of differences in the measurement and assessment of handedness between human and
nonhuman primates as well as cultural differences (i.e., chimpanzees do not have teachers
putting pencils in their right hands, to give just one example). A potential and arguably better
approach would be to compare human and nonhuman primates on brain asymmetries because
presumably these types of measures would be objective and consistent across species. The PT
is an ideal brain region for this type of analysis because identical landmarks and procedures
can be used to quantify this region in both chimpanzees and humans. Thus, the third aim of
this study was to compare the PT area and grey matter asymmetry measures in chimpanzees
with previously reported data in the human literature that is comparable to the methods and
procedures employed in this study. This allowed for a more direct comparative analysis of PT
asymmetry between humans and their closest living relative, the chimpanzee.

Methods
Subjects

Magnetic resonance images were obtained from a sample of 103 chimpanzees including 41
males and 62 females. The subjects ranged in age from 6 to 51 years (Mean = 24.736, s.d. =11.
91). All the chimpanzees were members of a captive colony housed at Yerkes National Primate
Research Center (YNPRC) in Atlanta, Georgia. All procedures used with the chimpanzees
were approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee of Emory University.
Shown in Table 1 are the handedness distributions and the number of male and female apes
scanned post-mortem and in vivo in this study.
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Image Collection and Procedure
Magnetic resonance images (MRI) were obtained from cadaver specimens and in vivo. The
cadaver specimens (n = 21) were stored in a solution of water and 10% formaldehyde for
intervals ranging from 1 week to 5 years and were scanned with a 4.7 or 7.0 Tesla magnet
(Bruker, BioSpec). All of the post-mortem brain scans were of apes’ that died from natural
causes and, in absolutely no cases, was euthanasia used in this study. For the in vivo scans (n
=82), subjects were first immobilized by ketamine injection (10 mg/kg) and subsequently
anaesthetized with propofol (40–60 mg/(kg/h)) following standard procedures at the YNPRC.
Subjects were then transported to the MRI facility. The subjects remained anaesthetized for
the duration of the scans as well as the time needed to transport them between their home cage
and the imaging facility (total time ~ 2 h). Subjects scanned in vivo were placed in the scanner
chamber in a supine position with their head fitted inside the human-head coil. Scan duration
ranged between 40 and 60 min as a function of brain size. A portion of the subjects were scanned
using a 1.5 Tesla scanner (Phillips, Model 51) while the remaining chimpanzees were scanned
using a 3.0 Tesla scanner (Siemens Trio, Siemens Medical Solutions USA, Inc., Malvern,
Pennsylvania, USA) at the YNPRC.

For all chimpanzees scanned in vivo using the 1.5 T machine (n = 34), T1-weighted images
were collected in the transverse plane using a gradient echo protocol (pulse repetition =19.0
ms, echo time =8.5 ms, number of signals averaged =8, and a 256 × 256 matrix). For the 21
postmortem scans, T2-weighted images were collected in the transverse plane using a gradient
echo protocol (pulse repetition = 22.0 s, echo time = 78.0 ms, number of signals averaged =
8-12, and a 256 × 192 matrix reconstructed to 256 × 256). For the chimpanzees scanned using
the 3.0T scanner (n = 48), T1-weighted images were collected using a three-dimensional
gradient echo sequence (pulse repetition= 2300 ms, echo time=4.4 ms, number of signals
averaged=3, matrix size =320 × 320).

After completing MRI procedures, the subjects scanned in vivo were returned to the YNPRC
and temporarily housed in a single cage for 6–12 h to allow the effects of the anesthesia to
wear off, after which they were returned to their home cage. The archived MRI data were
transferred to a PC running Analyze 7.0 (Mayo Clinic, Mayo Foundation, Rochester,
Minnesota, USA) software for post-image processing.

Image Segmentation and Region of Interest
Prior to measurement, the raw T1-weighted MRI scans were aligned in the axial, coronal and
sagittal planes along the AC-PC line. The aligned MRI scans were then segmented into grey,
white and CSF tissue using FSL (Analysis Group, FMRIB, Oxford, UK) [55,56] (see Figure
1). Both the surface area and grey matter volumes of the PT were quantified in the coronal
plane and prior to data collection, two raters blind to the hemisphere and handedness of the
chimpanzees independently measured the PT in 10 specimens. Inter-rater correlations between
the two tracers were positive and significant for both the right (r = .91, p< .01) and left
hemispheres (r = .97, p < .01).

The surface area of the PT was measured following the procedures described by Cantalupo et
al. [38]. The PT was traced in the coronal plane and the anterior border was defined by the
most frontal slice showing Heschl’s gyrus (HG). The posterior border was defined by the most
caudal slice showing the Sylvian fissure. Once the anterior and posterior border were
delineated, the depth of SF (i.e., width of PT) on each slice was measured from the superolateral
margin of the superior temporal gyrus. Depth measures were taken up to the lateral ridge of
HG in all the slices where HG was present (normally, HG was no longer present in slices
proximal to the posterior border of PT). PT area was measured to the closest 0.1 mm using a
mouse-driven computer-guided cursor available in ANALYZE 7.0. Following a well
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established procedure in the human literature [11], an estimate of the PT surface areas (in
mm2) was computed as the sum of the cumulative PT depth measures for each slice within a
hemisphere multiplied by the slice thickness.

The individual segmented GM volumes were imported into ANALYZE at a resolution of 1
mm and placed in the same stereological space as the T1-weighted MRI scan (see Figure 1).
The side-by-side display of the T1-weighted and segmented image allowed for the clear
delineation of the inferior border of GM for the PT region. For this measurement, using a mouse
driven pointer, the raters drew a line from the most lateral portion of the sylvian fissure to the
most medial point, keeping the line on the most ventral edge of the fissure. The raters then
followed the grey matter to its most inferior, medial edge then followed the grey matter
boundary to the lateral edge of the brain. This was repeated on each 1 mm slice moving
posteriorly until the sylvian fissure fell out of view. Thus, a GM area was generated for each
1 mm slice and these areas were traced on all images in which the SF was present. If the posterior
region of the SF bifurcated, the descending was followed to its end point. The individual GM
areas were then summed across all slices to create GM volumes independently for the left and
right hemispheres, respectively.

Handedness Measures
Manual Communicative Gestures—At the onset of each trial, an experimenter would
approach the subject’s home cage and center themselves in front of the subject at a distance of
approximately 1.0 to 1.5 meters. If the subject was not already positioned in front of the
experimenter at the onset of the trial, the subject would immediately move towards the front
of the cage when the experimenter arrived with the food. The experimenter then spoke the
chimpanzee’s name and offered a piece of food until the subject produced a manual gesture.
Only responses in which the chimpanzees’ unimanually extended the digit(s) through the cage
mesh to request the food were considered a response. Other possible manual responses such
as cage banging or clapping were not counted as a gesture. Two-handed gestures, although
rare, were not scored as were gestures that were produced by the subject prior to the
experimenter arriving in front of the subject’s home cage. Subjects were tested over a 15-day
period, and a minimum of 30 responses were collected from each subject [57]. The number of
trials administered on a given day varied with the subject’s motivation and availability for
testing. Subjects were tested in both the indoor and outdoor sections of their home enclosures,
and none of the subjects were separated from their groups or cagemates during testing. Hand
use was recorded as right or left for each response.

Coordinated Bimanual Task (TUBE)—The second handedness measure was a task
requiring bimanual coordinated actions, referred to as the TUBE task [58]. For the TUBE task,
peanut butter is smeared on the inside edges of poly-vinyl-chloride (PVC) tubes approximately
15 cm in length and 2.5 cm in diameter. Peanut butter is smeared on both ends of the PVC pipe
and is placed far enough down the tube such that the subjects cannot lick the contents
completely off with their mouths but rather must use one hand to hold the tube and the other
hand to remove the substrate. The PVC tubes were handed to the subjects in their home cages
and a focal sampling technique was used to collect individual data from each subject. The hand
of the finger used to extract the peanut butter was recorded as either right or left by the
experimenter. Each time the subjects reached into the tube with their finger, extracted peanut
butter and brought it to their mouth, the hand used was recorded as left or right.

Data Analysis
For both the PT area (Area_AQ) and GM volume (GM_AQ), asymmetry quotients (AQ) were
derived following the formula [AQ = (R – L) / ((R + L) *.5)] where R and L represents the
right and left hemispheres area or volume measures. Positive AQ values indicated a rightward
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asymmetry and negative values indicated a leftward asymmetry. For each handedness task,
binomial z-scores were calculated for each subject based on the total frequency of left and right
hand use. Subjects with z-scores greater than or equal to 1.96 or −1.96 were classified as right-
handed and left-handed while all other subjects were classified as ambiguously-handed (z >
−1.96 and z < 1.96). Using this criteria, for the manual gesture task, there were 15 left-handed,
22 ambiguously- handed and 57 right-handed individuals, respectively. For the TUBE task,
there were 35 left-handed, 16 ambiguously-handed and 53 right-handed individuals.

Results
Descriptive Statistics

The left and right PT surface areas and grey matter volumes for each scanner type are shown
in Table 2. In the initial analyses, we compared the left and right PT areas and GM volumes
between sexes (male, female) and the scanner type (1.5, 3.0 and cadaver) using a mixed model
ANOVA. Hemisphere was the repeated measure while sex and scanner types were the between
group factors. For the PT surface area, a significant main effect for hemisphere was found F
(1, 99) = 28.36, p < .001 with the left PT area significantly larger than the right (see Table 2).
No other significant main effects or interactions were found. For the grey matter volumes, a
significant main effect for hemisphere was also found F(1, 97) = 48. 32, p < .001 with left
hemisphere volumes significantly larger than the right (see Table 1). No other significant main
effects or interactions were found, though the main effect for scanner approached conventional
levels of statistical significance F(2, 97) = 2.57, p < .09. We next considered the association
between the Area _AQ and GM_AQ scores with age. The GM_AQ and Area_AQ values were
significantly positively correlated with each other (r = .503, p < .001) and neither measure was
associated with variation in age.

Sex and Handedness Effects
We next considered the effect of hand preference for the TUBE and manual gesture tasks on
the Area_AQ and GM_AQ values. For these analyses, the Area_AQ and GM_AQ values
served as dependent variables in two separate MANOVAs. For each analysis, sex (male,
female) and handedness (right, ambiguous, left) served as between group factors. For manual
gestures, the MANOVA revealed a significant main effect for handedness F(4, 166) = 2.67,
p < .04. Subsequent univariate F-tests indicated that there was a significant main effect for
handedness for the GM_AQ values F(2, 86) = 4.63, p < .005 but not the Area_AQ values F(2,
86) = 0.72, n.s. The mean Area_AQ and GM_AQ values for right-, ambiguously- and left-
handed chimpanzees are shown in Figure 2. Post-hoc analysis indicted that right-handed
chimpanzees had greater leftward asymmetries in grey matter compared to the ambiguously-
and left-handed chimpanzees. We also compared the grey matter volumes for the left and right
PT within each handedness group. Right-handed t(56)=−6.86, p < .01 and ambiguously-handed
t(21)=−2.83, p < .01 chimpanzees had larger left volumes compared to the right but no
significant difference was found in left-handed apes t(14)=−0.66, n.s. No other significant main
or interactions were found. The MANOVA analysis for the TUBE task failed to reveal any
significant main effects or interactions.

Discussion
Two main results emerged from this study. First, chimpanzees show significant population-
level leftward asymmetries in the planum temporale when measuring both the surface area and
the grey matter volumes. Second, chimpanzees that prefer to gesture with the right hand show
significantly greater leftward asymmetries in the grey matter volume of the PT compared to
left-handed individuals. Hand preferences for non-communicative functions were not
associated with asymmetries in either the surface area or grey matter volumes of the PT.
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Comparison to Human PT Asymmetries and Previous Findings in Chimpanzees
To what extent the pattern of asymmetry in the PT reported here are similar or different than
those a) previously reported in chimpanzees and b) previously reported in humans is a
fundamental question that has really never been addressed in the literature in here we attempt
make these comparisons.

With respect to the population-level leftward asymmetries in the surface area of the PT in
chimpanzees, the results reported here are consistent with previous reports in cadaver
specimens and from in vivo measurement [36-38], despite the fact that the approaches and work
was conducted in different laboratories (see Table 3). To compare the chimpanzee and human
findings for the surface area measures, we adopted the values reported by Shapleske et al.
(1999) in their review article on PT asymmetries in humans. In order to facilitate direct
comparisons, we classified out subjects as being left-biased, right-biased or having no bias
using the same AQ cut-points employed by Shapleske et al. (1999). Those apes with AQ values
less than −.024 or greater than +.024 were classified as being left- or right-biased. All other
were classified as having no bias. In the meta-analysis conducted by Shapleske et al. (1999),
surface area measures of the PT were derived from more than 500 human subjects from 22
different studies and the percentage of individuals showing a leftward asymmetry was 78.34,
a value nearly identical to those found when considering all the published data on chimpanzees
(see Table 3). We also calculated the percentage difference in the mean surface area of the left
and right PT for the chimpanzees and human data reported by Shapelske et al. (199). For both
species, the left PT was, on average, ~ 13% larger than the right though, it must emphasized,
we can be much more confident of the estimates of this effect size in humans due to the
substantially larger sample size compared to chimpanzees.

Comparing the asymmetry in PT grey matter is more difficult because there are fewer studies
that have quantified this region in humans, and as far as we know, the results reported here are
the only available data in chimpanzees. For the comparison in the distribution of asymmetries,
we used the data recently reported by Knaus et al. (2006) because they reported raw data on
the percentage of subjects with leftward asymmetries in PT grey matter using the same cut-
points as Shapelske et al. (1999). Knaus et al. (2006) reported that 71% of the subjects showed
a leftward asymmetry, 4% showed no bias and 25% had a rightward bias (see Table 4). Within
the chimpanzee sample, the results were comparable with 69% of the apes showing a leftward
bias, 11% with no bias and 20% with a rightward bias. This pattern of results was consistent
for the sub-samples of apes that were scanned with different magnets and protocols (see Table
4). At least 8 studies in humans have reported mean grey matter volumes for the left and right
PT (in non-clinical samples) and, on average, the left grey matter volume is 8.9% larger than
the right (see Table 4). For the chimpanzees, the left grey matter PT volume was 6.5% larger
than the right, a value lower than the average for humans but within range of the values reported
in these studies. In summary, for grey matter volume, the proportion of subjects showing a
leftward asymmetry is comparable between humans and chimpanzees.

Handedness Effects
Handedness for manual gestures but not the TUBE task was associated with asymmetries in
the grey matter of the PT. Neither handedness measure was associated with PT asymmetries
in surface area. There are two significant points to be made regarding these findings. First, the
type of handedness measure in chimpanzees has a significant impact on whether or not
associations are found with brain asymmetries. Increasingly, the evidence suggests that
communicative behaviors seem to be associated with asymmetries in the homologs to the
human language centers whereas other types of handedness measures do not. For example,
hand preferences for gestures are associated with morphological asymmetries in the inferior
frontal gyrus [59] and now the planum temporale (this study). In contrast, handedness for the
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TUBE task, bimanual feeding and other non-communicative functions appear to be associated
with other brain areas, notably the motor-hand area of the precentral gyrus [39,60,61]. Whether
different types of handedness measures in humans are also associated with asymmetries in
different brain regions remains an untested hypothesis but should be considered in future
studies. It is of note that Steinmetz et al. (1991) found that self-reported handedness was not
associated with asymmetries in the surface area of the PT whereas performance measures did,
which we believe reinforces our view that different measures of manual asymmetry may be an
important variable to consider when looking for brain-behavior associations. Second, as stated
above, the association between handedness and PT asymmetries has not always revealed
consistent results in humans and the majority of these studies have measured the surface area
of the PT. Based on the results reported here, it appears that grey matter volumes of the region
may better predict functional asymmetries (in the form of handedness) compared to surface
area measure and this might explain some of the inconsistencies in the human literature [see
62].

One cautionary note from this study was the use of images obtained from different scanners
and that some images were obtained in vivo and some from postmortem materials. Though no
significant differences in asymmetries were found for either the surface area or grey matter
between the different scanners or between the in vivo and post-mortem scans, this is a very
important factor, particularly for the grey matter measures because the strength of the magnet
would obviously influence the contrast of grey and white matter in the images, as was found
in this report (see Table 1). For this reason, we have avoided attempting to compare the absolute
grey matter volumes between the humans and chimpanzees because this is impossible without
use of identical scanning protocols. Related to this limitation is the selection of the human
samples that we compared to our chimpanzee results. We did not attempt to characterize all
studies of the PT in humans but rather selected those that have adopted similar approaches and
used reference data from several review articles. Small methodological differences did exist
between the human studies we used for comparison to the chimpanzees and we cannot fully
rule out the possibility that this may have influenced the results but we believe it unlikely.

The functional significance of leftward asymmetries in the PT in chimpanzees is not readily
apparent but warrants further investigation. The most obvious potential parallel might be in
the processing of species-specific vocalizations and this has been investigated in monkeys and
apes. For example, lesions to the posterior temporal lobe induce transient deficits in the
discrimination of two types of “coo” calls in Japanese macaque monkeys [63]. More recently,
Poremba et al. [64] conducted a positron emission tomography (PET) study in macaque
monkeys and assessed asymmetries in the temporal lobe in the perception of species-specific
calls. Poremba et al. found rightward lateralized activity in the posterior temporal lobe regions
and leftward activation in the temporal pole in the processing of species-specific vocalization,
a finding somewhat at odds with the lesion results found in Japanese macaques [see also 65].
Taglialatela et al. [66] also conducted a PET examining the processing of two different classes
of vocalizations in chimpanzees and found significant and pronounced rightward asymmetries
in the posterior temporal lobe, findings also at odds with those reported in the lesion studies
of Japanese macaques but more similar to those reported in the PET study by Poremba et al.
(2004). These results certainly suggest that the PT region may be involved in the processing
species-specific vocalizations in macaques and chimpanzees but they do not directly implicate
the left PT in the processing of these sounds. This might be attributable to what acoustic features
the monkeys and apes attend to in these tasks (i.e, emotive versus reference) but nonetheless,
the role of the left PT remains unclear.

Lastly, the leftward asymmetries in grey matter reported here are consistent with a recent report
of leftward asymmetries in the cytoarchitectonic region of the Tpt in chimpanzees. Spocter et
al. [67] cytoarchitectonically quantified Brodmann’s area 22 in a sample of 12 chimpanzee
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post-mortem brains and found that a significant majority of the showed a leftward asymmetry
BA22 volume and neuron count. Moreover, though not significant at conventional levels of
significance due to the small sample size, Spocter et al. found a negative association between
BA22 asymmetries and handedness for manual gestures (r = −.50) with chimpanzees who
preferred to gesture with right hand much more leftward than those that did not, a result
consistent with those reported in this study. Thus, for the PT, the patterns of asymmetry are
consistent at the macro and microstructural levels of analysis. There remain some questions
are regarding potential lateralization in connectivity within the PT and this has remained
relatively uninvestigated but there is at least one report of a lack of asymmetry in minicolumns
within Tpt [68]; however, this study had very few chimpanzee subjects (n = 7) and none of
these apes had been behaviorally characterized, so additional studies are needed on this topic
[see also 69].

In summary, the results of this study indicate that chimpanzees show a population-level
leftward asymmetry in the surface area and grey matter volume of the planum temporale. These
results add to a growing body of evidence demonstrating both functional and neuroanatomical
asymmetries in nonhuman animals [41,70]. Given the consistency in results on PT asymmetries
across laboratories, materials, methods, and species, it is highly unlikely that these results can
be attributed to experimenter or sampling bias, as suggested by some [71]. Rather the results
suggest that asymmetries in the PT were present in the common ancestor of human and
chimpanzees and sub-served some communicative functions. After the human-ape split, we
would suggest that further elaboration of the size and connectivity of PT occurred in the human
brain in response to selection for emergent perceptual and cognitive processes necessary to
support the evolution of language and speech.
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Figure 1.
a) 3-D reconstruction of a chimpanzee brain with the region corresponding to the planum
temporale etched in white b) coronal view of a single 1 mm slice of an in vivo T1- weighted
MRI with the sylvian fissure as well as the grey matter (GM) underneath the fissure indicated
in purple. c) coronal view of the same single 1 mm slice presented on the T1-weighted image
but this image displays the segmented grey matter with the corresponding area underneath the
sylvian fissure indicated in purple. For all slices in which the SF was present, using a freehand
tool, a line was drawn along the inferior edge of the SF from the most lateral to medial portion
of the sulcus, corresponding to the most medial visible grey matter. All the grey matter forming
the inferior bank of the gyrus was then traced along the lateral-medial axis.
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Figure 2.
Mean grey matter volume (+/− s.e.) for the left and right PT left-, ambiguously-and right-
handed chimpanzees when measured on the manual gesture task.
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