Supplementary Figures
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Supplementary Figure 1: Unthresholded TBM Results for Three Lesion Groups Compared
With the Sham Group. In each case the effects (green) are shown together with log apparent
volume difference. No tests for significance have been applied.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Correlation Maps of Behaviour With Volume Difference. The first
column in each figure shows the mean lesion structural image in each case and the second
column shows the mean volume difference (far left colour-bar) compared with the sham sub-
group. The remaining four columns show the correlation maps (far right colour-bar) between
the volume change and each behavioural task in turn. (a) sham+combined group, (b)
combined lesion group, (c) striatal lesion sub-group, (d) striatal+cortical lesion sub-group.



