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Anxiety disorders represent a prevalent psychiatric comorbidity in both adults and children with epilepsy for
which the etiology remains controversial. Neurobiological contributions have been suggested, but only limited
evidence suggests abnormal brain volumes particularly in childrenwith epilepsy and anxiety. Since the brain de-
velops in an organized fashion, covariance analyses between different brain regions can be investigated as a net-
work and analyzed using graph theory methods. We examined 46 healthy children (HC) and youth with recent
onset idiopathic epilepsies with (n = 24) and without (n = 62) anxiety disorders. Graph theory (GT) analyses
based on the covariance between the volumes of 85 cortical/subcortical regions were investigated. Both groups
with epilepsy demonstrated less inter-modular relationships in the synchronization of cortical/subcortical vol-
umes compared to controls, with the epilepsy and anxiety group presenting the strongest modular organization.
Frontal and occipital regions in non-anxious epilepsy, and areas throughout the brain in children with epilepsy
and anxiety, showed the highest centrality compared to controls. Furthermore, most of the nodes correlating
to amygdala volumes were subcortical structures, with the exception of the left insula and the right frontal
pole, which presented high betweenness centrality (BC); therefore, their influence in the network is not neces-
sarily local but potentially influencing other more distant regions. In conclusion, children with recent onset epi-
lepsy and anxiety demonstrate large scale disruptions in cortical and subcortical brain regions. Network science
may not only provide insight into the possible neurobiological correlates of important comorbidities of epilepsy,
but also the ways that cortical and subcortical disruption occurs.

© 2016 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Inc. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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1. Introduction

Anxiety disorders represent a prevalent and problematic interictal
psychiatric comorbidity in both adults and children with epilepsy
(Beyenburg et al., 2005; Caplan et al., 2005; Ekinci et al., 2009;
Goldstein and Harden, 2000; Jones, 2014; Kimiskidis and Valeta, 2012;
Kwon and Park, 2014; Reilly et al., 2011; Vazquez and Devinsky,
2003). This relationship has been demonstrated through clinic-
(Caplan et al., 2005; Brandt et al., 2010; Ettinger et al., 1998; Johnson
et al., 2004; Kwon and Park, 2013), community- (Stefanello et al.,
2011) and population-based investigations (Gaitatzis et al., 2004;
Kobau et al., 2006; McDermott et al., 1995; Reilly et al., 2015;
adison, Department of Medical
5-2275, USA.
os).

. This is an open access article under
Tellez-Zenteno et al., 2007). Increased anxiety adversely impacts quality
of life (QOL) in epilepsy (Johnson et al., 2004; Choi-Kwon et al., 2003;
Kwan et al., 2009), explaining more variance in QOL than traditional
clinical seizure variables such as seizure control (Johnson et al., 2004).

The cause(s) underlying elevated symptoms of anxiety and anxiety
disorders has been controversial. One view is that anxiety disorders
are an expected consequence of the onset, course, and treatment of ep-
ilepsy including personal fear of seizures and safety as well as potential
unpleasant societal reactions that can result in felt stigma (Asadi-Pooya
et al., 2007; de Souza and Salgado, 2006; Gandy et al., 2012; Victoroff et
al., 1994). Anxiety symptomsmay also be elevated in non-affected per-
sons butwho have been exposed to familymembers with epilepsy such
as parents and siblings (Baki et al., 2004; Jones and Reilly, 2016), sug-
gesting that stresses associated with epilepsy may even affect those
close to the patient, although the possibility of familial aggregation of
anxiety disorders must be considered (c.f., Shimada-Sugimoto et al.,
2015 for review).
the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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Table 1
Demographic and clinical characteristics of participants.

Healthy
controls
(n = 48)

Epilepsy
non-anxious
(n = 62)

Epilepsy and
anxiety (n = 24)

Age (mean ± SD) 13.30 ± 3.17 12.85 ± 3.50 12.05 ± 2.93
Sex (male/female) 21/27 33/29 9/15
Education 7.02 ± 3.03 6.83 ± 3.65 5.87 ± 2.85
IQ⁎ (mean ± SD) 108.8 ± 10.6 102.1 ± 15.2 101.7 ± 15.6
Syndrome onset
(months: mean
± SD)

– 6.63 ± 3.65 7.26 ± 3.89

AED (yes/no) – 54/8 17/7
Epilepsy syndrome
(ILRE/IGE)

– 28/34 16/8

⁎ Significant between groups at a p b 0.05. Education represents years of school
attendance.
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An alternative view is that anxiety disorders in epilepsy are the con-
sequence of untoward pathophysiological effects of epilepsy on the
neural systems that mediate emotional function (Yilmazer-Hanke et
al., 2015), a classic example being the relationship between ictally elic-
ited fear states in epilepsy and the amygdala (Cendes et al., 1994;
Guimond et al., 2008). Furthermore, both atrophy and hypertrophy of
the amygdalae have been reported in adults with epilepsy (Cendes et
al., 1994; Minami et al., 2015) and linked to interictal psychopathology
(Tebartz van Elst et al., 1999). Increased amygdala volumehas also been
reported in children with chronic focal (Daley et al., 2008) and general-
ized epilepsy (Schreibman Cohen et al., 2009) and associated with anx-
iety disorders and depression.

Also supporting a neurobiological view are findings that behavioral
problems in general and anxiety disorders in particular can be detected
not only very early in the course of uncomplicated pediatric epilepsies,
but may be present antecedent to the first recognized seizure and epi-
lepsy diagnosis (Austin et al., 2001; Jones et al., 2007). Furthermore, re-
cent findings indicate that children with new-onset epilepsy and
anxiety disorders exhibit enlarged amygdala (left) and reduced thick-
ness of the left medial orbitofrontal, right frontal pole, and right lateral
orbitofrontal regions (Jones et al., 2015), suggesting disrupted circuitry
in networks known to mediate anxiety.

While provocative, to date only a very limited, albeit hypothesis-
driven set of neural regions have been examined in regard to their asso-
ciation with anxiety disorders. A larger issue is the degree to which dif-
fuse cortical and subcortical networks may be differentially affected in
childrenwith epilepsywith anxiety disorders compared to non-anxious
children with epilepsy and HC, and here network science may be espe-
cially informative in characterizing the complex systems involved
(Mears and Pollard, 2016). GT is a mathematical approach to under-
standing systems as networks. Given that cortical and subcortical struc-
tures develop in an organized fashion, covariance analyses between
different brain regions can be investigated as a network and analyzed
using GT methods, a methodology increasingly used in functional con-
nectivity analyses, white matter connectivity, and covariance analyses
of cortical and subcortical volumes in both healthy and medical illness
populations (Balardin et al., 2015; Ma et al., 2016; Yeo et al., 2016) in-
cluding epilepsy (Bernhardt et al., 2016; Gleichgerrcht et al., 2015;
Song et al., 2015).

It has been increasingly recognized that brain maturation in child-
hood involves an organizational process that optimizes network effi-
ciency (Bullmore and Sporns, 2012). The strengthening of network
coherence with enhanced cortical thickness covariance in childhood is
particularly evident in association cortices compared to primary cortices
(e.g. motor, sensorimotor and visual areas), suggesting the orchestra-
tion of a more efficient inter-cortical information transfer (Lerch et al.,
2006). Epilepsy appears to disrupt this large-scale topology. In children
with recent-onset idiopathic epilepsies, cortical volumes covariance
was altered with higher network segregation and reduced global inte-
gration compared with controls, suggesting alteration of large-scale
brain networks. Further, this configurationwasmore vulnerable to sim-
ulated network targeted attacks, implying that this altered network
might have fewer parallel or alternative pathways tomaintain global in-
tegrity (Bonilha et al., 2014). Adults with temporal lobe epilepsy (TLE)
also exhibit less network efficiency compared to controls (increased
path length and clustering, altered distribution of network hubs)
(Bernhardt et al., 2011). It is assumed that anxiety disorder will further
compromise brain network configurations in epilepsy. Evidence for this
network alteration has only been indirectly inferred from the psychiat-
ric literature. However, there is no direct evidence that anxiety disorder
impairs network function in childhood onset epilepsy beyond alter-
ations expected in epilepsy without anxiety.

In this investigation we examined typically developing children as
well as youth with recent idiopathic epilepsies with and without anxi-
ety disorders. Network analysis using GT investigated the covariance
of diverse cortical and subcortical regions to determine whether and
in what way childrenwith epilepsy and anxiety disorders differed com-
pared to non-anxious childrenwith epilepsy andHC. Specifically,we ex-
amined the global properties of their networks, the most central/
important regions in the configuration of the networks, and the hubs
or those areas facilitating communication between pairs of regions. Fur-
thermore, we investigated the network of regions demonstrating high
synchronization to amygdala enlargement in the group of children
with epilepsy and anxiety in order to determine the influence of those
amygdala abnormalities on other neural systems.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Participants

Study participants included 86 childrenwith recent-onset idiopathic
epilepsies and 48HC aged 8–18 years (Table 1). Inclusion criteriawere a
diagnosis of epilepsy within the past 12 months, no other developmen-
tal disabilities or neurological disorders, normal neurologic examina-
tions, and normal clinical imaging results. A board certified pediatric
neurologist (blinded to interview data) confirmed that all participants
had focal (idiopathic localization-related epilepsy–ILRE) or generalized
(idiopathic generalized epilepsy–IGE) seizures and provided indepen-
dent confirmation of specific epilepsy syndromes. Participants with
focal epilepsies were comprised of children with rolandic epilepsy
(22.1%), temporal lobe epilepsy (TLE) (8.1%), frontal epilepsy (9.3%),
childhood occipital epilepsy (COE) (1%), and focal epilepsy NOS
(10.5%). Participants with generalized epilepsies include juvenile myo-
clonic epilepsy (JME) (30.2%), absence epilepsy (14.0%), and general-
ized epilepsy NOS (4.7%).

HC were age-matched first-degree cousins of epilepsy participants
who presented no history of seizures, current anxiety disorder, any ini-
tial precipitating injuries (e.g., febrile convulsions), other developmen-
tal or neurologic disease, or loss of consciousness N5 min. First-degree
cousins were used as controls rather than siblings for the following rea-
sons: (i) first-degree cousins are more genetically distant from the par-
ticipantswith epilepsy and thus less predisposed than siblings to shared
genetic factors that may contribute to anomalies in brain structure and
cognition; (ii) a greater number of first-degree cousins are available
than siblings in the target age range; and (iii) the family link was antic-
ipated to facilitate participant recruitment and retention over time. All
children and parents participated in a psychiatric diagnostic interview
and underwent magnetic resonance imaging (MRI). Further informa-
tion about participants and the inclusion and exclusion criteria can be
found in previous publications (Hermann and Jones, 2006).

2.2. Psychiatric diagnostic interview

Every participant and their parents separately participated in a semi-
structured interview using the Kiddie–Schedule for Affective Disorders
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and Schizophrenia–Present and Lifetime Version (K-SADS) (Drevets,
2007). Interviews were recorded and randomly selected for review to
ensure inter-rater reliability and a consensus diagnosis was reached
when parent and child interviews were conducted by different inter-
viewers. Disorders such as posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD) and ob-
sessive compulsive disorder (OCD) were not included as anxiety
disorders, since recent classification systems (DSM-5 and International
Classification of Diseases [ICD-10]) currently place both of these in sep-
arate categories. Because of the highly comorbid nature of anxiety disor-
ders, children with other comorbid diagnoses (i.e., attention-deficit/
hyperactivity disorder [ADHD] and depression) were not excluded
from this study (Kessler et al., 2012). Twenty-four children with epilep-
symet the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, fourth
edition (DSM-IV) criteria for a current anxiety disorder while the re-
maining 62 children did not meet such criteria. There were no statisti-
cally significant differences in ADHD between groups with epilepsy
with andwithout anxiety as a comorbidity. The anxiety disorders repre-
sented included specific phobias, separation anxiety, social phobia, gen-
eralized anxiety disorder and anxiety disorders not otherwise specified
(NOS). Five of the 48 controlsmet criteria for anxiety disorder, but given
their low number they were not further considered.

Research approval was obtained from the University of Wisconsin
School of Medicine and Public Health Sciences Institutional Review
Board (IRB). Written informed consent and assent was obtained from
parents or legal guardians and participants, respectively, on the day of
the study.

2.3. Image acquisition and analysis

Images were obtained on a 1.5 T GE Signa MRI scanner (GE
Healthcare, Waukesha, WI, U.S.A.). T1-weighted 3D spoiled gradient re-
call (SPGR) were acquired for each participant (echo time (TE) =
5 msec, repetition time (TR) = 24 msec, flip angle = 40°, slice thick-
ness = 1.5 mm, slices = 124, plane = coronal, field of view (FOV) =
200 mm, matrix = 256 × 256). All MR images are inspected prior to
image processing. Image quality (motion, artifacts, signal dropout) is
rated on a 5-point scale. We require a grade of 3 or better for a scan to
be included in this analysis. Processed data are then visually inspected
for proper segmentation boundaries. Editing of the pial and white mat-
ter surface is completed when defects are evident.

Images were processed with the FreeSurfer image analysis suite
(http://freesurfer.net), a set of software tools for the study of cortical
and subcortical anatomy. Volumes of cortical regions were based on
the Desikan-Killiany atlas.

2.4. Graph theory analysis

2.4.1. Nodes definition and network analysis
Eighty-five nodes were included in the analysis comprising frontal,

parietal, temporal, occipital, and subcortical regions. The nodes used
and their abbreviations can be found in Supplemental file 1.

Partial correlations between node volumes were calculated control-
ling for intracranial volume (ICV), which rendered a weighted symmet-
ric 85 × 85 correlation matrix for each group based on the covariance
between such volumes. Global metrics were calculated over a range of
graph connectivity densities from5 to 40%, and localmeasureswere cal-
culated at a density level of 26% given that thiswas the level of full graph
connectedness for all groups. The Force Atlas algorithm of the open
source software Gephi (https://gephi.org) was used for the 2D visuali-
zation of community structure on each group (attraction strength =
10, repulsion strength = 2000, gravity = 30).

2.4.2. Graph theory measures and statistical analyses
GTmeasures were calculated using theMatlab-based Brain Connec-

tivity Toolbox (BCT, http://www.brain-connectivity-toolbox.net/). In
order to investigate statistically significant group differences, each
group matrix was resampled by replacement (i.e. bootstrapped) a
total of 1000 times. Given that GT measures could be influenced by
the nature of the graph (e.g. number of nodes and links), each graph
measure was calculated on 1000 randommatrices with the same num-
ber of nodes and degree distribution as thepertinent graphs. In thisway,
the null hypothesis could be tested with p-values (corrected for multi-
ple comparisons using Bonferroni correction) for each of the global
and local measures. Group differences were investigated by performing
ANOVA analyses, and two-sample student's t-test for the global and re-
gionalmeasures, respectively (both correcting formultiple comparisons
using Bonferroni correction). No statistical comparisonswere undertak-
en in the visualization of adjacency matrices and community structure
since those concerned the actual matrices of the groups.

The characteristic path length, and the clustering coefficient (CC) are
well-known GT measures. The former reflects the separation between
nodes in a network, and therefore, provides information about network
integration. An integrated graph, G is one that allows for information to
be efficiently transferred between nodes. However, this measure di-
vergeswhen nodes are disconnected (have no neighbors), which usual-
ly happens at low graph densities. Given that in this work, global GT
measures would be acquired over a range of graph densities, the har-
monic mean was used instead. The harmonic mean indicates the level
of integration of the graph without the problem of divergence; the
higher its value the lower the network integration. It is defined as the in-
verse of the global efficiency, E, which is based on the shortest paths be-

tween nodes,N asHm ¼ 1
E ¼ NðN−1Þ

∑i; j∈G
1=dij

, where dij is the distance fromnode

i to node j (Wang et al., 2010). The CC, which reflects the local segrega-
tion in a network, is defined as the ratio of the number of links between
each node's neighbors to the total number of links that would exist be-
tween them (Watts and Strogatz, 1998). In order to investigate the
global segregation, the average CC can be calculated, which is defined
as the sum of the local CC of each node divided by the total number of
nodes in the network. A network with high level of segregation is one
in which intercommunication between nodes' neighbors exist, there-
fore local transfer of information can be possible. Given that nodes
with low degree (low number of connections with other nodes)
would have a higher probability for its neighbors to be connected to
each other, the average CC would be driven heavily by contributions
of lower degree nodes. To avoid this, transitivity, T was used instead,

which is the ratio of triangles to triplets in the network: T

¼ 3�#of triangles in G
#of connected triples of vertices in G

(Newman, 2003; Humphries and Gurney,

2008). The modularity index (MI), informs about the quality of graph
subdivision into modules or communities that contribute to the same
processes (Blondel et al., 2008; Boccaletti et al., 2006a). In a highlymod-
ular network, nodeswithin the samemodules are said to beworking to-
ward the same process. In this study, MI was estimated using the
modularity Louvain algorithm. These global metrics were calculated
over a range of topological thresholds in order to ensure that results
are not driven by graph density.

The Z-scorewith respect to controls was calculated for both epilepsy
groups for centrality measures such as strength, eigenvector centrality
(EC), and subgraph centrality (SC) at a threshold of 26%. The strength
of a node reflects the sum of the weights of the number of connections
the node exhibits. A node with high strength is one that has strong cor-
relation inside the network; therefore, having high local influences. EC
is a measure indicating the quality of connections in a node. A node
with high EC is one that connects mainly to nodes with high degree or
high EC themselves (Estrada and Rodriguez-Velazquez, 2005; Spizzirri,

2011); and it is defined asECðiÞ ¼ 1
λ∑
k∈G

aikECðkÞ, where aik is the adjacen-

cy matrix, and λ is a constant. SC evaluates the number of closed walks
(loops) in which a node participates while assigning higher weighting
to subgraphs formed by fewer nodes (Hermann and Jones, 2006).
Nodes with high SC tend to give and receive information in an efficient

http://freesurfer.net
https://gephi.org
http://www.brain-connectivity-toolbox.net
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manner; and it is defined as ðiÞ ¼ ∑∞
k

μkðiÞ
k! , where μk is the spectral mo-

ment of i. BC is a measure representing the relevance of a node for the
communication between other nodes in the network (Boccaletti et al.,
2006b). Nodes with high BC facilitate global integrative processes
given that they serve as “highways” to facilitate “traffic” flow in the net-
work (Sporns et al., 2007). Therefore, this measure is important when
investigating nodes that integrate pairs of nodes that might not be effi-

ciently associated between themselves in other way. It is defined as BC

ðiÞ ¼ ∑
j;k∈N; j≠k

njkðiÞ
njk

, where njk is the number of shortest paths connecting

nodes j and k, and njk(i) is the number of shortest paths connecting
nodes j and k and passing through i. In this investigation, the network
hubs were investigated using BC.

3. Results

Table 1 provides details of the demographic and clinical characteris-
tics of HC and anxious and non-anxious epilepsy participants. The
groups did not differ in age (F(2,131) = 1.164, p = 0.315), sex (χ2 =
2.038, p = 0.361), or grade level (F(2,131) = 0.994, p = 0.373). Both
groups of participants with epilepsy presented with full scale IQ that
fell in the average range, but significantly lower compared to controls
(F(2,131) = 3.759, p = 0.026). Children with versus without anxiety
did not differ in age of onset of epilepsy (p = 0.467), number of AEDs
(χ2 = 3.178, p = 0.075), proportion with focal versus generalized epi-
lepsy syndromes (χ2 = 3.303, p = 0.074), or rates of comorbid ADHD
(χ2 = 0.23, p = 0.43).

Given that total gray matter volume was not significantly different
between groups, graphs were calculated while correcting only for ICV.

3.1. Matrix visualization

Adjacency matrices showed notable differences in the group with
epilepsy and anxiety compared to both controls and non-anxious epi-
lepsy inwhich subcortical regionsweremainly integrated among them-
selves in the anxious children with epilepsy (Fig. 1). In order to be able
to see group differences clearly, we calculated contrast matrices be-
tween each group (Fig. 1S in Supplemental document 2), with the
least organized differences shown between controls and non-anxious
epilepsy.

In order to visualize networks, matrices were thresholded at a den-
sity level of 26%, which is the level at which groups showed full graph
connectedness. Such 2D matrix visualization can be appreciated in Fig.
2, in which controls show a sparse network when compared to both
groupswith epilepsywho present highlymodular connections. Howev-
er, the group of epilepsy participants with anxiety show the strongest
Fig. 1. Adjacency matrices. Unthresholded matrices for (A) controls, (B) epilepsy without anxi
document 1.
modular connectivity which is depicted in the separation of same-
color nodes. The integration of subcortical structures among themselves
in the group with epilepsy and anxiety can also be appreciated in Fig. 2
in whichmost of the regions that are separated from the rest of the net-
work belong to subcortical areas.

3.2. Global measures

Global measures were calculated from the bootstrapped matrices in
each group in order to be able to discern statistical groupdifferences (by
performing ANOVA analyses correcting formultiple comparisons). Chil-
dren with epilepsy and anxiety presented significantly higher transitiv-
ity and lower harmonic mean compared to both non-anxious epilepsy
and controls (Fig. 3). However, in terms of MI, both groups of children
with epilepsy showed similar values that were greater than control par-
ticipants at each density level. This confirms higher modularity in the
children with epilepsy compared to controls while also indicating
higher levels of segregation and integration in the childrenwith epilep-
sy and anxiety compared to the other groups.When testing the null hy-
pothesis on the global measures, each groupwas statistically significant
at each density level (corrected for multiple comparisons).

3.3. Centrality measures

Measures of centrality were also calculated at a threshold of 26%
from the bootstrappedmatrices of each group. This allowed calculations
of statistical group differences between both epilepsy groups and con-
trols (by performing two-sample student's t-test, correcting formultiple
comparisons). These measures represent the most important nodes for
the configuration of the network. Fig. 4 shows the ranked Z-score of the
node strength in children with epilepsy without (green) and with anx-
iety (red). As can be seen, non-anxious epilepsy presented higher
strength (greater than two standard deviations; bars with different pat-
tern in Fig. 4) than controls in the left medial orbitofrontal gyrus, right
fusiform, and left putamen, while the group with epilepsy and anxiety
presented high strength in frontal, parietal, cingulate, temporal, and oc-
cipital regions compared to controls. Some of the regions presenting
lower Z-score than controls were the right pars opercularis and left
pars triangularis, bilateral lateral occipital, and left amygdala in non-
anxious epilepsy while in anxious epilepsy were the left cuneus, right
paracentral, and left lateral occipital gyrus.

Regarding the Z-score distribution of EC, again the left medial
orbitofrontal and right fusiform were the nodes showing higher EC in
non-anxious epilepsy while again regions in frontal, parietal, cingulate,
temporal, and occipital lobes showed high Z-score in the groupwith ep-
ilepsy and anxiety compared to controls (Fig. 4). Again, bilateral lateral
occipital, right pars opercularis and left pars triangularis, with the addi-
tion of the right paracentral gyrus were the nodes showing lower Z-
ety, and (C) epilepsy with anxiety. The order of nodes is the same as in the Supplemental



Fig. 2. Community structure. Community structure in controls (top), children with
epilepsy without anxiety (middle), and children with epilepsy with anxiety (bottom).
The spatial distribution of nodes was calculated using the force-atlas graph algorithm,
where nodes that demonstrated stronger connections are located closer in space, while
nodes with fewer connections tend to be farther in space. Nodes with a similar color
belong to the same module. Calculated at a density of 26%. (For interpretation of the
references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this
article.)
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score for EC in non-anxious epilepsy while for the group with epilepsy
and anxiety, again the left cuneus, right paracentral, and left lateral oc-
cipital gyrus with the addition of bilateral pars triangularis, and right
precuneus presented lower Z-scores for EC compared to controls.
For SC, no nodes showed higher or lower Z-scores compared to con-
trols in non-anxious epilepsy. However, the group with epilepsy and
anxiety presented a great number of nodes with high Z-score compared
to controls with no nodes showing lower Z-score than controls (Fig. 4).

In summary, the regions presenting the highest Z-score consistently
across centrality measures were the left medial orbitofrontal gyrus, and
right fusiform for non-anxious epilepsy, and the left rostral middle fron-
tal, left postcentral, left rostral anterior cingulate, left superior temporal,
left parahippocampal gyrus, right lingual, and right fusiform for the
group with epilepsy and anxiety. Also, those regions consistently pre-
senting lower Z-scores than controls were bilateral lateral occipital,
right pars opercularis and left pars triangularis for non-anxious epilepsy
while the left cuneus, right paracentral, and left lateral occipital gyrus in
epilepsy and anxiety. Since both of these centrality measures convey
different information about the node properties and their importance
in the network, such consistency proves those nodes to be essential in
the configuration of the network at all those different levels of
information.

3.4. Amygdala connectivity

Given that we previously showed that children with epilepsy and
anxiety presented larger amygdala volumes (significantly so for left
amygdala) compared to both controls and non-anxious epilepsy
(Jones et al., 2015), the network that presented synchronizationwith bi-
lateral amygdalawas investigated in the group of childrenwith epilepsy
and anxiety for a threshold of 26% (Fig. 5). Most of the nodes that corre-
late to amygdala volumes are subcortical structures, with the exception
of the left insula and the right frontal pole; both presenting high BC.
Given that the left insula and the right frontal pole are part of the
nodeswith high BC on the network in the group of childrenwith epilep-
sy and anxiety, their influence in the network is not necessarily local.
The other nodes showing high BC in the group with epilepsy and anxi-
ety and on the other two groups can be found in Table 1S in the Supple-
mental file 2.

3.5. Supplemental analyses

Given that the number of participants in each group differed and
there were slight differences in gender, AED, and epilepsy syndrome,
we undertook additional analyses to determine if the reported effects
were impacted by these factors. In order to do this, the same analyses
were repeated using gender, AED, and epilepsy syndrome as nuisance
covariates separately. Supplemental analyses (Supplemental file 3) re-
vealed no impact of epilepsy syndrome on the adjacency matrices and
the global and local measures, with only minor impact on local mea-
sures associated with controlling for AED and gender. Additionally,
given that the number of participants in the group with epilepsy and
anxiety was lower than both other groups, we also performed the
same analyses with only 24 participants in each group (the number of
participants in the smallest group—epilepsy with anxiety). Reducing
the number of participants per group lowered the power of the analysis
and increased the variance, but the same trends prevailed for the adja-
cency matrices, global measures, and regional measures; the latter pre-
senting minor changes in the nature and ranking of some nodes.

Furthermore, we performed additional analyses based on an atlas
with smaller regions (Destrieux atlas from FreeSurfer), in order to con-
firm that results were not due to the atlas selection. The same trends
were found for adjacency matrices, community structure, and global
measures. Results can be found in the Supplemental file 4.

4. Discussion

This study demonstrates the presence of large scale disruptions in
cortical and subcortical brain regions associated with the presence of
anxiety disorder in children with epilepsy compared to non-anxious



Fig. 3.Globalmeasures. Transitivity (left), harmonicmean (middle), andmodularity index (right). Participantswith epilepsy and anxiety presented significantly higher global segregation
and integration compared to both healthy controls and participants with epilepsy without anxiety. *Statistically significant between groups after ANOVA testing (corrected for multiple
comparisons). Each group result and at each density level is significant (corrected for multiple comparisons) against zero (null hypothesis).
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children with epilepsy and controls. Furthermore, these disruptions are
not limited to anxiety comorbidity since children with epilepsy alone
showed significant differences when compared to controls. Since
these effects are present near the time of epilepsy onset, the results
infer an antecedent disruption of normal neurodevelopmental brain
processes in amanner beyond the impact of epilepsy itself as represent-
ed by children with epilepsy without anxiety.

The groups of children with epilepsy who were discordant for the
presence of anxiety were comparable in intelligence, age of onset of re-
current seizures, number of medications, epilepsy syndrome, as well as
the proportion of children with other pertinent comorbidities (e.g.,
ADHD). Children with epilepsy and anxiety had a current DSM-IV anx-
iety disorder, the diagnoses of which were determined independently
of any knowledge ofMRI findings and their analysis. Classification of ep-
ilepsy syndrome and determination of other clinical seizure characteris-
tics was made independent of knowledge of the child's psychiatric
diagnosis or cognitive assessment.

While there has been controversy regarding the etiology of anxiety
disorders in epilepsy, the findings obtained here clearly suggest a pow-
erful effect of disrupted regional brain synchronization linked to the
presence of a current anxiety disorder. For the first time, network anal-
ysis using GT investigated the covariance of diverse cortical and subcor-
tical regions to determine whether and in what way children with
epilepsy and anxiety disorders differed compared to non-anxious epi-
lepsy and HC. The salient findings follow below.

4.1. Global network analysis

The network of both groups of children with epilepsy presented
higher modularity than controls as shown when the community struc-
ture was investigated and when MI was calculated. However, the
groupwith epilepsy and anxiety presented the highest modular organi-
zation suggesting non-homogeneous development in epilepsy that is
even less homogeneous when anxiety disorder is present. Moreover,
modules seem more integrated to each other suggesting high regional
interdependence between the different communities. The lowmodular
arrangement observed in controls indicates the opposite. Successful
brain development has been linked to widespread cortical thinning
(with its associated volume reduction) (Shaw et al., 2006; Shaw et al.,
2008), while children with epilepsy have shown a less homogeneous
cortical development; therefore, lower modularity in controls com-
pared to patients could be expected. However, similar studies regarding
prospective evaluations should be undertaken in order to elucidate the
actual developmental trends.

The group of children with epilepsy and anxiety presented both
higher segregation and integration compared to both controls and
non-anxious epilepsy. This was investigated through examination of
harmonic mean and transitivity and could also be inferred via inspec-
tion of Fig. 2. Furthermore, adjacency matrices presented similar
patterns of connectivity between controls and non-anxious epilepsy
compared to anxious epilepsy, the latter showing low synchronization
between cortical and subcortical structures like the thalamus, amygdala,
pallidum, and caudate. This separation between cortical and subcortical
regions can also be observed in the thresholded 2D visualization in
which subcortical areas (blue nodes) form a different module.
4.2. Centrality measures

The right fusiform gyrus consistently exhibited greater Z-score with
respect to controls in both groups with epilepsy regarding each of the
centrality measures investigated in this study. This was the node pre-
senting high local influences (as indicated by high strength and SC)
that at the same time had neighbors with high influences (EC). The fu-
siformgyrus has been associatedwith cognitive load in a verbalworking
memory task in HC (Vogan et al., 2016). However, the fusiform gyrus
has also been associatedwith abnormal resting-state functional connec-
tivity (RS-FC) among anxious subjects compared toHC (Cui et al., 2016).
Given that the right fusiform was found to be a highly central region in
both groups with epilepsy, its development might be influential over
other cortical/subcortical regions, however, it might be differentially af-
fecting each group with epilepsy.

Non-anxious epilepsy also presented the leftmedial orbitofrontal – a
region known to be part of the default mode network (DMN) – consis-
tently exhibiting greater Z-scorewith respect to controls in strength and
eigenvector centrality, while participants with epilepsy showed the
same trend for strength and subgraph centrality. The DMN is a network
of brain baseline activity that has been proved to be important in self-
referential processes, internal mentation, and focused attention
(Raichle, 2015); and its disruption has been linked to a diverse number
of neurological disorders (Buckner et al., 2008; Greicius et al., 2004;
Lustig et al., 2003). Functional and neuroanatomical studies have
shown the involvement of DMN-related regions as central measures
in healthy brains (Schaefer et al., 2014; van Oort et al., 2014). Given
that anxious children with epilepsy did not show high eigenvector cen-
trality of the medial orbitofrontal gyrus compared to controls might
demonstrate a potential functional disruption of the DMN in epilepsy
when anxiety is a psychiatric comorbidity – a node with high eigenvec-
tor centrality is one engagingwith other nodeswith high quality of con-
nections or potential hubs of the network. Stretton et al. (2015),
compared temporal lobe epilepsy (TLE) patients with and without af-
fective disorders, in order to characterize potential differential relation-
ships between DMN activity (task-based functionalmagnetic resonance
imaging) and presence/absence of anxiety. They found a direct relation-
ship between DMN-related regions deactivation and affective disorders,
although only 5 out of 17 patients had anxiety as target disorder. The in-
volvement of DMN-related structures in anxiety on healthy individuals
has also been suggested (Simpson et al., 2001; Tao et al., 2015), but such
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relationships have rarely been investigated in adults with epilepsy and
never in children with epilepsy.

Contrary to non-anxious epilepsy, the group with anxiety presented
a higher number of central regions in frontal, parietal, temporal, and an-
terior cingulate areas that consistently repeated among centrality mea-
sures. The frontal and temporal lobes help mediate language, memory,
and executive functions which are often adversely affected in the pres-
ence of anxiety disorder (Fuster, 2002). Specifically, working memory
(Hopfinger et al., 2000) has been impaired in subjects suffering from
anxiety along with sensory-perceptual processes (Cornwell et al.,
2007), and processing efficiency (Eysenck and Calvo, 1992). Additional-
ly, the anterior cingulate has been positively associated with cognitive
load in HC (Cui et al., 2016) while the primary somatosensory cortex
(located in the postcentral gyrus) is important for interoceptive aware-
ness (Khalsa et al., 2009), which is commonly affected in patients suffer-
ing from panic disorder (a type of anxiety disorder). Given that these
regions were found to be highly central areas in the group of patients
with epilepsy and anxiety they might be contributing/spreading neuro-
biological disturbances given their strategic locations regarding cogni-
tion and behavior. The group with epilepsy and anxiety is clearly
presenting their most influential nodes throughout the brain while in
non-anxious epilepsy are located in both frontal and posterior areas.

Both groups of patients also presented lower Z-scores with respect
to controls in lateral occipital regions, however, the groupwith epilepsy
and anxiety also presented the left cuneus as a region with low Z-score
compared to controls. This region was found to present lower RS-FC in
subjects suffering from anxiety compared to controls (Cui et al., 2016).
Therefore, we could speculate that the relatively lower involvement of
lateral occipital regions regarding brain volumes synchronization is re-
lated to epilepsy, however, such lower involvement of the cuneus
might be specific to anxiety disorders. Non-anxious epilepsy also pre-
sented lower Z-scores in the right pars opercularis and left pars
triangularis while the anxious group also presented consistency across
measures in the right paracentral gyrus. Both the pars opercularis and
triangularis are well-known regions for language processing in heathy
individuals, with their language involvement being found lower in chil-
drenwith epilepsy than in HC (Sepeta et al., 2015). Even though covari-
ance analyses of cortical/subcortical volumes can only inform about
indirect influences in regional development, functional associations
cannot be discarded since they have been found to be related to brain
morphometry (Brandt et al., 2015; Harms et al., 2013).

4.3. Amygdala network

When investigating the amygdala network, the results showed that
even though a few regions present amygdala synchronization above the
selected threshold (Fig. 4), 70% of those regions were hubs in the net-
work (as investigated using BC; see Table 1S of the Supplemental file
2). Given that a hub in the network— as investigated using BC— allows
efficient communication between different pairs of nodes, amygdala en-
largement is indirectly influencing many brain regions and making its
network impact not only within subcortical structures but influencing
diverse cortical regions as well.

In this investigation, the right putamenwas the only hub common to
all three groups which could be the region regulating subcortical struc-
tures. Both groups of children with epilepsy shared the left putamen as
well as hub, therefore the volume of subcortical areas might be more
Fig. 4. Centrality measures. Ranked Z-score distribution for node strength (top),
eigenvector centrality (middle), and subgraph centrality (bottom) on children with
epilepsy without anxiety disorder (green), and children with epilepsy with anxiety
disorder (red) with respect to controls. Bars with different pattern represent nodes with
a Z-score value N2 or lower than −2. Calculated at a threshold of 26%. *Statistically
significant (corrected for multiple comparisons) against zero (null hypothesis);
†Statistically significant between the given group and controls (corrected for multiple
comparisons). (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the
reader is referred to the web version of this article.)



Fig. 5. Amygdala network in anxious epilepsy. Amygdala network in children with
epilepsy and anxiety. Red = nodes correlated to bilateral amygdala, blue = nodes
correlated to the left amygdala, green = nodes correlated to the right amygdala,
gray = nodes correlated to amygdala volumes through intermediate nodes. Bigger
circles represent nodes with high BC. Calculated at a threshold of 26%. (For
interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to
the web version of this article.)
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strictly synchronized in epilepsy. The group with epilepsy and anxiety
presented the right frontal pole, the left insula, left rostralmiddle frontal
gyrus, right lingual gyrus, right inferior temporal gyrus, and right pars
opercularis as hubs that were specific to that group. The only region
where children with epilepsy and anxiety did not present any hubs
was in the parietal lobe, contrary to findings in the other groups.
Again, the lack of hubs in one of the most important regions of the
DMN in children with epilepsy and anxiety might be showing neurobi-
ological disruptions beyond the epilepsy syndrome.

Previous functional neuroimaging studies have demonstrated that
patients with social anxiety disorder (SAD) have aberrant functional
connectivity, but to our knowledge very few studies have applied GT
techniques to this issue in the general population of persons with SAD.
Liu et al. (2015) recently examined 20 SAD patients using resting-
state fMRI. Whole-brain voxel-wise functional networks were con-
structed by measuring the temporal correlations of each pair of brain
voxels and then hubs were identified by using GT methods. Compared
with HC, the SAD patients showed significantly decreased functional
connectivity strength (FCS) in bilateral precuneus and significantly in-
creased FCS in the right fusiform gyrus.

In summary, both groups with children with epilepsy presented
with abnormal covariance of cortical and subcortical volumes, indica-
tive of antecedent differences in brain development in both groups of
patients with new/recent onset epilepsy compared to controls. Howev-
er, these abnormalities were clearly more exacerbated in a number of
ways in the context of anxiety as a psychiatric comorbidity of childhood
epilepsy.

4.4. Study limitations

It would have been helpful to have a group of normally developing
children with anxiety to determine whether the patterns observed in
the anxious and non-anxious epilepsy participants were the same or
different compared to appropriate controls. While interesting, the pri-
mary emphasis here was on the children with epilepsy with versus
without anxiety given the existing competing hypotheses regarding
the etiology of anxiety in children with epilepsy (social versus
biological).

Regarding the methodology used, cortical covariance analyses as-
sume that brain regions that covary together (in thickness, volume,
etc.) are developing together. Furthermore, it can be assumed that
they could be functionally linked, therefore contributing to similar func-
tional processes. However, this approach can only convey part of the
story and does not inform about the direction inwhich regions positive-
ly correlate (e.g. does not tell if regions are increasing or decreasing in
volume). Therefore, this can only serve to inform about the positive as-
sociations between areas.

5. Conclusions

Children with recent onset epilepsies demonstrate large scale dis-
ruptions in cortical and subcortical brain regions associated with anxi-
ety that go beyond that associated with the presence of epilepsy
without anxiety. Network sciencemay serve not only to provide insight
into the possible neurobiological correlates of important comorbidities
of epilepsy, but also provide insight into the ways that cortical and
subcortical disruption occurs. Important are how these networks may
further evolve over time, how comorbidity-specific network abnormal-
ities differ, and their eventual resolution following epilepsy remission.

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at doi:10.
1016/j.nicl.2016.10.017.

Financial disclosures

The authors report no conflicts of interest.

Acknowledgements

All phases of this study were supported by the National Institute of
Neurological Disorders and Stroke (NINDS) [3RO1-44351] and by the
Clinical and Translational Science Award (CTSA) program, through the
National Institutes of Health (NIH)National Center for Advancing Trans-
lational Sciences (NCATS) [UL1TR000427]. We thank Raj Sheth MD,
Monica KoehnMD, and Jason Dozier MD for study participation and re-
cruitment of participants. Also greatly appreciated are Dace Almane,
Melissa Hanson, Kate Young, and Bjorn Hanson for overall study coordi-
nation, participant recruitment, and data management.

References

Asadi-Pooya, A.A., Schilling, C.A., Glosser, D., Tracy, J.I., Sperling, M.R., 2007 Nov. Health
locus of control in patients with epilepsy and its relationship to anxiety, depression,
and seizure control. Epilepsy Behav. 11 (3), 347–350 (PubMed PMID: 17904913).

Austin, J.K., Harezlak, J., Dunn, D.W., Huster, G.A., Rose, D.F., Ambrosius, W.T., 2001 Jan. Be-
havior problems in children before first recognized seizures. Pediatrics 107 (1),
115–122 (PubMed PMID: 11134444).

Baki, O., Erdogan, A., Kantarci, O., Akisik, G., Kayaalp, L., Yalcinkaya, C., 2004 Dec. Anxiety
and depression in children with epilepsy and their mothers. Epilepsy Behav. 5 (6),
958–964 (PubMed PMID: 15582845).

Balardin, J.B., Comfort, W.E., Daly, E., Murphy, C., Andrews, D., Murphy, D.G., et al., 2015
Oct. Decreased centrality of cortical volume covariance networks in autism spectrum
disorders. J. Psychiatr. Res. 69, 142–149 (PubMed PMID: 26343606).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2016.10.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2016.10.017
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0020


823C. Garcia-Ramos et al. / NeuroImage: Clinical 12 (2016) 815–824
Bernhardt, B.C., Chen, Z., He, Y., Evans, A.C., Bernasconi, N., 2011. Graph-theoretical anal-
ysis reveals disrupted small-world organization of cortical thickness correlation net-
works in temporal lobe epilepsy. Cereb. Cortex 21 (9), 2147–2157.

Bernhardt, B.C., Bernasconi, N., Hong, S.J., Dery, S., Bernasconi, A., 2016. Subregional
mesiotemporal network topology is altered in temporal lobe epilepsy. Cereb. Cortex
26 (7), 3237–3248 (PubMed PMID: 26223262).

Beyenburg, S., Mitchell, A.J., Schmidt, D., Elger, C.E., Reuber, M., 2005 Sep. Anxiety in pa-
tients with epilepsy: systematic review and suggestions for clinical management. Ep-
ilepsy Behav. 7 (2), 161–171 (PubMed PMID: 16054870).

Blondel, V.D., Guillaume, J.-L., Lambiotte, R., Lefebvre, E., 2008. Fast unfolding of commu-
nities in large networks. J. Stat. Mech, P10008.

Boccaletti, S., Latora, V., Moreno, Y., Chavez, M., Hwang, D.-U., 2006a. Complex networks:
structure and dynamics. Phys. Rep. 424 (4–5), 175–308.

Boccaletti, S., Latora, V., Moreno, Y., Chavez, M., Hwang, D.U., 2006 Febb. Complex net-
works: structure and dynamics. Phys. Rep. 424 (4–5), 175–308 (PubMed PMID:
WOS:000237803800001. English).

Bonilha, L., Tabesh, A., Dabbs, K., Hsu, D.A., Stafstrom, C.E., Hermann, B.P., Lin, J.J., 2014.
Neurodevelopmental alterations of large-scale structural networks in children with
new-onset epilepsy. Hum. Brain Mapp. 35 (8), 3661–3672.

Brandt, C., Schoendienst, M., Trentowska, M., May, T.W., Pohlmann-Eden, B., Tuschen-
Caffier, B., et al., 2010 Feb. Prevalence of anxiety disorders in patients with refractory
focal epilepsy—a prospective clinic based survey. Epilepsy Behav. 17 (2), 259–263
(PubMed PMID: 20075009).

Brandt, C.L., Doan, N.T., Tonnesen, S., Agartz, I., Hugdahl, K., Melle, I., et al., 2015. Assessing
brain structural associations with working-memory related brain patterns in schizo-
phrenia and healthy controls using linked independent component analysis.
NeuroImage Clin. 9, 253–263 (PubMed PMID: 26509112. Pubmed Central PMCID:
4576364).

Buckner, R.L., Andrews-Hanna, J.R., Schacter, D.L., 2008 Mar. The brain's default network:
anatomy, function, and relevance to disease. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1124, 1–38
(PubMed PMID: 18400922).

Bullmore, E., Sporns, O., 2012 Apr 13. The economy of brain network organization. Nat.
Rev. Neurosci. 13 (5):336–349. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn3214.

Caplan, R., Siddarth, P., Gurbani, S., Hanson, R., Sankar, R., Shields, W.D., 2005 May. De-
pression and anxiety disorders in pediatric epilepsy. Epilepsia 46 (5), 720–730
(PubMed PMID: 15857439).

Cendes, F., Andermann, F., Gloor, P., Gambardella, A., Lopes-Cendes, I., Watson, C., et al.,
1994 Aug. Relationship between atrophy of the amygdala and ictal fear in temporal
lobe epilepsy. Brain 117 (Pt 4), 739–746 (PubMed PMID: 7922461).

Choi-Kwon, S., Chung, C., Kim, H., Lee, S., Yoon, S., Kho, H., et al., 2003 Dec. Factors affect-
ing the quality of life in patients with epilepsy in Seoul, South Korea. Acta Neurol.
Scand. 108 (6), 428–434 (PubMed PMID: 14616296).

Cornwell, B.R., Baas, J.M., Johnson, L., Holroyd, T., Carver, F.W., Lissek, S., et al., 2007 Aug 1.
Neural responses to auditory stimulus deviance under threat of electric shock re-
vealed by spatially-filtered magnetoencephalography. NeuroImage 37 (1), 282–289
(PubMed PMID: 17566766. Pubmed Central PMCID: PMC2717627).

Cui, H., Zhang, J., Liu, Y., Li, Q., Li, H., Zhang, L., et al., 2016 Apr. Differential alterations of
resting-state functional connectivity in generalized anxiety disorder and panic disor-
der. Hum. Brain Mapp. 37 (4), 1459–1473 (PubMed PMID: 26800659).

Daley,M., Siddarth, P., Levitt, J., Gurbani, S., Shields,W.D., Sankar, R., et al., 2008 Jul. Amyg-
dala volume and psychopathology in childhood complex partial seizures. Epilepsy
Behav. 13 (1), 212–217 (PubMed PMID: 18359276. Pubmed Central PMCID:
2486270).

de Souza, E.A., Salgado, P.C., 2006 Feb. A psychosocial view of anxiety and depression in
epilepsy. Epilepsy Behav. 8 (1), 232–238 (PubMed PMID: 16356782).

Drevets, W.C., 2007 Dec. Orbitofrontal cortex function and structure in depression. Ann.
N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1121, 499–527 (PubMed PMID: 17872395).

Ekinci, O., Titus, J.B., Rodopman, A.A., Berkem, M., Trevathan, E., 2009 Jan. Depression and
anxiety in children and adolescents with epilepsy: prevalence, risk factors, and treat-
ment. Epilepsy Behav. 14 (1), 8–18 (PubMed PMID: 18804186).

Estrada, E., Rodriguez-Velazquez, J.A., 2005 May. Subgraph centrality in complex net-
works. Phys. Rev. E Stat. Nonlinear Soft Matter Phys. 71 (5 Pt 2), 056103 (PubMed
PMID: 16089598).

Ettinger, A.B., Weisbrot, D.M., Nolan, E.E., Gadow, K.D., Vitale, S.A., Andriola, M.R., et al.,
1998 Jun. Symptoms of depression and anxiety in pediatric epilepsy patients.
Epilepsia 39 (6), 595–599 (PubMed PMID: 9637601).

Eysenck, M.W., Calvo, M.G., 1992 Nov. Anxiety and performance - the processing efficien-
cy theory. Cognit. Emot. 6 (6), 409–434 (PubMed PMID: WOS:A1992KB26900001.
English).

Fuster, J.M., 2002 Mar–Jun. Frontal lobe and cognitive development. J. Neurocytol. 31 (3–
5), 373–385 (PubMed PMID: 12815254).

Gaitatzis, A., Carroll, K., Majeed, A., WS, J., 2004 Dec. The epidemiology of the comorbidity
of epilepsy in the general population. Epilepsia 45 (12), 1613–1622 (PubMed PMID:
15571520).

Gandy, M., Sharpe, L., Perry, K.N., 2012 Nov. Psychosocial predictors of depression and
anxiety in patients with epilepsy: a systematic review. J. Affect. Disord. 140 (3),
222–232 (PubMed PMID: 22197509).

Gleichgerrcht, E., Kocher, M., Bonilha, L., 2015 Nov. Connectomics and graph theory anal-
yses: novel insights into network abnormalities in epilepsy. Epilepsia 56 (11),
1660–1668 (PubMed PMID: 26391203).

Goldstein, M.A., Harden, C.L., 2000 Aug. Epilepsy and anxiety. Epilepsy Behav. 1 (4),
228–234 (PubMed PMID: 12609439).

Greicius, M.D., Srivastava, G., Reiss, A.L., Menon, V., 2004 Mar 30. Default-mode network
activity distinguishes Alzheimer's disease from healthy aging: evidence from func-
tional MRI. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 101 (13), 4637–4642 (PubMed PMID:
15070770. Pubmed Central PMCID: 384799).
Guimond, A., Braun, C.M., Belanger, E., Rouleau, I., 2008 Jun. Ictal fear depends on the ce-
rebral laterality of the epileptic activity. Epileptic Disord. 10 (2), 101–112 (PubMed
PMID: 18539560).

Harms, M.P., Wang, L., Csernansky, J.G., Barch, D.M., 2013 Jan. Structure-function relation-
ship of working memory activity with hippocampal and prefrontal cortex volumes.
Brain Struct. Funct. 218 (1), 173–186 (PubMed PMID: 22362200. Pubmed Central
PMCID: 3858000).

Hermann, B.P., Jones, J.E., 2006. Intractable epilepsy and patterns of psychiatric comorbid-
ity. Adv. Neurol. 97, 367–374 (PubMed PMID: 16383147).

Hopfinger, J.B., Buonocore, M.H., Mangun, G.R., 2000 Mar. The neural mechanisms of top-
down attentional control. Nat. Neurosci. 3 (3), 284–291 (PubMed PMID: 10700262).

Humphries, M.D., Gurney, K., 2008. Network ‘small-world-ness’: a quantitative method
for determining canonical network equivalence. PLoS One 3 (4), e2051.

Johnson, E.K., Jones, J.E., Seidenberg, M., Hermann, B.P., 2004 May. The relative impact of
anxiety, depression, and clinical seizure features on health-related quality of life in
epilepsy. Epilepsia 45 (5), 544–550 (PubMed PMID: 15101836).

Jones, J.E., 2014 Oct. Treating anxiety disorders in children and adolescents with epilepsy:
what do we know? Epilepsy Behav. 39, 137–142 (PubMed PMID: 25001580).

Jones, C., Reilly, C., 2016. Parental anxiety in childhood epilepsy: a systematic review.
Epilepsia 57 (4), 529–537 (PubMed PMID: 26864870).

Jones, J.E., Watson, R., Sheth, R., Caplan, R., Koehn, M., Seidenberg, M., et al., 2007 Jul. Psy-
chiatric comorbidity in children with new onset epilepsy. Dev. Med. Child Neurol. 49
(7), 493–497 (PubMed PMID: 17593119).

Jones, J.E., Jackson, D.C., Chambers, K.L., Dabbs, K., Hsu, D.A., Stafstrom, C.E., et al., 2015
Feb. Childrenwith epilepsy and anxiety: subcortical and cortical differences. Epilepsia
56 (2), 283–290 (PubMed PMID: 25580566. Pubmed Central PMCID: 4340751).

Kessler, R.C., Avenevoli, S., McLaughlin, K.A., Green, J.G., Lakoma, M.D., Petukhova, M., et
al., 2012 Sep. Lifetime co-morbidity of DSM-IV disorders in the US national comorbid-
ity survey replication adolescent supplement (NCS-A). Psychol. Med. 42 (9),
1997–2010 (PubMed PMID: 22273480. Pubmed Central PMCID: PMC3448706).

Khalsa, S.S., Rudrauf, D., Feinstein, J.S., Tranel, D., 2009 Dec. The pathways of interoceptive
awareness. Nat. Neurosci. 12 (12), 1494–1496 (PubMed PMID: 19881506. Pubmed
Central PMCID: 2787640).

Kimiskidis, V.K., Valeta, T., 2012 Sep. Epilepsy and anxiety: epidemiology, classification,
aetiology, and treatment. Epileptic Disord. 14 (3), 248–256 (PubMed PMID:
22947395).

Kobau, R., Gilliam, F., Thurman, D.J., 2006 Nov. Prevalence of self-reported epilepsy or sei-
zure disorder and its associations with self-reported depression and anxiety: results
from the 2004 HealthStyles survey. Epilepsia 47 (11), 1915–1921 (PubMed PMID:
17116032).

Kwan, P., Yu, E., Leung, H., Leon, T., Mychaskiw, M.A., 2009 May. Association of subjective
anxiety, depression, and sleep disturbance with quality-of-life ratings in adults with
epilepsy. Epilepsia 50 (5), 1059–1066 (PubMed PMID: 19170734).

Kwon, O.Y., Park, S.P., 2013 Jan. Frequency of affective symptoms and their psychosocial
impact in Korean people with epilepsy: a survey at two tertiary care hospitals. Epilep-
sy Behav. 26 (1), 51–56 (PubMed PMID: 23207517).

Kwon, O.Y., Park, S.P., 2014 Jul. Depression and anxiety in people with epilepsy. J. Clin.
Neurol. 10 (3), 175–188 (PubMed PMID: 25045369. Pubmed Central PMCID:
4101093).

Lerch, J.P., Worsley, K., Shaw, W.P., Greenstein, D.K., Lenroot, R.K., Giedd, J., Evans, A.C.,
2006. Mapping anatomical correlations across cerebral cortex (MACACC) using corti-
cal thickness from MRI. NeuroImage 31 (3), 993–1003.

Liu, F., Zhu, C., Wang, Y., Guo, W., Li, M., Wang, W., Long, Z., Meng, Y., Cui, Q., Zeng, L.,
Gong, Q., Zhang, W., Chen, H., 2015 Sep. Disrupted cortical hubs in functional brain
networks in social anxiety disorder. Clin. Neurophysiol. 126 (9), 1711–1716 (PubMed
PMID: 25534495).

Lustig, C., Snyder, A.Z., Bhakta, M., O'Brien, K.C., McAvoy, M., Raichle, M.E., et al., 2003 Nov
25. Functional deactivations: change with age and dementia of the Alzheimer type.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 100 (24), 14504–14509 (PubMed PMID: 14608034.
Pubmed Central PMCID: 283621).

Ma, Q., Huang, B., Wang, J., Seger, C., Yang, W., Li, C., et al., 2016 Feb 10. Altered modular
organization of intrinsic brain functional networks in patients with Parkinson's dis-
ease. Brain Imaging Behav. [Epub ahead of print] (PubMed PMID: 26860909).

McDermott, M.M., Lefevre, F., Feinglass, J., Reifler, D., Dolan, N., Potts, S., et al., 1995 Jan.
Changes in study design, gender issues, and other characteristics of clinical research
published in three major medical journals from 1971 to 1991. J. Gen. Intern. Med.
10 (1), 13–18 (PubMed PMID: 7699481).

Mears, D., Pollard, H.B., 2016. Network science and the human brain: using graph theory
to understand the brain and one of its hubs, the amygdala, in health and disease.
J. Neurosci. Res. 94 (6), 590–605 (PubMed PMID: 26771046).

Minami, N., Morino, M., Uda, T., Komori, T., Nakata, Y., Arai, N., et al., 2015 Aug. Surgery for
amygdala enlargement withmesial temporal lobe epilepsy: pathological findings and
seizure outcome. J. Neurol. Neurosurg. Psychiatry 86 (8), 887–894 (PubMed PMID:
25224675).

Newman, M.E.J., 2003. The structure and function of complex networks. SIAM Rev. 45,
167–256.

Raichle, M.E., 2015 Jul 8. The brain's default mode network. Annu. Rev. Neurosci. 38,
433–447 (PubMed PMID: 25938726).

Reilly, C., Agnew, R., Neville, B.G., 2011 Oct. Depression and anxiety in childhood epilepsy:
a review. Seizure 20 (8), 589–597 (PubMed PMID: 21741277).

Reilly, C., Atkinson, P., Chin, R.F., Das, K.B., Gillberg, C., Aylett, S.E., et al., 2015 Nov.
Symptoms of anxiety and depression in school-aged children with active epilep-
sy: a population-based study. Epilepsy Behav. 52 (Pt A), 174–179 (PubMed
PMID: 26432983).

Schaefer, A., Margulies, D.S., Lohmann, G., Gorgolewski, K.J., Smallwood, J., Kiebel, S.J., et
al., 2014. Dynamic network participation of functional connectivity hubs assessed

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn3214
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0310


824 C. Garcia-Ramos et al. / NeuroImage: Clinical 12 (2016) 815–824
by resting-state fMRI. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 8, 195 (PubMed PMID: 24860458.
Pubmed Central PMCID: 4018560).

Schreibman Cohen, A., Daley, M., Siddarth, P., Levitt, J., Loesch, I.K., Altshuler, L., et al., 2009
Nov. Amygdala volumes in childhood absence epilepsy. Epilepsy Behav. 16 (3),
436–441 (PubMed PMID: 19766541).

Sepeta, L.N., Croft, L.J., Zimmaro, L.A., Duke, E.S., Terwilliger, V.K., Yerys, B.E., et al., 2015
Feb. Reduced language connectivity in pediatric epilepsy. Epilepsia 56 (2), 273–282
(PubMed PMID: 25516399. Pubmed Central PMCID: 4340750).

Shaw, P., Greenstein, D., Lerch, J., Clasen, L., Lenroot, R., Gogtay, N., et al., 2006 Mar 30. In-
tellectual ability and cortical development in children and adolescents. Nature 440
(7084), 676–679 (PubMed PMID: 16572172).

Shaw, P., Kabani, N.J., Lerch, J.P., Eckstrand, K., Lenroot, R., Gogtay, N., et al., 2008 Apr 2.
Neurodevelopmental trajectories of the human cerebral cortex. J. Neurosci. 28 (14),
3586–3594 (PubMed PMID: 18385317).

Shimada-Sugimoto, M., Otowa, T., Hettema, J.M., 2015 Jul. Genetics of anxiety disorders:
genetic epidemiological and molecular studies in humans. Psychiatry Clin. Neurosci.
69 (7), 388–401 (PubMed PMID: 25762210).

Simpson Jr., J.R., Drevets, W.C., Snyder, A.Z., Gusnard, D.A., Raichle, M.E., 2001 Jan 16. Emo-
tion-induced changes in human medial prefrontal cortex: II. During anticipatory anx-
iety. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 98 (2), 688–693 (PubMed PMID: 11209066. Pubmed
Central PMCID: 14649).

Song, J., Nair, V.A., Gaggl, W., Prabhakaran, V., 2015 Jun. Disrupted brain functional orga-
nization in epilepsy revealed by graph theory analysis. Brain Connect. 5 (5), 276–283
(PubMed PMID: 25647011. Pubmed Central PMCID: PMC4490776).

Spizzirri, L., 2011. Justification and application of eigenvector centrality. Algebra in Geog-
raphy: Eigenvectors of Networks. 7.

Sporns, O., Honey, C.J., Kotter, R., 2007. Identification and classification of hubs in brain
networks. PLoS One 2 (10), e1049 (PubMed PMID: 17940613. Pubmed Central
PMCID: 2013941).

Stefanello, S., Marin-Leon, L., Fernandes, P.T., Li, L.M., Botega, N.J., 2011. Depression and
anxiety in a community sample with epilepsy in Brazil. Arq. Neuropsiquiatr. 69
(2B), 342–348 (PubMed PMID: 21625763).

Stretton, J., Pope, R.A., Winston, G.P., Sidhu, M.K., Symms, M., Duncan, J.S., et al., 2015 Feb.
Temporal lobe epilepsy and affective disorders: the role of the subgenual anterior
cingulate cortex. J. Neurol. Neurosurg. Psychiatry 86 (2), 144–151 (PubMed PMID:
24876189. Pubmed Central PMCID: 4316913).
Tao, Y., Liu, B., Zhang, X., Li, J., Qin, W., Yu, C., et al., 2015. The structural connectivity pat-
tern of the default mode network and its association with memory and anxiety.
Front. Neuroanat. 9, 152 (PubMed PMID: 26635544. Pubmed Central PMCID:
4659898).

Tebartz van Elst, L., Woermann, F.G., Lemieux, L., Trimble, M.R., 1999 Dec 15. Amygdala
enlargement in dysthymia—a volumetric study of patients with temporal lobe epilep-
sy. Biol. Psychiatry 46 (12), 1614–1623 (PubMed PMID: 10624542).

Tellez-Zenteno, J.F., Patten, S.B., Jette, N., Williams, J., Wiebe, S., 2007 Dec. Psychiatric co-
morbidity in epilepsy: a population-based analysis. Epilepsia 48 (12), 2336–2344
(PubMed PMID: 17662062).

van Oort, E.S., van Cappellen van Walsum, A.M., Norris, D.G., 2014 Apr 15. An investiga-
tion into the functional and structural connectivity of the default mode network.
NeuroImage 90, 381–389 (PubMed PMID: 24382524).

Vazquez, B., Devinsky, O., 2003 Dec. Epilepsy and anxiety. Epilepsy Behav. 4 (Suppl 4),
S20–S25 (PubMed PMID: 14654424).

Victoroff, J.I., Benson, F., Grafton, S.T., Engel Jr., J., Mazziotta, J.C., 1994 Feb. Depression in
complex partial seizures. Electroencephalography and cerebral metabolic correlates.
Arch. Neurol. 51 (2), 155–163 (PubMed PMID: 8304841).

Vogan, V.M., Morgan, B.R., Powell, T.L., Smith, M.L., Taylor, M.J., 2016 Feb. The
neurodevelopmental differences of increasing verbal working memory demand in
children and adults. Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 17, 19–27 (PubMed PMID: 26615571).

Wang, J., Zuo, X., He, Y., 2010. Graph-based network analysis of resting-state functional
MRI. Front. Syst. Neurosci. 4, 16.

Watts, D.J., Strogatz, S.H., 1998 Jun 4. Collective dynamics of ‘small-world’ networks. Na-
ture 393 (6684), 440–442 (PubMed PMID: 9623998).

Yeo, R.A., Ryman, S.G., van den Heuvel, M.P., de Reus, M.A., Jung, R.E., Pommy, J., et al.,
2016 Feb. Graph metrics of structural brain networks in individuals with schizophre-
nia and healthy controls: group differences, relationships with intelligence, and ge-
netics. J. Int. Neuropsychol. Soc. 22 (2), 240–249 (PubMed PMID: 26888620).

Yilmazer-Hanke, D., O'Loughlin, E., McDermott, K., 2016. Contribution of amygdala pa-
thology to comorbid emotional disturbances in temporal lobe epilepsy. J. Neurosci.
Res. 94 (6), 486–503 (PubMed PMID: 26525920).

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2213-1582(16)30198-X/rf0420

	Disruptions in cortico-�subcortical covariance networks associated with anxiety in new-�onset childhood epilepsy
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	2.1. Participants
	2.2. Psychiatric diagnostic interview
	2.3. Image acquisition and analysis
	2.4. Graph theory analysis
	2.4.1. Nodes definition and network analysis
	2.4.2. Graph theory measures and statistical analyses


	3. Results
	3.1. Matrix visualization
	3.2. Global measures
	3.3. Centrality measures
	3.4. Amygdala connectivity
	3.5. Supplemental analyses

	4. Discussion
	4.1. Global network analysis
	4.2. Centrality measures
	4.3. Amygdala network
	4.4. Study limitations

	5. Conclusions
	Financial disclosures
	Acknowledgements
	References




