Mapping human auditory cortex according to BOLD fMRI response to click-train stimuli varying in presentation rate and binaural-level configuration
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2) Cortical surface extraction using Freesurfer
Between-subject alignment via sphere

At left, light gray: positive curvature (gyri),
dark gray: negative curvature (sulci)
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3) Projection to equal-area map (Mollweide)
Center on HG x STG, STG on equator
1x1mm grid, 3x3 mm (FWHM) smoothing

ROI 4 ROI 5 ROI 6 ROI 6 ROI 5 ROI 4
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4) Definition of 9 regions of interest

3 x 3 oblique arrangement

Oriented along HG (L-M), STG (A-P)
Abbreviations AngG: angular gyrus; ROI 1 = anterolateral, ROl 9 = posteromedial

CC: corpus callosum; CingG:
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