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The purpose of this study was to examine the feasibility of using functional magnetic
resonance imaging (fMRI) to measure pedaling-related brain activation in individuals with
stroke and age-matched controls. We also sought to identify stroke-related changes in
brain activation associated with pedaling. Fourteen stroke and 12 control subjects were
asked to pedal a custom, MRI-compatible device during fMRI. Subjects also performed
lower limb tapping to localize brain regions involved in lower limb movement. All stroke
and control subjects were able to pedal while positioned for fMRI. Two control subjects
were withdrawn due to claustrophobia, and one control data set was excluded from
analysis due to an incidental finding. In the stroke group, one subject was unable to
enter the gantry due to excess adiposity, and one stroke data set was excluded from
analysis due to excessive head motion. Consequently, 81% of subjects (12/14 stroke,
9/12 control) completed all procedures and provided valid pedaling-related fMRI data.
In these subjects, head motion was ≤3 mm. In both groups, brain activation localized
to the medial aspect of M1, S1, and Brodmann’s area 6 (BA6) and to the cerebellum
(vermis, lobules IV, V, VIII). The location of brain activation was consistent with leg areas.
Pedaling-related brain activation was apparent on both sides of the brain, with values for
laterality index (LI) of −0.06 (0.20) in the stroke cortex, 0.05 (±0.06) in the control cortex,
0.29 (0.33) in the stroke cerebellum, and 0.04 (0.15) in the control cerebellum. In the
stroke group, activation in the cerebellum – but not cortex – was significantly lateralized
toward the damaged side of the brain (p = 0.01). The volume of pedaling-related brain
activation was smaller in stroke as compared to control subjects. Differences reached
statistical significance when all active regions were examined together [p = 0.03; 27,694
(9,608) µL stroke; 37,819 (9,169) µL control]. When individual regions were examined
separately, reduced brain activation volume reached statistical significance in BA6 [p =
0.04; 4,350 (2,347) µL stroke; 6,938 (3,134) µL control] and cerebellum [p = 0.001;
4,591 (1,757) µL stroke; 8,381 (2,835) µL control]. Regardless of whether activated
regions were examined together or separately, there were no significant between-group
differences in brain activation intensity [p = 0.17; 1.30 (0.25)% stroke; 1.16 (0.20)%
control]. Reduced volume in the stroke group was not observed during lower limb
tapping and could not be fully attributed to differences in head motion or movement
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rate. There was a tendency for pedaling-related brain activation volume to increase with
increasing work performed by the paretic limb during pedaling (p = 0.08, r = 0.525).
Hence, the results of this study provide two original and important contributions. First,
we demonstrated that pedaling can be used with fMRI to examine brain activation
associated with lower limb movement in people with stroke. Unlike previous lower limb
movements examined with fMRI, pedaling involves continuous, reciprocal, multijoint
movement of both limbs. In this respect, pedaling has many characteristics of functional
lower limb movements, such as walking. Thus, the importance of our contribution lies
in the establishment of a novel paradigm that can be used to understand how the brain
adapts to stroke to produce functional lower limb movements. Second, preliminary
observations suggest that brain activation volume is reduced during pedaling post-
stroke. Reduced brain activation volume may be due to anatomic, physiology, and/or
behavioral differences between groups, but methodological issues cannot be excluded.
Importantly, brain action volume post-stroke was both task-dependent and mutable,
which suggests that it could be modified through rehabilitation. Future work will explore
these possibilities.

Keywords: rehabilitation, hemiparesis, hemiplegia, locomotion, lower extremity, fMRI, imaging, plasticity

Introduction

Functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) has been used
extensively to investigate cortical contributions to upper limb
movement in individuals with post-stroke hemiparesis. For
example, fMRI has been used to examine cortical activation
during paretic wrist, hand, and finger movements; in acute and
chronic stroke survivors; before, during and after rehabilitation
(Cramer et al., 1997, 2000, 2001; Cao et al., 1998; Marshall et al.,
2000; Pariente et al., 2001; Pineiro et al., 2001; Carey et al., 2002;
Small et al., 2002; Ward et al., 2003; Dong et al., 2007). The
resulting body of literature has contributed to the development
of a number of models explaining how the brain adapts to injury,
recovery, and rehabilitation to produce upper limb movement
after stroke (Johansen-Berg et al., 2002; Calautti and Baron, 2003;
Fridman et al., 2004). Suchmodels contribute to our fundamental
understanding of neural adaptation and provide a framework for
scientifically grounded rehabilitation interventions.

In contrast to the upper limb, fewer studies have used fMRI to
examine brain activation during paretic lower limb movement.
Moreover, existing studies are limited to unilateral, single joint
movements of the ankle and knee (Carey et al., 2004; Dobkin
et al., 2004; Luft et al., 2004, 2005; Jang et al., 2005; You et al.,
2005; Kim et al., 2006; Enzinger et al., 2008, 2009; MacIntosh
et al., 2008). While these paradigms provide some insight into
cortical control of the lower limb post-stroke, they lack important
components of functional movements of the lower limbs, many
of which are bilateral, reciprocal, and multijoint. The limited use
of fMRI with lower limb movements has contributed to a lack
of understanding of how the stroke-affected brain adapts – or
fails to adapt – to produce such movements. Lack of knowledge
in this area is problematic in light of abundant literature
indicating that the cerebral cortices and other regions of the
brain contribute to functional lower limb movements, including

uncomplicated locomotor behaviors such as treadmill and over
ground walking (Petersen et al., 2001; Nielsen, 2003; Pyndt
and Nielsen, 2003). This literature provides a major advance
from prior understanding that cortical involvement is limited
to sophisticated locomotor behaviors such as obstacle avoidance
(Drew, 1993; Drew et al., 2002, 1996). Hence, the role of the
cortex and other regions of the brain should be included in
any framework for understanding neural control of lower limb
movement after stroke.

To address this knowledge gap, we recently developed an
experimental paradigm that uses fMRI to record whole brain
activation during pedaling (Mehta et al., 2009). Pedaling is
a useful model because it involves continuous, reciprocal,
multijoint extension and flexion of both lower limbs, and
therefore, shares characteristics of functional lower limb
movements. It is also possible to pedal while lying supine, thus
enabling the use of fMRI. In recent publications, we described
and validated our methods for recording pedaling-related brain
activation with fMRI in young, healthy controls (Mehta et al.,
2009). We also described the location, volume, and intensity of
pedaling-related brain activation in this population (Mehta et al.,
2009, 2012). The next step in narrowing the knowledge gap in
stroke was to determine whether our paradigm could be used
with stroke survivors. We felt that the pedaling approach was
promising because our group and others have used pedaling
to understand other aspects of neural control of lower limb
movement post-stroke (Brown and Kautz, 1998, 1999; Kautz and
Brown, 1998; Schindler-Ivens et al., 2004, 2008; Kautz et al., 2006;
Fuchs et al., 2011). However, we had questions as to whether
stroke survivors would be able to pedal the custom-designed
device with the head and torso restrained, as is required for fMRI.
We were also concerned that abnormal neck and trunk posture,
which is often seen after stroke, could make it difficult to position
the head for fMRI. Finally, we questioned whether head motion
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could be adequately minimized in the presence of stroke-related
movement impairments, such as hyperreflexia, increased muscle
stiffness, and non-fluid movement execution. We had similar
questions regarding age-matched individuals without stroke, who
would be required for control experiments.

Hence, the primary aim of this study was to examine
the feasibility of recording brain activation with fMRI during
pedaling in individuals with stroke and age-matched controls.
Secondary aims were to identify regions of pedaling-related brain
activation and to measure the volume and intensity of activation
in these regions in order to identify, if present, any stroke-related
changes. Portions of this work have been reported previously in
abstract (Promjunyakul et al., 2011).

Materials and Methods

Subjects
To be included, all subjects had to be free from contraindications
to fMRI (e.g., metal implants and foreign bodies, pregnancy,
history of claustrophobia) and orthopedic conditions that could
interfere with pedaling (e.g., severe muscle contracture, arthritis,
or pain in the spine or extremities). It was also required that
subjects be free from contraindications to exercise, as light
exercise was inherent to the pedaling task. Contraindications
to exercise included but were not limited to hypertension,
angina, abnormal ECG findings, recent myocardial infarction,
heart arrhythmia, heart block, or heart failure. Finally, because
pedaling was done in supine, subjects were required to tolerate
supine positioning for ∼2 h.

Stroke subjects had to have sustained a stroke at least 6 months
prior to testing. Cortical and subcortical strokes on either side of
the brain were allowed; however, strokes had to be outside the
leg area of the primary sensory (S1) and primary motor (M1)
cortices (i.e., the medial aspect of the pre- and post-central gyri).
Exclusion of strokes in these regions was important because prior
work in young, healthy adults has shown that pedaling produces
brain activation in the medial aspect of M1 and S1 (Christensen
et al., 2000; Mehta et al., 2009, 2012). Hence, activation in these
regions would provide support for detection of pedaling-related
brain activation. Control subjects were required to be free of
stroke and other neurological disease or injury. Effort was made
to match control and stroke groups with respect to age and
sex.

Fourteen individuals with stroke [nine females; mean (SD)
age 54.5 (12.3) years] and 12 controls [six females; age 53.4
(13.1) years], all of whom met inclusion criteria, gave written
informed consent according to the Declaration of Helsinki and
institutional guidelines at Marquette University and the Medical
College of Wisconsin. Time since stroke was 11.4 (13.0) years.
Eight stroke subjects had subcortical lesions involving the
internal capsule, corona radiata, basal ganglia, or thalamus.
Six stroke participants had lesions affecting a portion of the
cerebral cortex outside the leg area of M1 and S1. There were
six subjects with left- and seven subjects with right-sided stroke.
One subject had subcortical lesions on the right and left side. See
Table 1. TA
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Procedures
Stroke subjects underwent a battery of assessments to
characterize sensory and motor impairment of the lower
limbs. Values are reported in Table 1. Tests included
the 8 m comfortable walk test for walking velocity and
the lower extremity Fugl-Meyer (FMLEtotal), which was
subdivided into motor (FMLEmotor) and sensory (FMLEsens)
components. FMLEmotor included tests for reflex activity, synergy,
coordination, and balance. FMLEsens included light touch and
proprioception.

We also quantified the percent mechanical work performed
by the paretic limb during pedaling (%Work). This measurement
was made outside the scanning environment, using a non-fMRI-
compatible pedaling device equipped with force and position
sensors. This device and the methods for quantifying work have
been described previously (Kautz and Brown, 1998; Schindler-
Ivens et al., 2008; Fuchs et al., 2011). In brief, subjects pedaled
at a comfortable rate against a moderate load while we measured
the forces applied to each pedal and the position of the crank and
the pedals. We computed the forces oriented tangentially to the
crank arm, as these forces create a torque about the crank center
(referred to as crank torque) that produces angular acceleration
and deceleration of the crank. Crank torque was plotted against
crank angle, and the area under the resulting curve yielded the
mechanical work done by the limb. Positive and negative areas
were computed separately to measure the propulsive (positive
area) and retarding (negative area) work done by each limb.
Percent work done by the paretic limb [propulsive [%Work(+)],
retardant [%Work(−)], and net [%Work(net)]] were computed
as theWork(paretic)/Work(total) *100, whereWork(paretic) was
the work done by the paretic limb andWork(total) was the sum of
the work done by both legs. Hence, 50% indicates equal sharing of
the work between the paretic and non-paretic limbs, as is typical
for able-bodied individuals.

Finally, we characterized stroke-related walking impairment
with respect to temporal, spatial, and kinetic symmetry.
Measurements were made while subjects walked at a self-selected
comfortable rate along a 6 m walkway. Standard motion capture
procedures were used to measure swing and stance phase time
and step length. Force plates were used to record anterior–
posterior ground reaction forces. From these recordings, we
computed the temporal symmetry ratio (TSR), step length ratio
(SLR), and the between-limb symmetry of walking kinetics
(KINSYM). TSR was defined as the ratio of swing phase time
to the stance phase time of the paretic to the non-paretic limb.
SLR was the ratio of the paretic to non-paretic step length. Values
of 1 for TSR and SLR indicated perfect kinematic symmetry
between the legs. KINSYM was calculated for the propulsive
[KINSYM(+)], braking [KINSYM(−)], and net [KINSYM(net)]
impulses generated by each limb as the ratio of the paretic
impulse to the sum of the impulses generated by both limbs.
Values were expressed as percent, with 50% representing perfect
between-limb symmetry.

After familiarization outside the scanning environment, all
subjects were asked to perform pedaling and foot tapping during
fMRI. The purpose of tapping was to identify regions of the
brain activated by leg movement. Our prior work in young,

healthy controls showed that pedaling and tapping produced
brain activation in similar cortical locations (Mehta et al.,
2009). Hence, we reasoned that similar regions of activation
during pedaling and tapping in stroke survivors would suggest
that recorded signals were due to brain activation, not motion
artifact.

During pedaling, the feet were fastened to a custom-designed
device positioned on a scanner bed. See Figure 1A. This device
has been described and validated for fMRI previously (Mehta
et al., 2009). In brief, it was a direct-drive, flywheel-equipped
apparatus constructed of non-metallic materials that provided a
light mechanical workload (<2 J). The device was instrumented
with anMRI-compatible rotary optical encoder (model: TD 5207,
Micronor Inc., Newbury Park, CA, USA) that was coupled to the
crank shaft. The encoder measured crank position from which
pedaling rate was computed. Subjects were asked to pedal at a
comfortable rate.We utilized a block design consisting of six runs
of pedaling. As shown in Figure 1B, a single run consisted of
30 s of pedaling, followed by 30 s of rest, repeated four times.
The duration of the blocks provided ample time for subjects to
respond to the pedal cue, initiate leg moment, and achieve a
steady pedaling rate, with time remaining for the blood-oxygen-
level dependent (BOLD) signal to reach its peak. Similarly, there
was adequate time to respond to the rest cue, terminate leg
movement, and allow the BOLD signal to return to baseline
(Malonek and Grinvald, 1996). Each run was preceded by 18 s
of rest, 10 s of which were discarded to eliminate non-steady state
magnetization artifacts.

During tapping, subjects’ legs were positioned over a foam
bolster such that the hip and knees were flexed and the feet
were approximately 15 cm above the surface of the scanner bed.
A circular button (6.35 cm diameter) connected to a switch
(Jelly Bean Twist Top Switch, AbleNet, Inc., Roseville, MN, USA)
was placed under the foot. Subjects were asked to dorsi- and
plantarflex the ankle at a comfortable rate to tap the button.
Knee flexion/extension was allowed if ankle movement was not
possible. Tapping was performed with one limb at a time. Each
time the button was tapped, a pulse was generated. These data
were used to calculate tapping rate. An event-related design
consisting of three runs was used. A single run included 20
moving events and 74 resting events with 2 s per event, presented
in random order. The parameters of the event-related design,
including the number of events and the ratio of tap to rest
events, were created with the RSFgen subroutine in Analysis
of Functional NeuroImages (AFNI) software (Cox, 1996). The
Nodata subroutine, also in AFNI, was used to test the adequacy
of these parameters. Specifically, NoData used deconvolution to
evaluate the shape of the hemodynamic responses created by the
generated model.

During pedaling and tapping, a static tone indicated when
to move; silence indicated rest. As shown in Figure 1A, the
head was placed in a radio frequency coil and secured with
a beaded vacuum pillow, a chin strap, and other padding as
needed to minimize motion. The trunk was secured with a
Velcro strap. Audio cues were delivered through MRI compatible
ear buds. An additional set of headphones was used to protect
against scanner noise. An emergency squeeze ball was provided.
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FIGURE 1 | Set-up and fMRI processing. (A) Subject positioned for
pedaling during functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI). (B) A single
run consisted of 30 s of pedaling followed by 30 s of rest, repeated four
times. The pedaling portion of the run (P) is shown in white; rest (R) is

shown in gray. Recorded data (Experimental) were fit to a canonical function
(Model) only during the rest portion of the run. Recorded data (Experimental)
represent the time series of a single voxel in the cortex. See Mehta et al.
(2009, 2012) for details.

Participants were observed for safety and comfort and were
able to communicate via intercom. We also had access to real
time head position information. If we observed excessive head
motion, we repositioned the head with additional care to limit
motion and then restarted data collection. Pedaling and tapping
were performed on two different days and counterbalanced to
minimize ordering effects.

A 3.0TMRI scanner and a single channel transmit/receive split
head coil were used (General Electric Healthcare, Milwaukee,
WI, USA). Functional images (T2∗-weighted) were acquired
using echo echoplanar imaging [repetition time (TR): 2000 ms,
echo time (TE): 25 ms, flip angle: 77◦, 36 contiguous slices in
the sagittal plane, 64 × 64 matrix, 4 mm slice thickness, and
field of view (FOV): 240 mm]. The resolution of the images
was 3.75 mm × 3.75 mm × 4 mm. Anatomical images (T1-
weighted) were obtained with a spoiled GRASS pulse sequence
approximately half way through scan sessions (TR: 9.6 ms,
TE: 39 ms, flip angle: 12◦, 256 × 244 matrix, resolution:
1 mm3, FOV: 240 mm, 148 slices in the sagittal plane, and
NEX: 1).

Processing and Analysis
Processing of fMRI signals was completed using AFNI software.
Dicom files containing fMRI signals were converted into
3-dimensional images. Individual voxels were aligned to the same
temporal origin within each TR. The first four TRs within each
run were removed to eliminate non-steady state magnetization
artifacts. Multiple runs were concatenated and registered to the
functional scan obtained closest in time to the anatomical scan.
To identify voxels containing pedaling-related brain activation,
general linear modeling was used to fit a canonical hemodynamic
response function (a box car function convolved with a gamma
function) to the measured BOLD signal. Conventional fMRI
signal processing for block designs in which the entire BOLD
signal is fit to a canonical function may not appropriate for
measuring pedaling-related brain activation because limb and
head motion can cause signal artifact (Mehta et al., 2009). To
overcome this confound, we fit only the portion of the BOLD
time-series after pedaling stopped (i.e., the rest period) to the
canonical function. See Figure 1B. To do so, the canonical
function was created “as if ” all of the data (pedal and rest)
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would be used in analysis. Then, prior to fitting the data to the
canonical function, we used the censor subroutine in AFNI to
specify which time points would be included in analysis. The
parameters of the censor subroutine were set to include the
rest portion of the task and to exclude the pedaling portion.
A total of 720 s of data (30 s per block, four blocks per run,
six runs) were included in analysis. This approach has been
validated previously (Mehta et al., 2009) and is justified because
the onset and termination of BOLD signals are delayed with
respect to behavior (Blamire et al., 1992; Bandettini and Cox,
2000). Hence, movement-free BOLD signal remains present after
pedaling has stopped. Based on known hemodynamic responses
to local neuronal activity (Blamire et al., 1992; Malonek and
Grinvald, 1996; Bandettini and Cox, 2000), approximately 1/3
(i.e., 10 s) of the signal analyzed represented pedaling-related
brain activation. The remainder represented rest. To identify
voxels containing tapping-related brain activation, voxel-wise
hemodynamic response functions were used. Head position
was used as a variable of no interest. Functional data were
blurred using a full width half maximum Gaussian filter. To
identify significantly active voxels at a family wise error rate
of p < 0.05, we used Monte Carlo simulation (AlphaSim) to
set an appropriate cluster size for a given individual voxel
p-value. Cluster sizes were determined individually for each
subject, and depending on the subject, were 7–8 voxels. The
input parameters to AlphaSim were the subject’s whole brain
image, the size of the Gaussian filter, the cluster connection
radius, the individual voxel probability, and the number of
iterations. Cluster connection radius (6.6 mm), individual voxel
probability (0.005), and number of iterations (1000) remained
constant across all subjects. Gaussian filter parameters varied
across subjects because the blur level input was based on the
inherent blur value in each subject’s data. We used the subroutine
3dFWHMx in AFNI to compute the blur level. Significantly
correlated voxels outside of the brain and negatively correlated
voxels were ignored. Voxels with percent signal change greater
than 10 were also ignored, as these large changes were likely due
to edge effects.

Quantitative measures of brain activation were extracted
from each subject’s data individually, in their native coordinate
system. The decision to analyze the data in native space (not
standard space) was based on the observation that, in some stroke
subjects, the lesion eliminated anatomical landmarks used for
standardization. This was a concern, as absence of landmarks
could lead to errors in standardization and inaccurate localization
of brain activation.

Measures were extracted from M1/S1, Brodmann’s area 6
(BA6), and cerebellum (vermis and lobules IV, V, and VIII).
Anatomical boundaries for each region were defined from T1-
weighted images in native space as previously described (Wexler
et al., 1997; Schmahmann et al., 1999; Jenkins et al., 2000).
Quantitative measures were extracted from each region and from
all regions combined. Measures included volume, intensity, and
laterality of activation. Volume was defined as the number of
significantly active voxels in each activated region multiplied
by voxel volume in microliters (µL). Intensity was defined as
the average percent signal change from baseline in the active

portion of the region of interest. Laterality of activation was
measured by LI, defined as the difference in volume between the
damaged and undamaged sides (stroke) or left and right sides
(control) as a proportion of total volume on both sides of the
brain.

After finding no significant effects of lesion location (cortical
vs. subcortical), group means (SD) for volume, intensity, and
LI were computed for stroke and control subjects. Multivariate
general linear modeling (alpha = 0.05) was used to test
for between-group differences (stroke vs. control) in volume,
intensity, and LI. Measures were computed for each active region
and for all active regions combined.

The decision to extract measures from M1/S1, BA6, and
cerebellum was based on visual inspection of brain activation
maps on a subject-by-subject basis. This decision was further
supported by inspection of group activation maps and prior
knowledge from control subjects about regions normally
involved in pedaling. In examining the data in a subject-by-
subject basis in native space, we consistently saw clear clusters of
activation in M1, S1, BA6, and cerebellum. While some subjects
also had smaller, scattered activations outside these regions,
no other region was consistently active, across subjects, within
groups. Hence, we concluded that these were the only regions that
we could confidently say were involved in pedaling. Hence, they
were selected for analysis. However, we were also concerned that
identifying regions in this manner might have resulted in under-
detection of meaningful activation in the stroke group. Thus, we
also decided to average the data and test for significant clusters
of activation outside M1/S1, BA6, and cerebellum. To this end,
data were transformed into the standardized coordinate system
of Talairach and Tournoux (1988), blurred, and averaged across
subjects to obtain mean activation maps for each group and each
condition. To achieve standardization, wemanually estimated the
location of the landmarks. Here, we were less concerned about the
accuracy of localization. We reasoned that if a cluster(s) outside
of M1/S1, BA6, or cerebellum reached significance, we could
go back into native space to more precisely localize the active
region. Our purpose, at this point, was to determine whether
there was any pattern to the seemingly inconsistent activations
that we saw in individual subjects. After group averaging, there
were no significant clusters of activation outside M1/S1, BA6, and
cerebellum. This knowledge provided further confidence that we
were not overlooking substantial activations outside the regions
selected for analysis.

The decision to quantify activation only in brain regions
consistently active across subjects meant that we may have
overlooked small, task-associated activations unique to
individuals. However, it also prevented us from over-interpreting
small and inconsistent activations. Moreover, this approach
enhanced our ability to make inferences about stroke survivors
as a whole because activations in the brain regions evaluated
were consistent across subjects. Finally, this approach allowed us
to compare brain activation across groups in regions normally
involved in pedaling. Indeed, our prior work in young, healthy
controls revealed significant pedaling-related brain activation
that was limited to M1, S1, supplemental motor area, and
cerebellum (Mehta et al., 2009, 2012).
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Head motion was measured indirectly from volume
registration calculations performed in AFNI and was
characterized in terms of displacement, oscillation, and drift.
Displacement was defined as the mean distance between the
position of the head and the registration point. Oscillation was
defined as the mean variation (i.e., SD) in head position about the
registration point. Drift was the absolute distance between the
position of the head at the start and end of a condition. Values
for head motion were computed in the x (medial/lateral), y
(anterior/posterior), and z (inferior/superior) direction for each
subject and each condition. Independent t-tests (alpha = 0.05)
were used to examine between-group differences in each type of
head movement, in each direction.

Several post hoc, exploratory analyses were conducted to better
understand between-group differences in pedaling-related brain
activation. Pearson correlation coefficients were used to examine
the relationship between brain activation volume and head
motion, pedaling rate, and the impairment measures reported
in Table 1 [i.e., FMLEtotal , FMLEmotor, FMLEsens, %Work(+),

%Work(−), %Work(net), TSR, SLR, KINSYM(+), KINSYM(−),
KINSYM(net)]. We also compared tapping rate and volume
among control, paretic, and non-paretic limbs. As with the
pedaling data, multivariate general linear modeling was used
(alpha = 0.05) to compare separate regions of activation and all
regions combined.

Results

Task Performance
All stroke and age-matched control subjects could pedal the
custom device with the head properly positioned in the radio
frequency coil and the torso restrained, as required for fMRI
(Figures 2A,B). All but three subjects completed all the
experimental procedures. There we two other subjects whose
fMRI data were not used in analysis. Hence, 81% of subjects
enrolled provided a complete data set. With respect to data
loss, two control subjects were withdrawn due to claustrophobia.

FIGURE 2 | Successful task completion and head motion. (A,B) All stroke
and age-matched control subjects were capable of pedaling the custom device
with their head and body positioned for fMRI. Two control subjects could not
complete fMRI due to claustrophobia, and one stroke subject could not enter
the gantry due to abdominal adiposity. One control subject’s fMRI data could

not be used due to an incidental finding. fMRI data from 1 stroke subject was
not used in analysis due to excessive head motion. (C) Head motion was similar
in stroke and control groups. In most subjects head motion was <3 mm. Data
from the subject who was excluded due to head motion are indicated with
arrows.
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One stroke subject was unable to enter the gantry due to
excessive abdominal adipose tissue. One control subject’s data
were excluded from analysis due to an incidental finding. fMRI
data from one stroke subject, who completed all procedures, were
not used in analysis because physiologically plausible, pedaling-
related brain activation was not detected. In this subject, instead
of seeing clusters of brain activation localized to particular
regions of gray matter, we observed a small number of significant
voxels that were scattered, in a non-localized fashion, across the
entire brain (i.e., gray matter, white matter, and ventricles). Upon
examination of headmotion data, we learned that this subject had
≥5 mm of oscillation and displacement and >9 mm of drift in
the y direction (Figure 2C). Head motion in most subjects did
not exceed 3 mm, and no other subject displayed such extensive
head motion. Hence, the absence of physiologically plausible
fMRI signal was attributed to excessive head motion, and fMRI
data were not included in analysis. After removing this subject’s
data, there were no significant differences (p > 0.07) between
control and stroke groups for any type of head motion in any
direction. There was also no significant between-group difference
in pedaling rate [p= 0.14, control = 0.95 (0.18) Hz, stroke = 0.81
(0.23) Hz].

Brain Activation
Stroke and age-matched control subjects displayed pedaling-
related brain activation in M1, S1, BA6, and cerebellum (vermis
and lobules IV, V, and VIII; Figure 3). In both groups, brain
activation was apparent in the medial aspect of M1 and S1,
consistent with the leg area of the sensorimotor cortex. Moreover,
the location of cortical activation associated with pedaling
was consistent with that observed during lower limb tapping

(Compare Figures 3A,B). Pedaling-related brain activation was
apparent on both sides of the cortex and cerebellum, as would
be expected for a bilateral movement. Values for LI were -0.06
(0.20) in the stroke cortex, 0.05 (0.06) in the control cortex, 0.29
(0.33) in the stroke cerebellum, and 0.04 (0.15) in the control
cerebellum. In the cortex, there was no significant between-group
difference in LI (p = 0.10), and LI was not significantly different
from zero in the stroke group (p = 0.34). In the cerebellum,
LI was significantly different between groups (p = 0.03), and
within the stroke group, LI was significantly different from
zero (p = 0.01). Hence, activation in the cerebellum, but not
the cortex, was significantly lateralized toward the lesioned
side of the brain. Brain activation maps were free from edge
effects, activation in the ventricles, and other characteristics
of motion artifact (Kruger and Glover, 2001; Huettel et al.,
2004).

The volume, but not the intensity, of pedaling-related
brain activation was different between stroke and control
groups (Figure 4; Table 2). When all active regions were
examined together, volume was significantly smaller in the stroke
group as compared to control. When individual regions were
examined separately, reduced brain activation volume reached
statistical significance in BA6 and cerebellum, but not in M1/S1.
Regardless of whether activated regions were examined together
or separately, there were no significant between-group differences
in brain activation intensity.

Post hoc, Exploratory Analysis of Reduced
Volume
Having observed reduced brain activation volume during
pedaling in the stroke group, we performed several post hoc,

FIGURE 3 | Brain activation. (A,B) Representative examples of brain
activation associated with pedaling and tapping in control and stroke
subjects. Both groups displayed pedaling-related brain activation on both
sides of M1, S1, Brodmann’s area 6 (BA6), and cerebellum. Note that

brain activation associated with pedaling was spatially consistent with that
seen during tapping and with leg areas of the cortex. The color bar
represents percent signal change (0–5%). R, right; L, left; NP, non-paretic;
P, paretic.
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FIGURE 4 | Volume and intensity of pedaling-related brain activation.
(A–D) The volume of pedaling-related brain activation was reduced in stroke
subjects, as compared to control. Differences reached statistical significance in
all active regions combined, Brodmann’s area 6, and cerebellum. (E–H) The

intensity of brain activation associated with pedaling was not significantly
different between groups. Values are group mean (SD). Asterisks indicate
significance at p < 0.05. C, control; ST, stroke; BA6, Brodmann’s area 6; Cb,
cerebellum.

exploratory analyses to better understand this result. First,
we sought to understand whether head motion could have
interfered with fMRI signal detection, leading to decreased
volume. Thus, we examined the relationship between volume
and head motion within the stroke group. Here, we found
no significant correlation between volume and any type head
motion, in any direction (Table 3). We also examined the
relationship between volume and pedaling rate, as stroke subjects
had a tendency to pedal more slowly than control. However,
we found no significant correlation between pedaling rate
and volume (r = 0.045, p = 0.895.) We also found that
tapping rate for paretic limbs [1.37 (90.3) Hz] tended to

be lower than for non-paretic [1.66 (0.36) Hz] and control
limbs [1.87 (0.69) Hz] (p = 0.09). However, unlike pedaling,
tapping-related brain activation volume was not significantly
reduced in the stroke group, as compared to control or
non-paretic limbs. Instead, there was a tendency for elevated
volume during paretic tapping, as compared to non-paretic and
control tapping that did not reach statistical significance, see
Figure 5 and Table 4. As shown in Table 5, there were no
significant correlations between volume of brain activation and
any measures of stroke-related impairment. The only measure
that approached significance was %Work(net) (r = 0.525,
p = 0.080). In other words, volume tended to increase
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TABLE 2 | Volume and intensity of pedaling-related brain activation as
measured by fMRI.

Brain region Group Volume (µL) Intensity
(% signal change)

All active regions Stroke 27,694 (9,608) 1.30 (0.25)

Control 37,819 (9,169) 1.16 (0.20)

p = 0.03 p = 0.17

M1/S1 Stroke 15,647 (7,038) 1.44 (0.38)

Control 19,863 (4,543) 1.37 (0.24)

p = 0.13 p = 0.64

Brodmann’s area 6
(BA6)

Stroke 4,350 (2,347) 1.41 (0.55)

Control 6,938 (3,134) 1.32 (0.24)

p = 0.04 p = 0.64

Cerebellum (vermis, IV,
V, VIII)

Stroke 4,591 (1,757) 1.18 (0.25)

Control 8,381 (2,835) 0.98 (0.23)

p = 0.001 p = 0.70

Values are mean (SD).

TABLE 3 | Relationship between head motion and volume of
pedaling-related brain activation.

Direction of Motion

Type of motion x y z

Oscillation r 0.30 0.22 0.10

p 0.42 0.54 0.80

Drift r 0.30 0.41 0.14

p 0.42 0.26 0.70

Displacement r 0.03 0.02 0.10

p 0.93 0.95 0.41

x, medial/lateral; y, anterior/posterior; z, inferior/superior.

with increasing work performed by the paretic limb during
pedaling.

Discussion

The results of this study provide two original and important
contributions. First, we demonstrated that pedaling can be used
with fMRI to examine brain activation associated with lower
limb movement in people with stroke and age-matched controls.
Unlike many other lower limb movements studied with fMRI
(Carey et al., 2004; Dobkin et al., 2004; Luft et al., 2004, 2005;
Jang et al., 2005; You et al., 2005; Kim et al., 2006; Enzinger
et al., 2008, 2009; MacIntosh et al., 2008), pedaling involves
continuous, reciprocal, multijoint movement of both lower limbs.
In this respect, pedaling has many characteristics of functional
lower limb movements, such as walking. Thus, the importance
of our contribution lies in the establishment of a novel paradigm
that can be used to understand how the brain adapts to stroke,
recovery, and rehabilitation in order to produce functional lower
limb movements. Second, we found that brain activation volume
during pedaling was reduced in people post-stroke, as compared

to age-matched controls. Reduced volume could not be fully
explained by differences in pedaling rate or head motion, but
was associated with work produced by the paretic leg during
pedaling. Reduced brain activation volume may be due to
anatomic, physiology, and/or behavioral changes after stroke,
but methodological issues cannot be excluded. Importantly,
brain activation volume post-stroke was both task-dependent
and mutable, which suggests that it could be modified through
rehabilitation.

Recording Pedaling-Related Brain Activation in
Stroke and Age-Matched Controls
Consistent with our primary aim, this study demonstrated that
brain activation could be recorded with fMRI during pedaling
in individuals with stroke and age-matched controls. When we
began this work, we were concerned that abnormal posture
associated with hemiparesis or advanced age could make it
difficult to position the head and torso for fMRI. We also
considered that stroke survivors might have difficulty pedaling
our device. Hyperreflexia, abnormal synergies, or jerky pedaling
movements could have caused excessive head motion. Our
concerns were not substantiated. All stroke and age-matched
controls could pedal, as instructed, while supine on the scanner
bed with the head positioned in a radio frequency coil. Moreover,
head motion was successfully minimized in all but one subject.
In 22 out of 23 subjects who pedaled during fMRI, head motion
was not markedly larger than that observed in prior work with
young, healthy adults (Mehta et al., 2009, 2012). Moreover, brain
activation maps were free from edge effects indicative of motion
artifact (Kruger and Glover, 2001; Huettel et al., 2004).

Several technical and human factors contributed to successful
head stabilization. The beaded vacuum pillow and chin strap
made it difficult to move the head more than a few millimeters.
During familiarization, we stressed the importance of controlling
head motion. We encouraged subjects to work with us to achieve
a comfortable and secure head position that could be maintained
for the entire scan. We scheduled ample time for set-up, therefore
allowing time to repeatedly reposition the head until stabilization
was achieved. In short, the study team and our subjects were
acutely aware of the importance of stabilizing the head; so great
care and cooperation were exercised before scanning.

Despite excellent head stabilization, some motion during
pedaling was unavoidable. Such motion was task-correlated and
therefore could have been problematic, as task-correlated motion
can cause erroneous signal detection (Hajnal et al., 1994; Field
et al., 2000; Arnold et al., 2003). Hence, another important
factor in addressing motion was our fMRI signal processing
technique. Recall, we extracted the portion of the BOLD time-
series after pedaling stopped (i.e., the rest period) and fit only
this portion of the signal to a canonical function. This approach
was justified because head motion was minimal at rest; yet
the onset and termination of BOLD signals are delayed with
respect to behavior (Blamire et al., 1992; Bandettini and Cox,
2000). Therefore, motion-free, task-associated BOLD signal is
present after pedaling stops. We validated this method in a prior
publication (Mehta et al., 2009).
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FIGURE 5 | Volume of tapping-related brain activation. There was no difference in the volume of tapping-related brain activation for stroke and control subjects.
C, control; ST, stroke; PAR, paretic; NP, non-paretic; BA6, Brodmann’s area 6; Cb,cerebellum.

TABLE 4 | Volume of tapping-related brain activation as measured by fMRI.

Brain region Group Volume (µL)

All active regions Paretic 40,509.4 (26,238.3)

Non-paretic 26,207.8 (19,112.3)

Control 29,230.2 (20,902.4)

M1/S1 Paretic 15,703.1 (11,392.9)

Non-paretic 9,093.8 (5,085.8)

Control 5,253.1 (2,838.9)

BA6 Paretic 6,492.2 (4028.0)

Non-paretic 5,779.7 (3243.8)

Control 4,425.0 (2387.2)

Cerebellum (vermis, IV, V, VIII) Paretic 19,979.0 (16,675.7)

Non-paretic 11,334.4 (14,893.6)

Control 10,200.0 (11,903.4)

Values are mean (SD).

TABLE 5 | Relationship between stroke-related impairment measures and
volume of pedaling-related brain activation.

Type of measure Name of measure r p

Clinical Walking velocity −0.194 0.546

FMLEtotal 0.120 0.709

FMLEmotor 0.060 0.852

FMLEsens 0.166 0.605

Pedaling %Work(+) 0.245 0.443

%Work(−) 0.225 0.481

%Work(net) 0.525 0.080

Walking Temporal symmetry ratio (TSR) −0.111 0.732

Step length ratio (SLR) 0.151 0.639

While motion artifact was not a major impediment to
recording pedaling-related brain activation with fMRI, we did
discard one data set due to excessive head motion. It is

unclear why head motion could not be adequately controlled
in this case, as there was nothing atypical about the subject or
the circumstances. Possibilities include individual variation in
anatomy, posture, or behavior, limitations in equipment for head
stabilization, and/or human error on the part of the study team.
The loss of one data set due to head motion also demonstrates
that there are limitations to signal processing techniques for
minimizing motion artifact. Specifically, our technique whereby
we processed only the BOLD signal acquired during rest was
not effective when head motion reached ∼9 mm. It is possible
that even smaller amounts of head motion preclude valid data.
However, our data do not allow us to pinpoint a maximal
allowable value for head motion. Thus, care should be taken to
limit head motion as much as possible, even when processing
only the rest period of the data.

There were four other cases in which claustrophobia,
body composition, or incidental findings interfered with data
collection or analysis. Important to our aims, failure to acquire or
use these data was unrelated to pedaling per se, pedaling during
fMRI, or head motion. All four of these subjects had a successful
familiarization, passed the fMRI screening, and pedaled the
custom device with the head positioned in the radio frequency
coil. Individuals who experienced claustrophobia reported no
prior problems with small or enclosed spaces, but also had no
prior experience with MRI. This observation suggests that, while
necessary and important, screening is not a perfect predictor
of comfort with MRI. Similarly, the subject whose body type
prohibited data collection had a body weight within acceptable
limits for MRI. However, because the base of our pedaling device
sits on top of the scanner bed and subjects lie on the base, space
within the gantry is reduced from normal. With this subject, the
combination of reduced space and large body size prevented his
abdomen from entering the gantry. Consequently, our screening
now considers body weight as well as distribution of body fat
with respect to the reduced space in the gantry. Finally, data loss
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due to incidental findings was below expected rates. Prior work
has demonstrated that incidental findings are detected in 18% of
asymptomatic volunteers undergoing brain MRI (Katzman et al.,
1999).

In summary, our observations demonstrate that it is feasible
to record pedaling-related brain activation with fMRI in
people with stroke and age-matched controls. However, some
data loss can be expected due to motion artifact and other
known obstacles to fMRI, such as claustrophobia, obesity, and
incidental findings. Recruitment and enrollment efforts for
similar studies should account for approximately 20% data loss.
However, we also acknowledge that our sample was limited to
community dwelling, chronic stroke survivors. Data loss could
be higher, if more impaired stroke survivors are recruited and
enrolled.

Reduced Brain Activation Volume Post-Stroke
The second major finding of this study was that, in comparison
to the control group, people post-stroke displayed reduced
volume in brain regions activated by pedaling. Reduced volume
reached statistical significance in all active regions except M1/S1.
However, even M1/S1 displayed a tendency for reduced volume,
and this effect may have reached statistical significance in
a larger sample. Hence, we conclude that reduced activation
volume during pedaling was not unique to a particular region(s).
Rather, reduced volume appears to be a generalized finding
across brain regions activated by pedaling. We have considered
a number of methodological, anatomical, physiological, and
behavioral explanations for this observation. Each is discussed
below.

With respect to methodological factors contributing to
decreased brain activation volume during pedaling post-stroke,
we considered that our imaging method; i.e., BOLD-fMRI, may
have underestimated brain activation in the stroke group. The
spatiotemporal characteristics of hemodynamic responses can
be abnormal after stroke, and these abnormalities may result in
underrepresentation of brain activation as measured by fMRI
(Newton et al., 2002; Pineiro et al., 2002; Fridriksson et al.,
2006; Roc et al., 2006; Bonakdarpour et al., 2007; Altamura
et al., 2009; Mazzetto-Betti et al., 2010). To ensure that this
methodological issue did not confound our results, the present
study was preceded by an examination of the spatiotemporal
profile of the hemodynamic responses of each stroke survivor
enrolled (Promjunyakul et al., 2013). This investigation revealed
only small changes in the size and shape of hemodynamic
responses. Changes were not as substantial as other reports and
were not large enough to produce inaccurate brain activation
maps. Hence, underrepresentation of brain activation due to
BOLD-fMRI is an unlikely explanation for reduced volume.

It is also possible that decreased pedaling-related brain
activation volume in the stroke group was due to inadequate
power to detect active voxels. Recall that we fit only the rest
portion of the data to a canonical function, thereby reducing
the number of TRs used for analysis to half of the number
collected. While possible, several lines of reasoning suggest that
this explanation is unlikely and that the number of TRs was
adequate for signal detection. In two prior studies of young,

healthy controls, we used the same fMRI signal processing
technique described here (Mehta et al., 2009, 2012). In those
studies, 180 TRs were included in analysis (15 TRs per block,
four blocks, three runs), which was adequate for or detecting
pedaling-related brain activation. However, we were concerned
that fMRI signals could be more difficult to detect in older adults
and people with stroke. Hence, for this study, we doubled the
number of pedaling runs performed by both groups (i.e., we used
six runs instead of three), which provided 360 TRs. Doubling
the number of TRs did not change the brain activation maps
in controls. So, in the healthy brain, we are confident that we
have adequate power to detect brain activation. Nevertheless, the
question remains as to whether the number of TRs was adequate
to detect brain activation in stroke subjects. Several pieces of
evidence suggest that it was. First, we analyzed the same number
of TRs in stroke and control subjects. Thus, from a sampling
perspective, both groups had the same opportunity to display
brain activation. Therefore, if power were compromised in the
stroke group, this problem would have had to arise from other
methodological factors that reduce the magnitude of task-related
signal change (e.g., abnormal hemodynamic responses) or inflate
noise (e.g., excessive head motion). However, hemodynamic
responses were not blunted in the stroke group (Promjunyakul
et al., 2013).Moreover, headmotion was similar in the two groups
and was not correlated with volume. Thus, from amethodological
perspective, it does not appear that signals were more difficult
to detect in stroke as compared to control subjects, suggesting
that inadequate power cannot easily explain reduced volume
post-stroke.

Another methodological factor that we explored was pedaling
rate. In this study, stroke subjects pedaled ∼15% more slowly
than age-matched controls. Indeed, fMRI signals often scale with
movement rate (Rao et al., 1996; Sadato et al., 1997; Jancke et al.,
1999; Khushu et al., 2001). Therefore, slower pedaling rate could
explain reduced volume. However, if this were the case, one
would expect a positive correlation between rate and volume.
No such correlation was observed. The tapping data provide
further evidence that movement rate is not a good explanation for
our results. As with pedaling, tapping rate was slower in stroke
as compared to control subjects. However, tapping produced
no difference in brain activation volume in stroke as compared
to control subjects. While these observations fail to provide
compelling evidence that pedaling rate accounted for reduced
volume, it is possible that the post hoc, exploratory analyses
lacked adequate power to detect significant effects. Indeed, this
study was not designed to examine these hypotheses, and future
work should consider these issues explicitly. For example, the
rate question could be addressed by systematically manipulating
pedaling rate or by examining brain activation at fixed rates
across subjects and groups. Moreover, it would be helpful to
understand how the observed movement rates compared to
subjects’ maximal ability. Here, all subjects were asked to pedal
at a comfortable rate. The intent of this instruction was to match
effort and/or difficulty. However, self-selected comfortable rate
may be more difficult for some subjects than others. For example,
control subjects might have pedaled at a rate closer to their
maximal ability as compared to stroke. If this were the case, then
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between-group differences in volume could be due to differences
in task difficulty or effort. Future work should also compare
movement rate to maximal rate to address this issue.

Regarding anatomical contributions to our observations, we
considered that reduced pedaling-related brain activation volume
post-stroke may have been caused by a reduction in viable
brain tissue. Indeed, all stroke survivors suffered some tissue
loss. However, this explanation is unlikely because no stroke
survivors had lesions affecting the medial aspect of the pre- and
post-central gyri where the leg areas of M1 and S1 are located.
Moreover, no subjects had lesions in the cerebellum. Thus, brain
activation was lacking in apparently vital regions that are typically
involved in pedaling. The idea that the stroke-affected brain failed
to engage, during pedaling, portions of the brain that are capable
of activity is further supported by the observation that the volume
of activation across all active regions was larger during tapping
(∼40,000 µL) as compared to pedaling (∼30,000 µL), suggesting
that tissue capable of activation failed to display activity during
pedaling. This observation further suggests that brain activation
post-stroke is mutable and task-dependent; i.e., it can be elicited
by some behaviors and not others.

Reduced activation volume in anatomically intact brain
regions could be explained by impaired structural connectivity
among regions due to white matter damage. Seven of the stroke
survivors examined had subcortical lesions involving the internal
capsule, corona radiata, basal ganglia, or thalamus. Subjects
who were classified as cortical strokes also displayed some
white matter disruption. Loss of white matter could render
ineffective signals from intact portions of the cerebral cortex
and cerebellum. Unless these signals find alternative pathways,
brain regions may cease to fire for lack of meaningful effects
on intended targets. Similarly, loss of structural connectivity
could reduce sensory input reaching the cortex, which is a major
source of pedaling-related cortical activation (Christensen et al.,
2000; Mehta et al., 2012). While plausible, these hypotheses
require further study because evidence is lacking. Hamzei
et al. (2006, 2008) have shown that stroke survivors with
substantial corticospinal tract lesions affecting gray or white
matter displayed increased movement-related brain activation
volume and intensity after training; whereas, stroke survivors
with an intact corticospinal tract showed decreased M1 and S1
activity with training and recovery. This group suggested that
the lack of effective connections between motor areas of the
brain and their targets led to compensatory over-activity, not
under-activity, of cortical tissue.

With respect to a physiological explanation, we considered
that exaggerated cortical inhibition could contribute to reduced
pedaling-related brain activation volume post-stroke. Prior work
suggests that exaggerated interhemispheric inhibition due to
stroke reduces cortical output through transcallosal effects
exerted over M1 in the damaged hemisphere (Traversa et al.,
1998; Murase et al., 2004). However, this phenomenon manifests
as lateralized activation of the hemispheres such that the damaged
sensory and motor cortices are less active than the undamaged
cortices. In the present study, LI revealed no significant difference
in the volume of cortical activation on the left and right
side. Thus, if interhemispheric inhibition contributed to our

observations, it did so in conjunction with other mechanisms
such that the combined effect produced the same volume of
activation in the left and right cortices.

Also with respect to interhemispheric inhibition, another
novel finding of this study was that people post-stroke displayed
asymmetric activation in the cerebellum during pedal that was
characterized by a greater volume on the damaged side of the
brain as compared to the undamaged side. In the control group,
the volume of cerebellar activation was the same on the left and
right sides. To our knowledge, this is the first description of
cerebellar activity post-stroke during a continuous, reciprocal,
multijoint movement of both lower limbs. Hence, there are
no observations to which our data can be compared, and we
made no a priori predictions about stroke-related changes in
cerebellar activity during pedaling. However, having observed
this phenomenon, we suggest the following interpretation.
Ipsilesional cerebellar activation may compensate for unopposed
interhemispheric inhibition from the undamaged to the damaged
cortex and may help restore symmetrical activation across
cerebral hemispheres. Ugawa et al. (1991) have demonstrated that
transcranial electrical stimulation of the human cerebellum can
disfacilitate the contralateral motor cortex. The structures likely
to be responsible for this phenomenon are the dento-thalamic-
cortical and the cerebellar-thalamic-cortical pathways, arising
from the dentate and interpositus nuclei of the cerebellum,
respectively. The regions of the cerebellum that were active
during pedaling – lobules IV, V, and VIII – send output to
these nuclei (Kandel et al., 1991). These observations suggest
that the cerebellar activity observed during pedaling may have an
inhibitory effect on the cerebral cortices. Cerebellar activity was
more substantial on the damaged side of the brain as compared
to the undamaged side. Consequently, cortical inhibition arising
from the cerebellum would have a more substantial effect on
the undamaged motor cortex as compared to the damaged side.
Hence, imbalanced cerebellar activity might be a compensatory
mechanism to minimize unopposed interhemispheric inhibition
from the damaged to the undamaged hemisphere and to restore
balanced activity between the two hemispheres. Consequently,
cerebellar activity may help explain why sensory and motor
cortex activity on the left and right side of the brain was
not different in volume or intensity during pedaling post-
stroke.

It is also possible that reduced pedaling-related brain
activation volume post-stroke is due to enhanced reliance on
spinal and/or brainstem structures for lower limb movement. It
is well established that, in non-human animals, the spinal cord
can produce the basic pattern of rhythmic, reciprocal, multi-
joint muscle activity that characterizes locomotion (Duysens and
Van de Crommert, 1998). The brainstem also contains pattern
generating circuits (Le Ray et al., 2011). Evidence for spinal and
brainstem locomotor generators in human is less convincing than
in non-human animal, and it is thought that cortical signals are
required to initiate human locomotion and modify it according
to environmental and motivational demands (Nielsen, 2003).
Perhaps the cortical activation that we observed in our stroke
group, albeit reduced from normal, is adequate for initiating
pedaling after which the maintenance of ongoing rhythmic
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movement occurs in the brainstem and/or spinal cord. The result
may be the unsophisticated and minimally adaptable pattern of
leg movement that is characteristic of stroke.

Finally, it is also possible that behavioral explanations account
for our observations. During pedaling, the paretic and non-
paretic limbs were mechanically coupled such that pedaling could
have been accomplished by the non-paretic limb, with minimal
contribution from the paretic limb. Thus, it is possible that the
brain activation observed in the stroke group represented the
volume required to produce the movement with one instead of
both lower limbs. An asymmetric pedaling strategy, in which
the non-paretic limb dominates task execution, may be simpler
than a conventional strategy where both limbs contribute equally.
Specifically, stroke survivors avoid the difficulty of activating the
paretic limb, and they need not produce compensatory muscle
activity with the non-paretic limb to correct for abnormal motor
output of the paretic limb (Kautz and Brown, 1998; Schindler-
Ivens et al., 2004, 2008; Fuchs et al., 2011). Also, if one leg is
“driving” and the other is “riding,” task complexity is reduced
by eliminating the need to coordinate the motor output of the
two limbs. Thus, brain activation volume during pedaling in
the stroke group may have been reduced due to reduced task
complexity.

Several lines of evidence provide preliminary support for
this behavioral explanation. First, stroke subjects displayed an
asymmetrical pedaling strategy outside the scanner, wherein the
non-paretic limb produced more than half of the mechanical
work required to accelerate the crank (Table 1, %Work).
Moreover, post hoc exploratory analyses showed that pedaling-
related brain activation volume in stroke subjects tended to
increase as the paretic limb contributed more of the work
required to pedal (Table 5). The tapping data are also supportive
of this behavioral explanation. During tapping, the paretic limb
had to accomplish the work required for task completion without
help from the non-paretic limb. In this case, brain activation
volume was not reduced from normal and tended to be higher
in stroke as compared to control subjects. Increased paretic limb
activity, and possibly increased difficulty of using the paretic limb,
may have elicited brain activation during tapping that was neither
apparent nor required for pedaling, which did not require the
paretic limb and was simplified through the predominant use of
the non-paretic limb. Finally, preliminary work in our laboratory
has shown that, in young controls, bilateral brain activation is
apparent during unilateral pedaling and that unilateral pedaling
produces more than half of the cortical activation volume
associated with bilateral pedaling. Hence, the volume reductions
observed here for stroke subjects are in line with observed
volumes for unilateral pedaling. Hence, we have several indirect
links between reduced brain activation volume and reduced
contributions from the paretic limb. Future work should examine
this issue by measuring and manipulating the work accomplished
by the paretic limb while pedaling during fMRI. If our hypothesis
is supported, brain activation would increase with increasing
work of the paretic limb.

We have also considered the possibility that reduced brain
activation volume during pedaling post-stroke may represent
improved efficiency in the neural strategy for controlling

pedaling. Both groups pedaled successfully, and there was no
between-group difference in pedaling rate. Thus, it would seem
that fewer neural resources were used to produce the same
movement, which is suggestive of improved efficiency. However,
we suggest this possibility with the caveat that our criteria for
matched performance were minimal. Namely, both groups were
able to pedal, and there was no significant difference between
groups in pedaling rate. We did not take into account other
measures of performance, such as smoothness or the ability
to respond to perturbations. The pedaling strategy in stroke
subjects may not be smooth or adaptable. If this were the case,
reduced neural activation would not reflect improved efficiency;
rather, it may represent an association between inferior cortical
drive and inferior performance. Future work should investigate
this efficiency hypothesis by examining pedaling performance in
more detail.

Task-Dependency of Brain Activation
Post-Stroke and Implications for Rehabilitation
Comparison of the tapping and pedaling data provide a
preliminary indication that brain activation volume post-stroke
is task-dependent and mutable, which may have important
implications for rehabilitation. Our data show that portions of
cortical and cerebellar tissue that were not active during pedaling
became active during tapping. Hence, portions of the brain with
the capacity for activation were inactive during pedaling. As
indicated above, we suggest that the lack of activation in this
tissue may reflect a different (and perhaps simpler) behavioral
strategy for task completion. However, there may be serious
limitations to this strategy. If both limbs do not make substantial
contributions to functional movements of the lower limbs,
movement will be clumsy and minimally adaptable. Fortunately
for stroke survivors and rehabilitation professionals, our data
also indicate that brain activation is task-dependent and mutable.
Thus, it is realistic to expect that therapeutic interventions that
increase use of the paretic limb may lead to enhanced cortical
activation. Enhanced cortical activation may further enhance
paretic limb use. Ultimately, this feedback loop could enhance
paretic lower limb movement, resulting in better motor recovery.
This framework is not unlike constraint induced movement
therapy for the upper limb (Wolf et al., 2006). However, there are
additional challenges associated with lower limb rehabilitation.
Whereas many tasks involving the upper limb are performed
unilaterally, walking and other functional lower limb movements
require simultaneous and coordinated movement of both legs.
Thus, when considering rehabilitation techniques that require
paretic lower limb use, one must also consider the effects on
bilateral coordination. Our pedaling paradigm can help examine
this issue, as the supine nature of the task allows us to reduce
or eliminate use of the non-paretic limb without concerns
about balance or body weight support. Moreover, the fMRI-
compatibility of our paradigm permits examination of brain
activation associated with differing levels of paretic limb activity.
Tests of these hypotheses are forthcoming from our lab with fMRI
studies comparing brain activation post-stroke during unilateral
pedaling and bilateral pedaling without mechanical coupling
of the two legs. Results may have important implications for
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rehabilitation of hemiparetic walking, as reduced use of the
paretic leg also occurs during walking (Allen et al., 2011; Raja
et al., 2012).

Additional Methodological Implications
Before concluding, we will discuss some additional
methodological issues that the limit the interpretation of
our data and suggest the need for additional study.

While beneficial in many ways, analyzing our data in native
space limited the spatial resolution or our analysis. Recall that
data were analyzed in native space because anatomical landmarks
for standardization were not always available in stroke subjects.
Hence, group analysis in standard space would have required
estimation of the landmarks, leading to errors in localization
of brain activation. The use of native space allowed us to
examine brain activation in a heterogeneous sample of stroke
survivors, some with large lesions affecting considerable brain
tissue. Moreover, the native space approach permitted direct,
between-group comparisons of the same brain regions because
all variables were extracted from the same anatomical regions in
all subjects, namely M1/S1, BA6, and cerebellum (vermis, lobules
IV, V, VIII). However, with respect to spatial resolution, this
approach is limited. Our analysis allowed us to determine that,
across groups, the same brain regions were active and that the
volume of activation within regions was smaller in the stroke
group, as compared to control. Reduced volume post-stroke
implies that both groups did not activate the same portion of
each region. However, we do not know what portion failed to
activate in the stroke group. For example, there could have been
a decrease in the spatial extent of activation around the same
center of activation. Alternatively, a particular portion of a region
may have failed to activate in the stroke group, causing a shift in
the center of activation. The use of native space also limits our
understanding of brain activation in BA6. When we delineated
the regions of interest, we did not divide BA6 into its component
parts (i.e., supplemental motor area and premotor cortex). Our
earlier work in young, healthy controls showed pedaling-related
brain activation in supplemental motor area, but not premotor
cortex (Mehta et al., 2012). Here, we do not know whether
activation in the stroke group was also limited to supplemental
motor area. In light of the limitations of native space, it would be
useful for future work to constrain the stroke group to subjects
with lesions that do not affect landmarks for standardization.
This approach would allow us to standardize the brains, flip the
images to get all the lesions on the same side, create group activity
maps, and perform group analysis with t-tests, contrasts, and
x, y, z coordinates. This approach would permit a better spatial
description of activation and might reveal shifts in the location of
activation within regions.

The exclusion of stroke subjects with M1 and S1 lesions is
another methodological factor that may have had an important
influence on our results. Individuals with M1 or S1 lesions
might have shown different brain activation patterns than those
observed here. For example, it is possible that M1 or S1
lesions could result in over activation of the non-lesioned cortex
and/or activation of brain regions not typically involved in the
movement. Indeed, in planning this work, we anticipated such

findings, which was a major reason for excluding patients with
M1 and S1 lesions. It is also the reason that we included the
tapping task. We were concerned that the fMRI signal associated
with pedaling would be so unusual in the stroke group that
we would not know if the signal represented authentic task-
related brain activation or if it was artifact. Similarly, extensive
remapping of the leg areas of the cortex might have been
interpreted as artifact. In selecting subjects without M1 or S1
lesions, we reasoned that tapping (and probably pedaling) would
elicit activation of these regions. The presence of somatotopically
predictable brain activation would provide confidence in our
technique. On this count, we succeeded. We saw M1 and S1
activation near the midline of the cortex, in similar locations for
pedaling and tapping. Thus, our fMRI signals appear to represent
task-related brain activation. However, with respect to detecting
compensatory changes in brain activation and/or between-group
differences in brain function, we are limited. Alterations in
brain activation may not be required when M1 and S1 remain
intact. Importantly, we are not suggesting that over activation,
atypical activation, and/or remapping do not exist after stroke.
Compensatory activations during pedaling may be related to the
location and extent of brain injury. Loss of tissue in the leg area
of M1 and S1 may be an important trigger for such changes. Now
that we have established the validity of our technique, future work
should examine the influence of lesion location, including lesions
in M1 and S1, on pedaling-related brain activation.

Also with respect to compensatory brain activation, our
technique for identifying active regions is another important
consideration. Specifically, we ignored inconsistent activations
that were distinctive of individual subjects, and we analyzed only
brain regions that were consistently active across subjects. This
approach may have caused us to overlook important activations
outside M1/S1, BA6, and cerebellum and may be one reason
that we did not observe atypical activations. However, this
approach also ensured that we did not over interpret inconsistent
activations that were unique to individuals. Moreover, we were
still able to examine between-group differences in activation in
brain regions typically involved by pedaling, as our prior work
in young, healthy controls showed that pedaling-related brain
activation was limited to M1/S1, BA6, and cerebellum (Mehta
et al., 2009, 2012). Nevertheless, future work should address this
issue by limiting the sample of stroke subjects to individuals with
intact landmarks so that standardization and group averaging is
possible.Whole-brain, group analysis might reveal compensatory
brain activation during pedaling post-stroke.

Conclusion

We demonstrated that pedaling can be used with fMRI to
examine brain activation associated with lower limb movement
in people with stroke and age-matched controls. Preliminary
observations also suggest that brain activation volume during
pedaling is reduced in people post-stroke, as compared to
controls. Reduced brain activation volume was task-dependent
and mutable; it may be due to anatomical, physiological, and/or
behavioral changes post-stroke, but methodological influences
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cannot be excluded. Future work will use our novel fMRI
pedaling paradigm to further examine brain activation post-
stroke during continuous, reciprocal, lower limb movement in
order to understand how the brain adapts – or fails to adapt –
post-stroke to produce these movements.

Author Contributions

All the authors contributed to the design and interpretation
of the work; all approved the final version. SS-I

and NP collected and analyzed data and wrote the
manuscript.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to acknowledge Brett Arand for his
assistance in manuscript preparation. This work was funded by a
grant awarded to SS-I from the National Center for Medical and
Rehabilitation Research in the National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development (HD060693).

References

Allen, J. L., Kautz, S. A., and Neptune, R. R. (2011). Step length asymmetry
is representative of compensatory mechanisms used in post-stroke
hemiparetic walking. Gait Posture 33, 538–543. doi: 10.1016/j.gaitpost.2011.
01.004

Altamura, C., Reinhard, M., Vry, M. S., Kaller, C. P., Hamzei, F., Vernieri, F.,
et al. (2009). The longitudinal changes of BOLD response and cerebral
hemodynamics from acute to subacute stroke. A fMRI and TCD study. BMC
Neurosci. 10:151. doi: 10.1186/1471-2202-10-151

Arnold, S., Ernst, T., Tomasi, D., Caparelli, E. C., and Chang, L. (2003).
“Residual effects of head movement in fMRI,” in Proceedings of the IEEE 29th
Annual Northeast Bioengineering Conference (Newark, NJ: IEEE), 77–78. doi:
10.1109/NEBC.2003.1216000

Bandettini, P. A., and Cox, R. W. (2000). Event-related fMRI contrast when
using constant interstimulus interval: theory and experiment. Magn. Reson.
Med. 43, 540–548. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1522-2594(200004)43:4<540::AID-
MRM8>3.0.CO;2-R

Blamire, A. M., Ogawa, S., Ugurbil, K., Rothman, D., McCarthy, G., Ellermann,
J. M., et al. (1992). Dynamic mapping of the human visual cortex by high-speed
magnetic resonance imaging. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 89, 11069–11073. doi:
10.1073/pnas.89.22.11069

Bonakdarpour, B., Parrish, T. B., and Thompson, C. K. (2007).
Hemodynamic response function in patients with stroke-induced aphasia:
implications for fMRI data analysis. Neuroimage 36, 322–331. doi:
10.1016/j.neuroimage.2007.02.035

Brown, D. A., and Kautz, S. A. (1998). Increased workload enhances force output
during pedaling exercise in persons with poststroke hemiplegia. Stroke 29,
598–606. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.29.3.598

Brown, D. A., and Kautz, S. A. (1999). Speed-dependent reductions of force output
in people with poststroke hemiparesis. Phys. Ther. 79, 919–930.

Calautti, C., and Baron, J. C. (2003). Functional neuroimaging studies of
motor recovery after stroke in adults: a review. Stroke 34, 1553–1566. doi:
10.1161/01.STR.0000071761.36075.A6

Cao, Y., D’Olhaberriague, L., Vikingstad, E. M., Levine, S. R., and Welch,
K. M. (1998). Pilot study of functional MRI to assess cerebral activation
of motor function after poststroke hemiparesis. Stroke 29, 112–122. doi:
10.1161/01.STR.29.1.112

Carey, J. R., Anderson, K. M., Kimberley, T. J., Lewis, S. M., Auerbach, E. J.,
and Ugurbil, K. (2004). fMRI analysis of ankle movement tracking training
in subject with stroke. Exp. Brain Res. 154, 281–290. doi: 10.1007/s00221-003-
1662-7

Carey, J. R., Kimberley, T. J., Lewis, S. M., Auerbach, E. J., Dorsey, L.,
Rundquist, P., et al. (2002). Analysis of fMRI and finger tracking training
in subjects with chronic stroke. Brain 125, 773–788. doi: 10.1093/brain/
awf091

Christensen, L. O., Johannsen, P., Sinkjaer, T., Petersen, N., Pyndt, H. S., and
Nielsen, J. B. (2000). Cerebral activation during bicycle movements inman. Exp.
Brain Res. 135, 66–72. doi: 10.1007/s002210000493

Cox, R. (1996). AFNI: software for analysis and visualization of functional
magnetic resonance neuroimages. Comput. Biomed. Res. 29, 162–173. doi:
10.1006/cbmr.1996.0014

Cramer, S. C., Moore, C. I., Finklestein, S. P., and Rosen, B. R. (2000). A pilot
study of somatotopic mapping after cortical infarct. Stroke 31, 668–671. doi:
10.1161/01.STR.31.3.668

Cramer, S. C., Nelles, G., Benson, R. R., Kaplan, J. D., Parker, R. A., Kwong, K. K.,
et al. (1997). A functional MRI study of subjects recovered from hemiparetic
stroke. Stroke 28, 2518–2527. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.28.12.2518

Cramer, S. C., Nelles, G., Schaechter, J. D., Kaplan, J. D., Finklestein, S. P.,
and Rosen, B. R. (2001). A functional MRI study of three motor tasks in
the evaluation of stroke recovery. Neurorehabil. Neural Repair 15, 1–8. doi:
10.1177/154596830101500101

Dobkin, B. H., Firestine, A., West, M., Saremi, K., and Woods, R. (2004). Ankle
dorsiflexion as an fMRI paradigm to assay motor control for walking during
rehabilitation. Neuroimage 23, 370–381. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2004.
06.008

Dong, Y., Winstein, C. J., Albistegui-DuBois, R., and Dobkin, B. H. (2007).
Evolution of FMRI activation in the perilesional primary motor cortex
and cerebellum with rehabilitation training-related motor gains after
stroke: a pilot study. Neurorehabil. Neural Repair 21, 412–428. doi:
10.1177/1545968306298598

Drew, T. (1993). Motor cortical activity during voluntary gait modifications in the
cat. I. Cells related to the forelimbs. J. Neurophysiol. 70, 179–199.

Drew, T., Jiang, W., Kably, B., and Lavoie, S. (1996). Role of the motor cortex in the
control of visually triggered gait modifications. Can. J. Physiol. Pharmacol. 74,
426–442. doi: 10.1139/y96-043

Drew, T., Jiang, W., and Widajewicz, W. (2002). Contributions of the motor cortex
to the control of the hindlimbs during locomotion in the cat. Brain Res. Rev. 40,
178–191. doi: 10.1016/S0165-0173(02)00200-X

Duysens, J., and Van de Crommert, H. (1998). Neural control of locomotion; Part
1: The central pattern generator from cats to humans. Gait Posture 13, 131–141.
doi: 10.1016/S0966-6362(97)00042-8

Enzinger, C., Dawes, H., Johansen-Berg, H., Wade, D., Bogdanovic, M., Collett, J.,
et al. (2009). Brain activity changes associated with treadmill training after
stroke. Stroke 40, 2460–2467. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.109.550053

Enzinger, C., Johansen-Berg, H., Dawes, H., Bogdanovic, M., Collett, J.,
Guy, C., et al. (2008). Functional MRI correlates of lower limb function
in stroke victims with gait impairment. Stroke 39, 1507–1513. doi:
10.1161/STROKEAHA.107.501999

Field, A. S., Yen, Y. F., Burdette, J. H., and Elster, A. D. (2000). False cerebral
activation on BOLD functional MR images: study of low-amplitude motion
weakly correlated to stimulus. Am. J. Neuroradiol. 21, 1388–1396.

Fridman, E. A., Hanakawa, T., Chung, M., Hummel, F., Leiguarda, R. C., and
Cohen, L. G. (2004). Reorganization of the human ipsilesional premotor cortex
after stroke. Brain 127, 747–758. doi: 10.1093/brain/awh082

Fridriksson, J., Rorden, C., Morgan, P. S., Morrow, K. L., and Baylis, G. C. (2006).
Measuring the hemodynamic response in chronic hypoperfusion.Neurocase 12,
146–150. doi: 10.1080/13554790600598816

Fuchs, D. P., Sanghvi, N., Wieser, J., and Schindler-Ivens, S. (2011). Pedaling alters
the excitability and modulation of vastus medialis H-reflexes after stroke. Clin.
Neurophysiol. 122, 2036–2043. doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.2011.03.010

Hajnal, J. V., Myers, R., Oatridge, A., Schwieso, J. E., Young, I. R., and Bydder, G.M.
(1994). Artifacts due to stimulus correlated motion in functional imaging of the
brain.Magn. Reson. Med. 31, 283–291. doi: 10.1002/mrm.1910310307

Frontiers in Human Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 16 June 2015 | Volume 9 | Article 324

http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/archive


Promjunyakul et al. Pedaling during fMRI post-stroke

Hamzei, F., Dettmers, C., Rijntjes, M., and Weiller, C. (2008). The effect of
cortico-spinal tract damage on primary sensorimotor cortex activation after
rehabilitation therapy. Exp. Brain Res. 190, 329–336. doi: 10.1007/s00221-008-
1474-x

Hamzei, F., Liepert, J., Dettmers, C., Weiller, C., and Rijntjes, M. (2006).
Two different reorganization patterns after rehabilitative therapy: an
exploratory study with fMRI and TMS. Neuroimage 31, 710–720. doi:
10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.12.035

Huettel, S. A., Song, A. W., and McCarthy, G. (2004). Functional Magnetic
Resonance Imaging. Sunderland, MA: Sinauer Associates, Inc.

Jancke, L., Specht, K., Mirzazade, S., and Peters, M. (1999). The effect of finger-
movement speed of the dominant and the subdominant hand on cerebellar
activation: a functional magnetic resonance imaging study. Neuroimage 9,
497–507. doi: 10.1006/nimg.1998.0426

Jang, S. H., You, S. H., Kwon, Y. H., Hallett, M., Lee, M. Y., and Ahn, S. H. (2005).
Cortical reorganization associated lower extremitymotor recovery as evidenced
by functional MRI and diffusion tensor tractography in a stroke patient. Restor.
Neurol. Neurosci. 23, 325–329.

Jenkins, I. H., Jahanshahi, M., Jueptner, M., Passingham, R. E., and Brooks, D. J.
(2000). Self-initiated versus externally triggered movements. II. The effect of
movement predictability on regional cerebral blood flow. Brain 123(Pt 6),
1216–1228. doi: 10.1093/brain/123.6.1216

Johansen-Berg, H., Rushworth, M. F., Bogdanovic, M. D., Kischka, U.,
Wimalaratna, S., and Matthews, P. M. (2002). The role of ipsilateral premotor
cortex in hand movement after stroke. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 99, 14518–
14523. doi: 10.1073/pnas.222536799

Kandel, E. R., Schwartz, J. H., Jessell, T. M. (eds). (1991). Principles of Neural
Science, 4th Edn. New York: Elsevier.

Katzman, G. L., Dagher, A. P., and Patronas, N. J. (1999). Incidental findings on
brain magnetic resonance imaging from 1000 asymptomatic volunteers. JAMA
282, 36–39. doi: 10.1001/jama.282.1.36

Kautz, S. A., and Brown, D. A. (1998). Relationships between timing of
muscle excitation and impaired motor performance during cyclical lower
extremity movement in post-stroke hemiplegia. Brain 121, 515–526. doi:
10.1093/brain/121.3.515

Kautz, S. A., Patten, C., and Neptune, R. R. (2006). Does unilateral pedaling
activate a rhythmic locomotor pattern in the nonpedaling leg in post-stroke
hemiparesis? J. Neurophysiol. 95, 3154–3163. doi: 10.1152/jn.00951.2005

Khushu, S., Kumaran, S. S., Tripathi, R. P., Gupta, A., Jain, P. C., and Jain, V.
(2001). Functional magnetic resonance imaging of the primary motor cortex
in humans: response to increased functional demands. J. Biosci. 26, 205–215.
doi: 10.1007/BF02703644

Kim, Y. H., You, S. H., Kwon, Y. H., Hallett, M., Kim, J. H., and Jang, S. H.
(2006). Longitudinal fMRI study for locomotor recovery in patients with stroke.
Neurology 67, 330–333. doi: 10.1212/01.wnl.0000225178.85833.0d

Kruger, G., and Glover, G. H. (2001). Physiological noise in oxygenation-
sensitive magnetic resonance imaging. Magn. Reson. Med. 46, 631–637. doi:
10.1002/mrm.1240

Le Ray, D., Juvin, L., Ryczko, D., and Dubuc, R. (2011). Chapter 4 : supraspinal
control of locomotion: the mesencephalic locomotor region. Prog. Brain Res.
188, 51–70. doi: 10.1016/B978-0-444-53825-3.00009-7

Luft, A. R., Forrester, L., Macko, R. F., McCombe-Waller, S., Whitall, J.,
Villagra, F., et al. (2005). Brain activation of lower extremity movement
in chronically impaired stroke survivors. Neuroimage 26, 184–194. doi:
10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.01.027

Luft, A. R., Waller, S., Forrester, L., Smith, G. V., Whitall, J., Macko, R. F., et al.
(2004). Lesion location alters brain activation in chronically impaired stroke
survivors. Neuroimage 21, 924–935. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2003.10.026

MacIntosh, B. J., McIlroy, W. E., Mraz, R., Staines, W. R., Black, S. E., and Graham,
S. J. (2008). Electrodermal recording and fMRI to inform sensorimotor
recovery in stroke patients. Neurorehabil. Neural Repair 22, 728–736. doi:
10.1177/1545968308316386

Malonek, D., and Grinvald, A. (1996). Interactions between electrical
activity and cortical microcirculation revealed by imaging spectroscopy:
implications for functional brain mapping. Science 272, 551–554. doi:
10.1126/science.272.5261.551

Marshall, R. S., Perera, G. M., Lazar, R. M., Krakauer, J. W., Constantine, R. C.,
and DeLaPaz, R. L. (2000). Evolution of cortical activation during recovery

from corticospinal tract infarction. Stroke 31, 656–661. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.31.
3.656

Mazzetto-Betti, K. C., Leoni, R. F., Pontes-Neto, O. M., Santos, A. C., Leite, J. P.,
Silva, A. C., et al. (2010). The stability of the blood oxygenation level-dependent
functional MRI response to motor tasks is altered in patients with chronic
ischemic stroke. Stroke 41, 1921–1926. doi: 10.1161/STROKEAHA.110.590471

Mehta, J., Verber, M., Wieser, J., Schmit, B., and Schindler-Ivens, S. M.
(2009). A novel technique for examining human brain activity associated
with pedaling using fMRI. J. Neurosci. Methods 179, 230–239. doi:
10.1016/j.jneumeth.2009.01.029

Mehta, J. P., Verber, M. D., Wieser, J. A., Schmit, B. D., and Schindler-Ivens, S. M.
(2012). The effect of movement rate and complexity on functional magnetic
resonance signal change during pedaling.Motor Control 16, 158–175.

Murase, N., Duque, J., Mazzocchio, R., and Cohen, L. G. (2004). Influence
of interhemispheric interactions on motor function in chronic stroke. Ann.
Neurol. 55, 400–409. doi: 10.1002/ana.10848

Newton, J., Sunderland, A., Butterworth, S. E., Peters, A. M., Peck, K. K., and
Gowland, P. A. (2002). A pilot study of event-related functional magnetic
resonance imaging of monitored wrist movements in patients with partial
recovery. Stroke 33, 2881–2887. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.0000042660.38883.56

Nielsen, J. (2003). How we walk: central control of muscle activity during human
walking. Neuroscientist 9, 195–204. doi: 10.1177/1073858403009003012

Pariente, J., Loubinoux, I., Carel, C., Albucher, J. F., Leger, A., Manelfe, C.,
et al. (2001). Fluoxetine modulates motor performance and cerebral
activation of patients recovering from stroke. Ann. Neurol. 50, 718–729. doi:
10.1002/ana.1257

Petersen, N. T., Butler, J. E., Marchand-Pauvert, V., Fisher, R., Ledebt, A., Pyndt,
H. S., et al. (2001). Suppression of EMG activity by transcranial magnetic
stimulation in human subjects during walking. J. Physiol. 537, 651–656. doi:
10.1111/j.1469-7793.2001.00651.x

Pineiro, R., Pendlebury, S., Johansen-Berg, H., and Matthews, P. M. (2001).
Functional MRI detects posterior shifts in primary sensorimotor cortex
activation after stroke: evidence of local adaptive reorganization. Stroke 32,
1134–1139. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.32.5.1134

Pineiro, R., Pendlebury, S., Johansen-Berg, H., and Matthews, P. M. (2002).
Altered hemodynamic responses in patients after subcortical stroke measured
by functional MRI. Stroke 33, 103–109. doi: 10.1161/hs0102.100482

Promjunyakul, N. O., Schmit, B. D., and Schindler-Ivens, S. (2013). Changes in
hemodynamic responses in chronic stroke survivors do not affect fMRI signal
detection in a block experimental design.Magn. Reson. Imaging 31, 1119–1128.
doi: 10.1016/j.mri.2013.02.009

Promjunyakul, N., Verber, M. D., Schmit, B. D., and Schindler-Ivens, S. M. (2011).
“Pedaling-related brain activity in chronic stroke survivors: a fMRI study,” in
Proceedings of Society of Neural Control of Movement Meeting, San Juan.

Pyndt, H. S., and Nielsen, J. B. (2003). Modulation of transmission in the
corticospinal and group Ia afferent pathways to soleus motoneurons
during bicycling. J. Neurophysiol. 89, 304–314. doi: 10.1152/jn.
00386.2002

Raja, B., Neptune, R. R., and Kautz, S. A. (2012). Coordination of the non-
paretic leg during hemiparetic gait: expected and novel compensatory patterns.
Clin. Biomech. (Bristol, Avon) 27, 1023–1030. doi: 10.1016/j.clinbiomech.2012.
08.005

Rao, S. M., Bandettini, P. A., Binder, J. R., Bobholz, J. A., Hammeke, T. A.,
Stein, E. A., et al. (1996). Relationship between finger movement rate and
functional magnetic resonance signal change in human primary motor cortex.
J. Cereb. Blood Flow Metab. 16, 1250–1254. doi: 10.1097/00004647-199611000-
00020

Roc, A. C., Wang, J., Ances, B. M., Liebeskind, D. S., Kasner, S. E., and Detre,
J. A. (2006). Altered hemodynamics and regional cerebral blood flow in
patients with hemodynamically significant stenoses. Stroke 37, 382–387. doi:
10.1161/01.STR.0000198807.31299.43

Sadato, N., Ibanez, V., Campbell, G., Deiber, M. P., Le Bihan, D., and Hallett, M.
(1997). Frequency-dependent changes of regional cerebral blood flow during
finger movements: functional MRI compared to PET. J. Cereb. Blood Flow
Metab. 17, 670–679. doi: 10.1097/00004647-199706000-00008

Schindler-Ivens, S., Brown, D. A., and Brooke, J. D. (2004). Direction-dependent
phasing of locomotor muscle activity is altered post-stroke. J. Neurophysiol. 92,
2207–2216. doi: 10.1152/jn.01207.2003

Frontiers in Human Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 17 June 2015 | Volume 9 | Article 324

http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/archive


Promjunyakul et al. Pedaling during fMRI post-stroke

Schindler-Ivens, S., Brown, D. A., Lewis, G. N., Nielsen, J. B., Ondishko, K. L., and
Wieser, J. (2008). Soleus H-reflex excitability during pedaling post-stroke. Exp.
Brain Res. 188, 465–474. doi: 10.1007/s00221-008-1373-1

Schmahmann, J. D., Doyon, J., McDonald, D., Holmes, C., Lavoie, K.,
Hurwitz, A. S., et al. (1999). Three-dimensional MRI atlas of the human
cerebellum in proportional stereotaxic space. Neuroimage 10, 233–260. doi:
10.1006/nimg.1999.0459

Small, S. L., Hlustik, P., Noll, D. C., Genovese, C., and Solodkin, A.
(2002). Cerebellar hemispheric activation ipsilateral to the paretic hand
correlates with functional recovery after stroke. Brain 125, 1544–1557. doi:
10.1093/brain/awf148

Talairach, J., and Tournoux, P. (1988). Co-planar Stereotaxic Atlas of the Human
Brain: 3-Dimensional Proportional System – An Approach to Cerebral Imaging.
New York: Thieme Medical Publishers.

Traversa, R., Cicinelli, P., Pasqualetti, P., Filippi, M., and Rossini, P. M. (1998).
Follow-up of interhemispheric differences of motor evoked potentials from the
‘affected’ and ‘unaffected’ hemispheres in human stroke. Brain Res. 803, 1–8.
doi: 10.1016/S0006-8993(98)00505-8

Ugawa, Y., Day, B. L., Rothwell, J. C., Thompson, P. D., Merton, P. A.,
and Marsden, C. D. (1991). Modulation of motor cortical excitability by
electrical stimulation over the cerebellum in man. J. Physiol. 441, 57–72. doi:
10.1113/jphysiol.1991.sp018738

Ward, N. S., Brown, M. M., Thompson, A. J., and Frackowiak, R. S. (2003). Neural
correlates of outcome after stroke: a cross-sectional fMRI study. Brain 126,
1430–1448. doi: 10.1093/brain/awg145

Wexler, B. E., Fulbright, R. K., Lacadie, C. M., Skudlarski, P., Kelz,M. B., Constable,
R. T., et al. (1997). An fMRI study of the human cortical motor system response
to increasing functional demands. Magn. Reson. Imaging 15, 385–396. doi:
10.1016/S0730-725X(96)00232-9

Wolf, S. L., Winstein, C. J., Miller, J. P., Taub, E., Uswatte, G., Morris, D.,
et al. (2006). Effect of constraint-induced movement therapy on
upper extremity function 3 to 9 months after stroke: the EXCITE
randomized clinical trial. JAMA 296, 2095–2104. doi: 10.1001/jama.296.
17.2095

You, S. H., Jang, S. H., Kim, Y. H., Hallett, M., Ahn, S. H., Kwon,
Y. H., et al. (2005). Virtual reality-induced cortical reorganization and
associated locomotor recovery in chronic stroke: an experimenter-blind
randomized study. Stroke 36, 1166–1171. doi: 10.1161/01.STR.0000162715.
43417.91

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2015 Promjunyakul, Schmit and Schindler-Ivens. This is an open-access
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided
the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this
journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution
or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Human Neuroscience | www.frontiersin.org 18 June 2015 | Volume 9 | Article 324

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Human_Neuroscience/archive

	A novel fMRI paradigm suggests that pedaling-related brain activation is altered after stroke
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Subjects
	Procedures
	Processing and Analysis

	Results
	Task Performance
	Brain Activation
	Post hoc, Exploratory Analysis of Reduced Volume

	Discussion
	Recording Pedaling-Related Brain Activation in Stroke and Age-Matched Controls
	Reduced Brain Activation Volume Post-Stroke
	Task-Dependency of Brain Activation Post-Stroke and Implications for Rehabilitation
	Additional Methodological Implications

	Conclusion
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	References


