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Increased power by harmonizing structural MRI site differences 
with the ComBat batch adjustment method in ENIGMA

A full list of authors and affiliations appears at the end of the article.

Abstract

A common limitation of neuroimaging studies is their small sample sizes. To overcome this 

hurdle, the Enhancing Neuro Imaging Genetics through Meta-Analysis (ENIGMA) Consortium 

combines neuroimaging data from many institutions worldwide. However, this introduces 

heterogeneity due to different scanning devices and sequences. ENIGMA projects commonly 

address this heterogeneity with random-effects meta-analysis or mixed-effects mega-analysis. 

Here we tested whether the batch adjustment method, ComBat, can further reduce site-related 

heterogeneity and thus increase statistical power. We conducted random-effects meta-analyses, 

mixed-effects mega-analyses and ComBat mega-analyses to compare cortical thickness, surface 

area and subcortical volumes between 2897 individuals with a diagnosis of schizophrenia and 

3141 healthy controls from 33 sites. Specifically, we compared the imaging data between 

individuals with schizophrenia and healthy controls, covarying for age and sex. The use of 

ComBat substantially increased the statistical significance of the findings as compared to random-

effects meta-analyses. The findings were more similar when comparing ComBat with mixed-

effects mega-analysis, although ComBat still slightly increased the statistical significance. ComBat 

also showed increased statistical power when we repeated the analyses with fewer sites. Results 

were nearly identical when we applied the ComBat harmonization separately for cortical 

thickness, cortical surface area and subcortical volumes. Therefore, we recommend applying the 

ComBat function to attenuate potential effects of site in ENIGMA projects and other multi-site 
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structural imaging work. We provide easy-to-use functions in R that work even if imaging data are 

partially missing in some brain regions, and they can be trained with one data set and then applied 

to another (a requirement for some analyses such as machine learning).

Keywords

Brain; Cortical thickness; Gray matter; Mega-analysis; Neuroimaging; Schizophrenia; Volume

1. Introduction

After the early reporting of ventricular enlargement in patients with schizophrenia (SCZ) 

using pneumoencephalography (Huber, 1957), there has been an exponential increase in the 

number of studies that use imaging techniques to detect brain differences in people with 

psychiatric disorders. This increase is most evident for studies using magnetic resonance 

imaging (MRI), probably due to its high resolution and its wide availability around the 

globe. However, most MRI studies have examined relatively small sample sizes, a limitation 

that may prevent the detection of true differences (type II errors), and because of the use of 

liberal thresholds, may even lead to increased detection of false differences (type I errors). 

Consequently, reports of unreliable, inconsistent and even contradictory results are not 

uncommon (Radua and Mataix-Cols, 2012).

Collaborative multi-site initiatives provide an opportunity to assemble larger and more 

diverse groups of subjects, leading to increased power and findings that may be more 

representative of the general population. Among these initiatives, the ENIGMA (Enhancing 

Neuro Imaging Genetics through Meta-Analysis; http://enigma.ini.usc.edu) Consortium 

(Thompson et al., 2014) stands out for including hundreds of groups worldwide and 

facilitating the sharing of tens of thousands of neuroimages. One great advantage of this 

consortium is the harmonization of the protocols to pre-process the MRI data, which has 

decreased the heterogeneity between the sites related to methodological factors. All sites 

apply the same pre-processing pipelines to obtain thickness and surface area estimates for 

cortical regions of interest (ROI) and volume estimates for subcortical ROIs; similar 

harmonized protocols are in use for standardized analysis of diffusion MRI, resting state 

fMRI and EEG data, as well as various kinds of omics data (GWAS and epigenetic data).

However, even though all sites participating in an ENIGMA project apply the same pre-

processing protocol, data from different sites still show relevant methodological 

heterogeneity due to systematic differences in MRI scanning devices and acquisition 

sequences. Also, prior studies have reported that the results of the FreeSurfer segmentation 

process, for morphometric analysis of MRI, can be affected even by using different 

FreeSurfer versions, workstations or operating systems (Chepkoech et al., 2016; 

Gronenschild et al., 2012). Most ENIGMA projects address this residual heterogeneity by 

random-effects meta-analysis (RE-Meta), but estimation and control of heterogeneity in site-

aggregated meta-analyses may be suboptimal (Chen and Benedetti, 2017). It is worth noting 

that a few ENIGMA studies have analyzed shared individual data (rather than site-

aggregated statistical data). These “mega-analyses” of individual data considered the “site” 
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as a random factor within a linear mixed-effects model (ME-Mega), and in several cases 

examined so far, showed higher statistical power than RE-Meta (Boedhoe et al., 2017, 2018; 

Favre et al., 2019; van Rooij et al., 2018) (Table 1).

Here, we tested whether ME-Mega may be further improved using a recently developed 

method to control for batch effects. Standard ME-Mega assumes that the error terms follow 

the same normal distribution at all sites, which is rarely the case as sites usually have 

different error variances. In addition, both RE-Mega and ME-Meta estimate the 

heterogeneity of each ROI independently, while it is likely that all ROIs share some 

heterogeneity. One method that overcomes these issues is ComBat (Johnson et al., 2007), a 

batch adjustment method developed for genomics data. Fortin and colleagues have shown 

that ComBat mega-analysis (ComBat-Mega) outperformed other methods for removing the 

effects of site from cortical thickness data obtained using the ANTs cortical thickness 

pipeline (Tustison et al., 2014) from a moderately small number of different sites (≤7 sites). 

Specifically, ComBat decreased scan-related heterogeneity and increased statistical power 

and reproducibility (Fortin et al., 2018). The current study examines whether this 

harmonization result can be extended to ENIGMA data obtained using a standardized 

FreeSurfer pipeline (Dale et al., 1999; Fischl et al., 1999). Moreover, we did not know 

whether the use of a larger number of sites could minimize the advantages of ComBat-Mega 

as compared to ME-Mega. To answer these questions, we analyzed the main structural MRI 

data from the ENIGMA Schizophrenia Working Group using RE-Meta, ME-Mega and 

ComBat-Mega, and then compared the findings. The RE-Meta of these data have been 

already published (van Erp et al., 2016, 2018; Wong et al., 2019); in those analyses, 

individuals with SCZ showed widespread thinner cortex and smaller surface area, as well as 

smaller hippocampus, amygdala, thalamus and accumbens volumes, and larger pallidum and 

lateral ventricle volumes.

We hypothesized that ComBat-Mega would show improvements over RE-Meta and ME-

Mega in detecting differences between groups of individuals with SCZ and healthy controls 

(CON), with standard errors of these effects scaling by method: Combat-Mega < ME-Mega 

< RE-Meta. We further provide the R code (http://enigma.ini.usc.edu/wp-content/uploads/

combat_for_ENIGMA_sMRI/combat_for_ENIGMA_sMRI.R) for the application of 

ComBat harmonization for other ENIGMA mega-analyses or other multi-site structural 

imaging work even if the imaging data are partially missing in some ROIs (the original 

ComBat function did not accept missing data).

2. Methods

2.1. Methodological approaches

Before detailing the collection of data and analyses in the present study, we will briefly 

explain the three methodological approaches. To exemplify the explanation, we will refer to 

a simple comparison of cortical thickness between groups of individuals with SCZ and 

CON, after covarying for effects of age and sex, but the concepts are applicable to other 

measures and statistical contrasts. We also conducted an alternative analysis covarying for 

age, sex, and intracranial volume (ICV).
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2.1.1. The RE-Meta approach—In the random-effects meta-analysis (RE-Meta), a 

linear model estimates the difference in cortical thickness between SCZ and CON for each 

ROI at each site, covarying for age and sex:

yr, i, j = αr, i + Xi, j ⋅ βr, i + εr, i, j

where yr,i,j is the measurement of cortical thickness of the rth ROI from the jth individual of 

the ith site, αr,i is the estimate overall cortical thickness of the rth ROI from individuals of 

the ith site, Xi,j are the values of the variables (disorder, age, and sex) of the jth individual of 

the ith site, βr,i are the estimates of the coefficients of these variables for the rth ROI from 

individuals of the ith site, and εr,i,j is the error term for the rth ROI in the jth individual of the 

ith site.

Estimates of coefficients of interest (e.g., βr,i,1, the difference between SCZ and CON are 

then pooled to obtain a single estimate for each ROI (βr,meta,1). A typical method to pool the 

coefficients is the weighted mean of the coefficient of each site (Radua and Mataix-Cols, 

2012):

βr, meta, 1 = ∑
i ∈ sites

wr, i ⋅ βr, i, 1

where wr,i the weight of ith site for the rth ROI, and is calculated as the inverse of the 

variance of βr,i,1, plus the heterogeneity for the rth ROI (τr2):

wr, i = 1
var βr, i, 1 + τr2

Frequently, the analyst does not use the coefficients but effect sizes, such as Hedges’ g 
(Radua and Mataix-Cols, 2012), but the concept is similar.

Some problems of RE-Meta are that βr,i may be poorly estimated in sites with small sample 

sizes, or that τr2 may be poorly estimated in some scenarios (Chen and Benedetti, 2017).

2.1.2. The ME-Mega approach—In the standard mixed effects mega-analysis (ME-

Mega), a linear mixed-effects model is performed on shared individual subject data to 

estimate the overall difference in cortical thickness between SCZ and CON, for each ROI, 

covarying for age and sex. This analysis is conducted in a single step, with “site” included in 

the model as a random factor:

yr, i, j = αr + Xi, j ⋅ βr + γr, i + εr, i, j

where αr is the estimate overall cortical thickness of the rth ROI from all individuals, βr are 

the estimates of the coefficients of the variables for the rth ROI from all individuals, and γr,i 

are the additive effects of the ith site in the rth ROI.
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This approach benefits from a more robust estimation of αr and βr as it is based on the data 

from all sites, as well as from a more precise estimation of the heterogeneity. However, it 

still may have some minor issues. It assumes that the error terms follow the same normal 

distribution at all sites, which may seldom be the case. We acknowledge that it is possible to 

create linear mixed-effects models that consider a different variance for each site, but they 

involve the specification of variance structures for each statistical test, which may 

substantially complicate the analyses. In addition, the effects of site are estimated 

independently for each ROI, which may be suboptimal because the effects of site, even if 

different for each ROI, may still share some commonalities (e.g., an MRI device may yield a 

better signal contrast than another across the brain).

2.1.3. The ComBat-mega approach—As compared to ME-Mega, the Combat mega-

analysis (ComBat-Mega) assumes that the error terms may follow varying normal 

distributions at different sites:

yr, i, j = αr + Xi, j ⋅ βr + γr, i + δr . i + εr, i, j

where δr,i are the multiplicative effects of the ith site in the rth ROI.

In addition, it assumes that the additive and multiplicative effects of the sites are not 

completely independent across ROIs but, rather, they share a common distribution. Such 

considerations prevent the use of standard linear models, but ComBat uses an empirical 

Bayes framework to estimate the distribution of the effects of site (Johnson et al., 2007). 

Once estimated, it derives the additive error terms:

εr, i, j =
yr, i, j − αr − Xi, j ⋅ βr − γr, i

δr . i

These terms allow the derivation of harmonized data:

yr, i, jComBat = αr + Xi, j ⋅ βr + εr, i, j

These simpler data can then be analyzed with standard linear models to estimate the overall 

difference in cortical thickness between SCZ and CON groups, for each ROI.

2.2. Modifications of the ComBat function

Fortin and colleagues modified the original “combat” function, in the “sva” package for R 

(Leek et al., 2019), so that it could be applied to imaging data (Fortin et al., 2017). However, 

Fortin’s “combat” function may not be easily applicable to ENIGMA projects as it requires 

that the dataset has no missing data, which is seldom the case. In addition, it finds the 

harmonization parameters and applies them to the data within the same function, while some 

analyses - such as machine learning - require that the parameters are found in a training set 

and later applied to an independent test set (this is not the case here, but it might be the case 

in future studies). We further modified the “combat” function to allow for missing data and 

to separate the fitting and the application of the harmonization.
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First, we divided the function into two subfunctions: “combat_fit”, which finds the 

harmonization parameters, and “combat_apply”, which applies them to the same or to 

another set. The “combat_fit” function automatically imputes missing data so that the 

function can find the harmonization parameters without errors. These imputations are 

predictions based on linear models of the ROI values by the covariates, separately for each 

ROI and each site:

yr, i, j = αr, i + Xi, j ⋅ βr, i

The covariates are the variables introduced into the “combat_fit” function, which in the 

present study were the diagnosis, age, and sex. The “combat_fit” function also discards ROIs 

with no variance, which returned errors in the previous “combat” function. Importantly, 

these imputations are temporary and only aimed to avoid errors during the fitting of the 

parameters, they are not saved. To apply the parameters, the user must use the 

“combat_apply” function with the original data, and missing values are not imputed.

The reader may download the adapted ComBat functions for R from http://

enigma.ini.usc.edu/wp-content/uploads/combat_for_ENIGMA_sMRI/

combat_for_ENIGMA_sMRI.R.

2.3. Collection of data

The data for this paper includes the cortical thickness, surface area and subcortical volumes 

from 33 sites of the ENIGMA Schizophrenia Working Group (van Erp et al., 2016, 2018; 

Wong et al., 2019) who shared individual subject level FreeSurfer data for this project. The 

overall sample included 2897 individuals with a diagnosis of SCZ (mean age 34 years, 34% 

females) and 3141 CON (mean age 33 years, 49% females). For SCZ, the mean age of onset 

was 23 years and their Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale (PANSS) (Kay et al., 1987) 

scores for total/positive/negative symptoms were 61/16/17, respectively. The researchers at 

each of the sites had collected the data after obtaining participants’ written informed 

consent, with protocols that had been approved by local institutional review boards. We 

provide a description of the overall sample in Table 2 and a description of the sample from 

each site in Supplementary Table S1.

All sites had processed the data with FreeSurfer (Fischl, 2012) versions 4.0 to 5.3, except for 

version 5.2 which was found to produce low intra-class correlations compared to the other 

versions, and within site all patients and controls were processed using the same FreeSurfer 

version (van Erp et al., 2016, 2018) according to the ENIGMA protocols, which are 

available at http://enigma.usc.edu/protocols/imaging-protocols. For cortical ROIs, they 

involved the estimation of cortical vertex-wise statistics, the extraction of cortical thickness 

and surface area for 70 Desikan-Killiany (DK) atlas regions (Desikan et al., 2006), and 

quality checks (van Erp et al., 2018). For subcortical ROIs, they involved the estimation of 

subcortical volumes and quality checks (van Erp et al., 2016).
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2.4. Statistical analyses

We conducted comparisons of MRI data between individuals with SCZ and CON to assess 

the statistical significance, power and familywise error rate (FWER) using RE-Meta, ME-

Mega and ComBat-Mega. We formally tested whether ComBat-Mega increases the 

statistical significance and power of the differences between individuals with SCZ and CON 

by attenuating site-effects, using a permutation test and a small-subset strategy respectively. 

We also used the data of the permutation test to check the FWER.

2.4.1. Comparisons of MRI data between individuals with SCZ and CON—We 

conducted the RE-Meta in two steps. In the first step, we compared the values of each ROI 

between SCZ and CON via a standard linear model, with age and sex as covariates, 

separately for each site. We then converted the difference to a Hedges’ g and its variance for 

each site and ROI. In the second step, we conducted a random-effects meta-analysis of the 

Hedges’ g of each ROI with the “metafor” package for R (Viechtbauer, 2010), and we 

corrected the p-values for multiple comparisons with the Holm method.

For ME-Mega, we compared the values of each ROI between SCZ and CON via a linear 

mixed-effects model, with age and sex as covariates and site as a random factor, with the 

“lme4” and “lmerTest” packages for R (Bates et al., 2015; Kuznetsova et al., 2017). We then 

divided the difference by the standard deviation (derived from the model) and corrected it 

for small-sample bias to obtain a Hedges’ g and its variance, and we corrected the p-values 

for multiple comparisons using the Holm method (Holm, 1979).

Finally, for ComBat-Mega, we first removed the effects of site using the ComBat functions 

(modelling the effects of diagnosis, age, and sex), and then compared the values of each ROI 

(e.g., cortical thickness of the frontal pole) between SCZ and CON via a standard linear 

model, with age and sex as covariates. Note that the ComBat functions use covariates (e.g., 

age and sex) to better estimate the effects of site, but they do not remove the effects of these 

covariates; for this reason, we included these covariates in the subsequent linear model. As 

for ME-Mega, we converted the difference to a Hedges’ g and its variance, and we corrected 

the p-values for multiple comparisons with the Holm method. Note that we applied a single 

ComBat harmonization for different types of data (cortical thickness, cortical surface area, 

and subcortical volume) because we considered that they were related. We also conducted an 

alternative analysis with a separate harmonization for each type of data.

2.4.2. Comparison of the statistical significance—To test whether ComBat-Mega 

had improved the statistical significance we used a permutation approach. We followed the 

Draper-Stoneman procedure, which according to results from a study comparing different 

algorithms (Winkler et al., 2014), is one of the procedures that best controls the FWER and 

that can be safely applied here. Note that other algorithms such as Freedman Lane would 

produce different permuted data for RE-Meta, ME-Mega and ComBat-Mega, which would 

be problematic in our study because these unwanted differences could confound other 

potential differences between the methods. Specifically, we randomly permuted the 

diagnosis among the individuals within each site and repeated all comparison analysis 1000 

times.
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To show the differences in statistical significance between methods expected by chance, we 

plotted the histogram of the median difference in the logit-transformed p-values between the 

methods across the permutations (Fig. 1). For example, in one permutation we randomly 

assigned study participants to patient or control status. We then compared these randomly 

assigned patients and controls using RE-Meta, ME-Mega and ComBat-Mega. We then 

calculated differences between logit-transformed p-values of the ComBat-Mega comparison 

and logit-transformed p-values of the RE-Meta (or ME-Mega) comparisons for each ROI. 

From these, we only saved the median between logit-transformed p-value difference. Note 

that this median difference should be very close to zero, given that participant assignment 

was random, and there should therefore be no patient-control group differences other than by 

chance. By conducting multiple of these permutations, we were able plot the histogram of 

the median differences expected by chance alone. Finally, we compared the median 

difference of the original analysis (with correctly assigned patient and control status) with 

the histogram of the median differences expected by chance. Only median differences were 

used in this analysis to simplify the test as doing so avoids the need to correct for multiple 

comparisons.

We must note that without the logit (or other) transforms, the detection of differences in 

statistical significance would be too sensitive for large p-values and too little sensitive for 

small p-values. For example, if the (non-transformed) p-value using one approach was 0.6 

and the (non-transformed) p-value using another approach was 0.4, the difference in p-

values would be very large (0.6–0.4 = 0.2) even if the two p-values might be considered 

conceptually very similar, whereas if the (non-transformed) p-value using one approach was 

0.003 and the (non-transformed) p-value using another approach was 0.001, the difference in 

p-values would be very small (0.003–0.001 = 0.002) even if one p-value is three times the 

size of the other. With the logit transform, the p-values of the first example would be 0.4 and 

−0.4, with a difference of 0.8, and the p-values of the second example would be −5.8 and 

−6.9, with a difference of 1.1.

The use of a permutation test implied that both the estimated probability of obtaining the 

observed median difference in (logit-transform) p-values was discrete, i.e., it could only be 

0.001, or 0.002, or 0.003, etcetera. However, we were only interested in assessing if this 

estimation was <0.05, for what this level of precision should not pose any problems.

2.4.3. Evaluation of the statistical power—We also tested whether ComBat-Mega 

increases the statistical power using a small-subset strategy. Specifically, we repeated 500 

times the analyses but including each time only a random sample of 10 sites. We then 

counted the number of times that these analyses using only 10 sites were able to detect 

differences between SCZ and CON. We only used ROIs in which the differences between 

SCZ and CON were strongly statistically significant in the main analyses using the 33 sites 

(FWER<0.001 for RE-Meta, for ME-Mega, and for ComBat-Mega), as we assumed that 

they have true differences. Finally, we conducted a Wilcoxon signed-ranked test to compare 

the statistical power across ROIs between ComBat-Mega and RE-Meta, as well as between 

ComBat-Mega and ME-Mega.
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2.4.4. Determination of the empirical FWER—We also used the permutation data 

created above to check whether the FWER for the three methods were appropriate, i.e., we 

counted the proportion of permutations in which at least one ROI had a Holm-corrected p-

value < 0.05. Again, the use of a permutation test implied that the estimated FWER was 

discrete, but we were only interested in assessing whether it was <0.05.

3. Results

With ComBat-Mega, on average, individuals with a diagnosis of SCZ showed thinner cortex 

and smaller surface area in nearly all cortical ROIs (Table 3). The only exceptions were the 

bilateral pericalcarine fissures and right entorhinal cortex (where between-group differences 

in thickness did not reach statistical significance after correction for multiple comparisons) 

and the left isthmus of the cingulate and right temporal pole (where between-group 

differences in surface area did not reach statistical significance after correction for multiple 

comparisons). The SCZ group also showed, on average, smaller bilateral thalamus, 

hippocampus, amygdala, and right accumbens volumes, and larger bilateral lateral ventricle, 

putamen, and pallidum volumes. Smaller left accumbens and larger bilateral caudate 

volumes were not statistically significant after correction for multiple comparisons.

Results were in the same direction for the RE-Meta and ME-Mega, though RE-Meta did not 

detect thinner cortex in three ROIs (bilateral rostral anterior cingulate and left caudal 

anterior cingulate) and smaller surface area in six ROIs (bilateral pericalcarine fissure, left 

posterior cingulate and temporal pole, and right isthmus cingulate and insula).

The Hedges’ g estimates for the differences were similar across the different analytic 

methods, but their statistical significance was greater in ComBat-Mega as compared to RE-

Meta and ME-Mega (Figs. 2 and 3). The difference in statistical significance was relatively 

minor when comparing ComBat-Mega to ME-Mega, whereas particularly relevant when 

comparing ComBat-Mega to RE-Meta (Fig. 3).

The median difference between logit-transformed ComBat-Mega p-values and logit-

transformed RE-Meta p-values in the original data was 13.9. This was substantially larger 

than any of the median differences in the permuted data (all < 0.61), indicating that the 

higher statistical significance of ComBat-Mega findings was unlikely due to chance 

(probability 0.001) (Fig. 4). For the comparison between ComBat-Mega and ME-Mega, the 

median difference was smaller (3.2), but still unlikely due to chance (all median differences 

in the permuted data <0.52, probability 0.001).

Interestingly, a plot of the ComBat-Mega-related increase in statistical significance as a 

function of the intra-site variance/total variance ratio, showed that the increase in statistical 

significance was larger in those ROIs in which intra-site variance was only ~50–70% of total 

variance compared to those ROIs in which intra-site variance was ~90–100% of total 

variance (p < 0.001, Fig. 5).

In the evaluation of statistical power using the small-subset strategy, the statistical power 

was higher for ComBat-Mega (statistical power = 83.5%) than for RE-Meta (statistical 
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power = 53.7%; Wilcoxon p-value < 0.001) or ME-Mega (statistical power = 80.4%; 

Wilcoxon p-value < 0.001).

The empirical FWER was ≤0.05 for all analytic methods (RE-Meta: 0.024; ME-Mega: 

0.027; ComBat-Mega: 0.025).

When we applied the ComBat harmonization separately for cortical thickness data, cortical 

surface area data and subcortical volume data, we found the same differences with nearly 

identical Hedges’ g (Supplementary Figure S1). The statistical significance was minimally 

lower (median difference between single ComBat logit-transformed p-values and separate 

ComBat logit-transformed p-values was 0.1), the statistical power in the small-subset 

strategy was 83.5%, and the empirical FWER was 0.026.

When we covaried ComBat-Mega by age, sex and ICV, results were similar: The only 

differences were that the right frontal pole, isthmus of the cingulate and pericalcarine and 

left parahippocampal and temporal pole decreases in surface area were no longer statistically 

significant, whereas the left pericalcarine decrease in surface area and the bilateral caudate 

increases in volume reached statistical significance. Results were again in the same direction 

for the RE-Meta and ME-Mega, though RE-Meta did not detect statistically significant 

differences in 36 of the ROIs showing differences with ComBat-Mega, and ME-Mega did 

not detect smaller right accumbens volume (and detected smaller surface area in left 

parahippocampal and right pericalcarine but not in left paracentral and right entorhinal). The 

Hedges’ g estimates for the differences were again similar across the different analytic 

methods, but their statistical significance was again greater in ComBat-Mega as compared to 

RE-Meta and ME-Mega (Supplementary Figure S2).

4. Discussion

In this study, we analyzed individual subject level data pooled by the ENIGMA 

Schizophrenia Working Group using three methods to account for the effects of site: 

random-effects meta-analysis (RE-Meta), linear mixed-effects models (ME-Mega), and 

ComBat harmonization followed by standard linear models (ComBat-Mega). The results of 

the comparison between SCZ and CON using ComBat-Mega were similar to the studies 

already published by the ENIGMA Schizophrenia Working Group: SCZ showed a 

widespread thinner cortex and smaller surface area (van Erp et al., 2018), smaller 

hippocampus, amygdala, thalamus and accumbens, and larger lateral ventricles, putamen 

and pallidum (van Erp et al., 2016) than CON. The results of the same comparison using 

RE-Meta and ME-Mega were in the same direction and had similar effect sizes, although 

with a lower statistical significance (i.e. wider confidence intervals, larger p-values), 

especially for RE-Meta. In other words, the use of ComBat increased the statistical 

significance (i.e., narrower confidence intervals, smaller p-values) of the differences between 

SCZ and CON. This was specially apparent in those ROIs in which intra-site variance was 

only ~50–70% of total variance. ComBat Mega also showed increased statistical power 

when we repeated the analyses with fewer sites. All approaches controlled well the FWER, 

even too strictly probably due to the use of the Holm method, which is more powerful than 
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the Bonferroni method but still conservative (Blakesley et al., 2009). Findings were similar 

when covarying by ICV.

Based on these findings, we recommend that ENIGMA mega-analysis projects consider 

applying the ComBat function to reduce the effects of site, followed by standard statistical 

analysis without including site as a fixed or random effect in the statistical model. To apply 

ComBat harmonization, we provide easy-to-use functions for R that work even if there are 

missing data and they can be trained with data from one set and then applied to data from 

another.

We must note that we conducted these analyses with the three main types of data used in 

ENIGMA projects: thickness of cortical ROIs, surface area of cortical ROIs, and volumes of 

subcortical nuclei. However, some ENIGMA projects use other types of data, such as mean 

fractional anisotropy of white matter tracts, and we have not explored whether the 

application of ComBat would be beneficial for these projects. Two notions suggest that 

ComBat should be broadly beneficial. On the one hand, the ComBat algorithm is not 

specific for a given type of imaging data. Indeed, while it was developed for genomics data 

(Johnson et al., 2007), we here successfully applied it to three types of ENIGMA imaging 

data. Moreover, Fortin and colleagues found that ComBat outperforms other harmonization 

methods for voxel-based fractional anisotropy and mean diffusivity (Fortin et al., 2017), and 

Yu et al. found similar results for resting-state functional connectivity and network measures 

(Yu et al., 2018).

While our findings suggest that ComBat harmonization will be useful for most ENIGMA 

mega-analyses and other multi-site structural imaging work, we suggest caution when 

combining different types of data. We conducted a single ComBat harmonization for 

different types of MRI data because we considered that thickness, area, and volume are 

related, as they are obtained from the same FreeSurfer output of the T1-weighted image and 

all measure amounts of gray matter. Indeed, an alternative analysis with separate ComBat 

harmonization for each type of data yielded nearly identical results. However, we do not 

know whether the application of a single ComBat harmonization on other combinations of 

data would behave similarly.

Other popular approaches for pooling neuroimaging data are the voxel-based meta-analytic 

methods, such as Seed-based d Mapping (SDM) (Albajes-Eizagirre et al., 2019; Radua et al., 

2012) or Activation Likelihood Estimation (ALE) (Eickhoff et al., 2009, 2012). These 

methods can include imaging studies even if they only report the coordinates of the peaks of 

the clusters of statistical significance. Therefore, a great advantage of these methods is the 

exhaustive inclusion of studies. In addition, the analyses are conducted at the voxel level 

(rather than using ROIs). These methods traditionally tested whether the reported findings 

tended to converge in a few brain voxels (Albaje-s-Eizagirre and Radua, 2018), but novel 

methods are able to directly test whether there are differences - even if they are widespread 

and do not converge (Albaje- s-Eizagirre et al., 2019). In view of the results of the present 

study, one could wonder whether these voxel-based methods should also conduct ComBat 

mega-analysis instead of meta-analysis. However, to use ComBat they would need access to 

individual subject level data, which at present are often not available. Another aspect to 
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consider is whether we need SDM or ALE meta-analyses after an ENIGMA ComBat mega-

analysis is published. Here, we must remember that SDM and ALE are voxel-based and 

include virtually all published studies, whereas most ENIGMA studies are ROI-based and 

include only the data that authors agree to share. Therefore, these different approaches 

present interesting complementary information.

Our study has some limitations. First, we already stated that we have not explored whether 

the application of ComBat would be beneficial for projects using other types of data, 

although several facts suggest that ComBat should be broadly beneficial. Second, we also 

acknowledged that we do not know whether the application of a single ComBat 

harmonization on other combinations of data would behave similarly. Third, our analysis is 

focused on the differences between SCZ and CON, whose distribution is roughly similar 

across sites. The effects of site and thus the importance of their removal might be larger for 

conditions with few cases in each site, where pooling data is more beneficial. Fourth, 

ComBat-Mega addresses some issues but not others, which still need to be investigated, such 

as site by nuisance confounds. For example, a site with poor quality data may also be a site 

with a mean age higher than other sites. Future studies addressing these questions could 

point to methods other than ComBat. Finally, there is a conceptual difference in the effects 

of site that are modeled in ComBat/ME-Mega and the effects of site that are modeled in RE-

Meta. The former effects are in (individual) raw data and refer to site-specific constants that 

are added to or that multiply the measurements. The latter effects, conversely, are in (group) 

effect sizes, and are probably a mix of several factors such as site-specific constants that 

multiply the measurements, heterogeneity in the differences between SCZ and CON, or 

differences in precision between studies.

To conclude, this paper provides evidence of the superiority of ComBat harmonization over 

standard mega-analyses and meta-analyses in reducing site-related heterogeneity and thus 

increase statistical power. We therefore recommend that ENIGMA mega-analysis projects 

and other multi-site structural imaging work consider applying the ComBat function, which 

we provide employing easy functions for R. The provided code works with missing data and 

allows for harmonization of a test set based on the training set (a requirement for machine 

learning and possibly replication studies). We hope that future ENIGMA mega-analysis 

projects will improve between-site harmonization using ComBat.
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Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.
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Fig. 1. 
Steps of each iteration of the permutation test used to compare the statistical significance 

between random-effects meta-analysis, mixed-effects mega-analysis and ComBat mega-

analysis

Footnote: ComBat-Mega: ComBat mega-analysis; ME-Mega: mixed-effects mega-analysis; 

RE-Meta: random-effects meta-analysis.
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Fig. 2. 
Forest plot for random-effect meta-analysis (light red), mixed-effects mega-analysis (blue) 

and ComBat mega-analysis (dark green).

Footnote: The width of the confidence intervals in the legend corresponds to the mean width 

of the confidence intervals across the brain. ComBat-Mega: ComBat mega-analysis; ME-

Mega: mixed-effects mega-analysis; RE-Meta: random-effects meta-analysis.
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Fig. 3. 
Hedges’ g and p-values of random-effect meta-analysis, mixed-effects mega-analysis and 

ComBat mega-analysis in the comparison of ENIGMA brain data between 2897 patients 

with schizophrenia and 3141 healthy controls.

Footnote: Each cross represents an ROI. ComBat-Mega: ComBat mega-analysis; ME-Mega: 

mixed-effects mega-analysis; RE-Meta: random-effects meta-analysis. The top plots show 

that ComBat-Mega effect sizes are similar to RE-Meta and ME-Mega effect sizes, as crosses 

are mostly distributed around the diagonal lines. The bottom plots show that ComBat-Mega 

p-values are substantially smaller than RE-Meta p-values (crosses are clearly above the 

diagonal line), and slightly smaller than ME-Mega p-values (crosses tend to be slightly 

above the diagonal line).
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Fig. 4. 
Median difference between logit-transformed p-values derived from ComBat mega-analysis 

and logit-transformed p-values derived from random-effects meta-analysis and mixed-effects 

mega-analysis in the original data (red) and in the permuted data (histograms).

Footnote: ComBat-Mega: ComBat mega-analysis; ME-Mega: mixed-effects mega-analysis; 

RE-Meta: random-effects meta-analysis. The histograms (in gray) show the expected 

ComBat-Mega-related increase of statistical significance by chance, and the arrows (in red) 

show the actual increase. The latter is clearly larger than that former (negative values mean 

that ComBat-Mega increases statistical significance).
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Fig. 5. 
Relationship between the intra-site variance/total variance ratio and ComBat mega-analysis-

related increase of statistical significance.

Footnote: ComBat-Mega: ComBat mega-analysis; ME-Mega: mixed-effects mega-analysis; 

RE-Meta: random-effects meta-analysis. The ComBat-Mega-related increase of statistical 

significance (negative values in the Y axis) is larger in regions with lower intra-site variance/

variance ratio (around 50–70%).
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Table 1

Previous ENIGMA projects that included both mega-analyses and meta-analyses.

RE-Meta ME-Mega

Subcortical volumes in obsessive-compulsive disorder (Boedhoe et al., 2017) ↓ in1 ROI and t in ↑ ROI ↓ in 1 ROI and ↑ in 1 ROI

Fractional anisotropy in bipolar disorder (Favre et al., 2019) ↓ in 23 out of 44 ROIs ↓ in 29 out of 44 ROIs

Cortical thickness in obsessive-compulsive disorder (Boedhoe et al., 2018) No findings ↓ in 2 ROIs

Surface area in obsessive-compulsive disorder (Boedhoe et al., 2018) ↓ in 1 ROI ↓ in 1 ROI

Subcortical volumes in autism spectrum disorder (van Rooij et al., 2018) ↓ in 3 ROIs ↓ in 4 ROIs

Cortical thickness in autism spectrum disorder (van Rooij et al., 2018) ↑ in 3 ROIs ↓I in 10 ROIs ↑ in 9 ROIs and ↓ in 7 ROIs

Footnote: ROI: region of interest. ME-Mega: mixed-effects mega-analysis; RE-Meta: random-effects meta-analysis.

Neuroimage. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2020 September 29.



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Radua et al. Page 36

Ta
b

le
 2

D
es

cr
ip

tio
n 

of
 th

e 
ov

er
al

l s
am

pl
e.

Sa
m

pl
e 

si
ze

A
ge

 (
SD

)
F

em
al

es
A

ge
 o

f 
on

se
t 

(S
D

)
D

ur
at

io
n 

of
 il

ln
es

s 
(S

D
)

PA
N

SS
SA

P
S 

(S
D

)
SA

N
S 

(S
D

)
C

D
E

 (
SD

)

To
ta

l (
SD

)
P

os
it

iv
e 

(S
D

)
N

eg
at

iv
e 

(S
D

)

Pa
tie

nt
s 

w
ith

 
sc

hi
zo

ph
re

ni
a

28
97

33
.9

 (
12

.0
)

34
.2

%
22

.8
 (

7.
1)

12
.1

 (
12

.5
)

60
.5

 (
25

.3
)

15
.5

 (
6.

8)
16

.6
 (

7.
8)

20
.2

 (
18

.5
)

23
.0

 (
16

.9
)

42
6 

(5
91

)

H
ea

lth
y 

co
nt

ro
ls

31
41

33
.3

 (
13

.2
)

49
.0

%

Fo
ot

no
te

: C
D

E
: c

hl
or

pr
om

az
in

e 
do

se
 e

qu
iv

al
en

t; 
PA

N
SS

: P
os

iti
ve

 a
nd

 N
eg

at
iv

e 
Sy

nd
ro

m
e 

Sc
al

e;
 S

A
N

S:
 S

ca
le

 f
or

 th
e 

A
ss

es
sm

en
t o

f 
N

eg
at

iv
e 

Sy
m

pt
om

s;
 S

A
PS

: S
ca

le
 f

or
 th

e 
A

ss
es

sm
en

t o
f 

Po
si

tiv
e 

Sy
m

pt
om

s;
 S

D
: s

ta
nd

ar
d 

de
vi

at
io

n.

Neuroimage. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2020 September 29.



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Radua et al. Page 37

Ta
b

le
 3

E
ff

ec
t s

iz
es

 a
nd

 c
on

fi
de

nc
e 

in
te

rv
al

s 
de

ri
ve

d 
fr

om
 th

e 
C

om
B

at
 m

eg
a-

an
al

ys
is

.

T
hi

ck
ne

ss
Su

rf
ac

e 
ar

ea

B
an

ks
st

s
L

−
0.

37
 (

−
0.

43
,−

0.
32

)
−

0.
2 

(−
0.

25
,−

0.
14

)

R
−

0.
39

 (
−

0.
44

,−
0.

33
)

−
0.

2 
(−

0.
26

,−
0.

15
)

C
au

da
l a

nt
er

io
r 

ci
ng

ul
at

e
L

−
0.

12
 (

−
0.

18
,−

0.
07

)
−

0.
16

 (
−

0.
21

,−
0.

11
)

R
−

0.
15

 (
−

0.
2,

−
0.

1)
−

0.
2 

(−
0.

26
,−

0.
15

)

C
au

da
l m

id
dl

e 
fr

on
ta

l
L

−
0.

36
 (

−
0.

41
,−

0.
3)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

23
,−

0.
13

)

R
−

0.
33

 (
−

0.
38

,−
0.

27
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

23
,−

0.
13

)

C
un

eu
s

L
−

0.
15

 (
−

0.
21

,−
0.

1)
−

0.
19

 (
−

0.
24

,−
0.

13
)

R
−

0.
19

 (
−

0.
24

,−
0.

14
)

−
0.

14
 (

−
0.

19
,−

0.
09

)

E
nt

or
hi

na
l

L
−

0.
11

 (
−

0.
17

,−
0.

06
)

−
0.

16
 (

−
0.

21
,−

0.
1)

R
−

0.
07

 (
−

0.
12

,−
0.

01
)

−
0.

1 
(−

0.
16

,−
0.

05
)

Fr
on

ta
l p

ol
e

L
−

0.
19

 (
−

0.
24

,−
0.

13
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

23
,−

0.
13

)

R
−

0.
2 

(−
0.

25
,−

0.
14

)
−

0.
09

 (
−

0.
15

,−
0.

04
)

Fu
si

fo
rm

L
−

0.
44

 (
−

0.
49

,−
0.

38
)

−
0.

22
 (

−
0.

27
,−

0.
17

)

R
−

0.
45

 (
−

0.
5,

−
0.

39
)

−
0.

26
 (

−
0.

32
,−

0.
21

)

In
fe

ri
or

 p
ar

ie
ta

l
L

−
0.

41
 (

−
0.

47
,−

0.
36

)
−

0.
22

 (
−

0.
27

,−
0.

16
)

R
−

0.
38

 (
−

0.
43

,−
0.

33
)

−
0.

22
 (

−
0.

28
,−

0.
17

)

In
fe

ri
or

 te
m

po
ra

l
L

−
0.

39
 (

−
0.

44
,−

0.
33

)
−

0.
25

 (
−

0.
31

,−
0.

2)

R
−

0.
34

 (
−

0.
39

,−
0.

29
)

−
0.

22
 (

−
0.

27
,−

0.
16

)

In
su

la
L

−
0.

37
 (

−
0.

43
,−

0.
32

)
−

0.
17

 (
−

0.
22

,−
0.

11
)

R
−

0.
37

 (
−

0.
42

,−
0.

32
)

−
0.

13
 (

−
0.

18
,−

0.
07

)

Is
th

m
us

 c
in

gu
la

te
L

−
0.

25
 (

−
0.

3,
−

0.
2)

−
0.

06
 (

−
0.

12
,−

0.
01

)

R
−

0.
25

 (
−

0.
3,

−
0.

2)
−

0.
09

 (
−

0.
14

,−
0.

04
)

L
at

er
al

 o
cc

ip
ita

l
L

−
0.

27
 (

−
0.

33
,−

0.
22

)
−

0.
19

 (
−

0.
24

,−
0.

13
)

R
−

0.
29

 (
−

0.
35

,−
0.

24
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

24
,−

0.
13

)

L
at

er
al

 o
rb

ito
fr

on
ta

l
L

−
0.

3 
(−

0.
35

,−
0.

24
)

−
0.

2 
(−

0.
25

,−
0.

14
)

R
−

0.
34

 (
−

0.
39

,−
0.

29
)

−
0.

19
 (

−
0.

24
,−

0.
14

)

L
in

gu
al

L
−

0.
3 

(−
0.

35
,−

0.
24

)
−

0.
21

 (
−

0.
26

,−
0.

16
)

R
−

0.
32

 (
−

0.
37

,−
0.

27
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

23
,−

0.
13

)

Neuroimage. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2020 September 29.



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Radua et al. Page 38

T
hi

ck
ne

ss
Su

rf
ac

e 
ar

ea

M
ed

ia
l o

rb
ito

fr
on

ta
l

L
−

0.
2 

(−
0.

25
,−

0.
14

)
−

0.
19

 (
−

0.
25

,−
0.

14
)

R
−

0.
25

 (
−

0.
31

,−
0.

2)
−

0.
19

 (
−

0.
25

,−
0.

14
)

M
id

dl
e 

te
m

po
ra

l
L

−
0.

38
 (

−
0.

44
,−

0.
33

)
−

0.
24

 (
−

0.
3,

−
0.

19
)

R
−

0.
36

 (
−

0.
41

,−
0.

3)
−

0.
26

 (
−

0.
31

,−
0.

2)

Pa
ra

ce
nt

ra
l

L
−

0.
33

 (
−

0.
38

,−
0.

27
)

−
0.

11
 (

−
0.

17
,−

0.
06

)

R
−

0.
31

 (
−

0.
37

,−
0.

26
)

−
0.

12
 (

−
0.

18
,−

0.
07

)

Pa
ra

hi
pp

oc
am

pa
l

L
−

0.
21

 (
−

0.
26

,−
0.

15
)

−
0.

12
 (

−
0.

17
,−

0.
06

)

R
−

0.
21

 (
−

0.
26

,−
0.

16
)

−
0.

19
 (

−
0.

25
,−

0.
14

)

Pa
rs

 o
pe

rc
ul

ar
is

L
−

0.
36

 (
−

0.
42

,−
0.

31
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

23
,−

0.
13

)

R
−

0.
38

 (
−

0.
44

,−
0.

33
)

−
0.

2 
(−

0.
26

,−
0.

15
)

Pa
rs

 o
rb

ita
lis

L
−

0.
31

 (
−

0.
36

,−
0.

26
)

−
0.

21
 (

−
0.

26
,−

0.
15

)

R
−

0.
3 

(−
0.

35
,−

0.
25

)
−

0.
17

 (
−

0.
23

,−
0.

12
)

Pa
rs

 tr
ia

ng
ul

ar
is

L
−

0.
29

 (
−

0.
34

,−
0.

23
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

23
,−

0.
12

)

R
−

0.
36

 (
−

0.
41

,−
0.

3)
−

0.
16

 (
−

0.
22

,−
0.

11
)

Pe
ri

ca
lc

ar
in

e
L

0 
(−

0.
06

,0
.0

5)
−

0.
14

 (
−

0.
19

,−
0.

08
)

R
−

0.
06

 (
−

0.
11

,0
)

−
0.

09
 (

−
0.

15
,−

0.
04

)

Po
st

ce
nt

ra
l

L
−

0.
3 

(−
0.

36
,−

0.
25

)
−

0.
24

 (
−

0.
29

,−
0.

19
)

R
−

0.
28

 (
−

0.
33

,−
0.

23
)

−
0.

22
 (

−
0.

27
,−

0.
16

)

Po
st

er
io

r 
ci

ng
ul

at
e

L
−

0.
24

 (
−

0.
3,

−
0.

19
)

−
0.

13
 (

−
0.

19
,−

0.
08

)

R
−

0.
28

 (
−

0.
34

,−
0.

23
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

23
,−

0.
13

)

Pr
ec

en
tr

al
L

−
0.

38
 (

−
0.

43
,−

0.
32

)
−

0.
19

 (
−

0.
24

,−
0.

14
)

R
−

0.
38

 (
−

0.
43

,−
0.

32
)

−
0.

2 
(−

0.
26

,−
0.

15
)

Pr
ec

un
eu

s
L

−
0.

31
 (

−
0.

36
,−

0.
25

)
−

0.
17

 (
−

0.
23

,−
0.

12
)

R
−

0.
34

 (
−

0.
4,

−
0.

29
)

−
0.

17
 (

−
0.

22
,−

0.
11

)

R
os

tr
al

 a
nt

er
io

r 
ci

ng
ul

at
e

L
−

0.
11

 (
−

0.
17

,−
0.

06
)

−
0.

17
 (

−
0.

22
,−

0.
12

)

R
−

0.
13

 (
−

0.
18

,−
0.

08
)

−
0.

18
 (

−
0.

24
,−

0.
13

)

R
os

tr
al

 m
id

dl
e 

fr
on

ta
l

L
−

0.
26

 (
−

0.
32

,−
0.

21
)

−
0.

24
 (

−
0.

29
,−

0.
18

)

R
−

0.
3 

(−
0.

35
,−

0.
24

)
−

0.
21

 (
−

0.
26

,−
0.

16
)

Su
pe

ri
or

 f
ro

nt
al

L
−

0.
33

 (
−

0.
38

,−
0.

28
)

−
0.

24
 (

−
0.

3,
−

0.
19

)

R
−

0.
35

 (
−

0.
41

,−
0.

3)
−

0.
24

 (
−

0.
29

,−
0.

18
)

Su
pe

ri
or

 p
ar

ie
ta

l
L

−
0.

28
 (

−
0.

33
,−

0.
23

)
−

0.
2 

(−
0.

25
,−

0.
14

)

Neuroimage. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2020 September 29.



A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

Radua et al. Page 39

T
hi

ck
ne

ss
Su

rf
ac

e 
ar

ea

R
−

0.
29

 (
−

0.
35

,−
0.

24
)

−
0.

22
 (

−
0.

27
,−

0.
17

)

Su
pe

ri
or

 te
m

po
ra

l
L

−
0.

36
 (

−
0.

41
,−

0.
3)

−
0.

22
 (

−
0.

27
,−

0.
17

)

R
−

0.
38

 (
−

0.
43

,−
0.

32
)

−
0.

23
 (

−
0.

29
,−

0.
18

)

Su
pr

am
ar

gi
na

l
L

−
0.

42
 (

−
0.

47
,−

0.
36

)
−

0.
17

 (
−

0.
23

,−
0.

12
)

R
−

0.
39

 (
−

0.
44

,−
0.

34
)

−
0.

19
 (

−
0.

25
,−

0.
14

)

Te
m

po
ra

l p
ol

e
L

−
0.

17
 (

−
0.

22
,−

0.
12

)
−

0.
09

 (
−

0.
14

,−
0.

03
)

R
−

0.
17

 (
−

0.
22

,−
0.

11
)

−
0.

07
 (

−
0.

12
,−

0.
01

)

T
ra

ns
ve

rs
e 

te
m

po
ra

l
L

−
0.

26
 (

−
0.

31
,−

0.
2)

−
0.

15
 (

−
0.

21
,−

0.
1)

R
−

0.
29

 (
−

0.
34

,−
0.

23
)

−
0.

19
 (

−
0.

24
,−

0.
14

)

V
ol

um
e

A
cc

um
be

ns
L

−
0.

06
 (

−
0.

11
,−

0.
01

)

R
−

0.
14

 (
−

0.
19

,−
0.

09
)

A
m

yg
da

la
L

−
0.

25
 (

−
0.

3,
−

0.
2)

R
−

0.
24

 (
−

0.
3,

−
0.

19
)

C
au

da
te

L
0.

03
 (

−
0.

03
,0

.0
8)

R
0.

03
 (

−
0.

02
,0

.0
8)

H
ip

po
ca

m
pu

s
L

−
0.

43
 (

−
0.

48
,−

0.
38

)

R
−

0.
42

 (
−

0.
48

,−
0.

37
)

L
at

er
al

 V
en

tr
ic

le
L

0.
25

 (
0.

19
,0

.3
)

R
0.

2 
(0

.1
5,

0.
26

)

Pa
lli

du
m

L
0.

28
 (

0.
23

,0
.3

3)

R
0.

19
 (

0.
14

,0
.2

4)

Pu
ta

m
en

L
0.

09
 (

0.
04

,0
.1

5)

R
0.

1 
(0

.0
5,

0.
15

)

T
ha

la
m

us
L

−
0.

33
 (

−
0.

39
,−

0.
28

)

R
−

0.
35

 (
−

0.
4,

−
0.

29
)

Neuroimage. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2020 September 29.


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Methodological approaches
	The RE-Meta approach
	The ME-Mega approach
	The ComBat-mega approach

	Modifications of the ComBat function
	Collection of data
	Statistical analyses
	Comparisons of MRI data between individuals with SCZ and CON
	Comparison of the statistical significance
	Evaluation of the statistical power
	Determination of the empirical FWER


	Results
	Discussion
	AppendixCRediT authorship contribution statementJoaquim Radua: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - original draft. Eduard Vieta: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Russell Shinohara: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Peter Kochunov: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Yann Quidé: Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Melissa J. Green: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Cynthia S. Weickert: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Thomas Weickert: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Jason Bruggemann: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Tilo Kircher: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Igor Nenadić: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Murray J. Cairns: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Marc Seal: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Ulrich Schall: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Frans Henskens: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Janice M. Fullerton: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Bryan Mowry: Writing - review & editing. Christos Pantelis: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Rhoshel Lenroot: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Vanessa Cropley: Writing - review & editing. Carmel Loughland: Writing - review & editing. Rodney Scott: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Daniel Wolf: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Theodore D. Satterthwaite: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Yunlong Tan: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Kang Sim: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Fabrizio Piras: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Gianfranco Spalletta: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Nerisa Banaj: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Edith Pomarol-Clotet: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Aleix Solanes: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Anton Albajes-Eizagirre: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Erick J. Canales-Rodríguez: Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Salvador Sarro: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Annabella Di Giorgio: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Alessandro Bertolino: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Michael Stäblein: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Viola Oertel: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Christian Knoächel: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Stefan Borgwardt: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Stefan du Plessis: Writing - review & editing. Je-Yeon Yun: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Jun Soo Kwon: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Udo Dannlowski: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Tim Hahn: Writing - review & editing. Dominik Grotegerd: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Clara Alloza: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Celso Arango: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Joost Janssen: Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Covadonga Díaz-Caneja: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Wenhao Jiang: Writing - review & editing. Vince Calhoun: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Stefan Ehrlich: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Kun Yang: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Nicola G. Cascella: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Yoichiro Takayanagi: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Akira Sawa: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Alexander Tomyshev: Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Irina Lebedeva: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Vasily Kaleda: Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Matthias Kirschner: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Cyril Hoschl: Funding acquisition, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. David Tomecek: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Antonin Skoch: Data curation, Formal analysis, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Therese van Amelsvoort: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Geor Bakker: Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Anthony James: Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Adrian Preda: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Andrea Weideman: Writing - review & editing. Dan J. Stein: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Fleur Howells: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Anne Uhlmann: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Henk Temmingh: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Carlos Loépez-Jaramillo: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Ana Díaz-Zuluaga: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Lydia Fortea: Data curation, Formal analysis, Writing - review & editing. Eloy Martinez-Heras: Writing - review & editing. Elisabeth Solana: Writing - review & editing. Sara Llufriu: Writing - review & editing. Neda Jahanshad: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Paul Thompson: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Jessica Turner: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Theo van Erp: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - original draft. David Glahn: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision. Godfrey Pearlson: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision. Axel Krug: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Vaughan Carr: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Paul Tooney: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision. Gavin Cooper: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Paul Rasser: Data curation, Investigation, Writing - review & editing. Patricia Michie: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision. Fude Yang: Data curation, Investigation. Federica Piras: Data curation, Investigation. Francesca Assogna: Data curation, Investigation. Raymond Salvador: Data curation, Investigation. Peter McKenna: Data curation, Investigation. Aurora Bonvino: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administration, Supervision. Margaret King: Data curation, Investigation. Stefan Kaiser: Conceptualization, Data curation, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Project administration, Supervision, Writing - review & editing. Dana Nguyen: Data curation, Investigation. Julian Pineda-Zapata: Data curation, Formal analysis.
	AppendixENIGMA Consortium collaboratorsDavid Glahnce,cf,cgGodfrey Pearlsoncg,chElliot HongjAxel KrugnVaughan Carrk,ciPaul Tooneyo,pGavin CooperoPaul RasseroPatricia MichieoStanley CattscjRaquel GuryRuben GuryFude YangzFengmei FanzJingxu ChenzHua GuockShuping TanzZhiren WangzHong XiangclFederica PirasadFrancesca AssognaadRaymond Salvadorb,afPeter McKennab,afAurora BonvinoalMargaret Kingx,cmStefan KaisercnDana NguyencoJulian Pineda-ZapatacpaImaging of Mood- and Anxiety-Related Disorders (IMARD) Group, Institut d’Investigacions Biomèdiques August Pi i Sunyer (IDIBAPS), Barcelona, SpainbCIBERSAM, Madrid, SpaincEarly Psychosis: Interventions and Clinical-detection (EPIC) Lab, Institute of Psychiatry, Psychology and Neuroscience, King’s College London, London, UKdDepartment of Clinical Neuroscience, Stockholm Health Care Services, Stockholm County Council, Karolinska Institutet, Stockholm, SwedeneBipolar and depressive disorders, Institut d’Investigacions Biomèdiques August Pi i Sunyer (IDIBAPS), Barcelona, SpainfBarcelona Bipolar Disorders Program, Institute of Neurosciences, Hospital Clinic de Barcelona, Barcelona, SpaingUniversity of Barcelona, Barcelona, SpainhPenn Statistics in Imaging and Visualization Center, Department of Biostatistics, Epidemiology, and Informatics, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA, USAiCenter for Biomedical Image Computing and Analytics, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA, USAjMaryland Psychiatric Research Center, University of Maryland School of Medicine, Baltimore, MD, USAkSchool of Psychiatry, University of New South Wales, Sydney, NSW, AustralialNeuroscience Research Australia, Sydney, NSW, AustraliamDepartment of Neuroscience & Physiology, Upstate Medical University, Syracuse, Newyork, NY, USAnDepartment of Psychiatry and Psychotherapy, Philipps-University Marburg, Marburg, GermanyoUniversity of Newcastle, Newcastle, NSW, AustraliapHunter Medical Research Institute, Newcastle, NSW, AustraliaqMurdoch Children’s Research Institute, Melbourne, VIC, AustraliarThe University of Melbourne, AustraliasHealth Behaviour Research Group, School of Medicine and Public Health, University of Newcastle, Newcastle, NSW, AustraliatQueensland Brain Institute, The University of Queensland, Brisbane, QLD, AustraliauQueensland Centre for Mental Health Research, The University of Queensland, Brisbane, QLD, AustraliavMelbourne Neuropsychiatry Centre, Dept. of Psychiatry, University of Melbourne, Melbourne, VIC, AustraliawNorth Western Mental Health, Melbourne Health, Melbourne, VIC, AustraliaxUniversity of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM, USAyDepartment of Psychiatry, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA, USAzPsychiatry Research Center, Beijing Huilongguan Hospital, Beijing, ChinaaaWest Region and Research Division, Institute of Mental Health, Singapore, SingaporeabYong Loo Lin School of Medicine, National University of Singapore, Singapore, SingaporeacLee Kong Chian School of Medicine, Nanyang Technological University, Singapore, SingaporeadLaboratory of Neuropsychiatry, Department of Clinical and Behavioral Neurology, IRCCS Santa Lucia Foundation, Rome, ItalyaeDivision of Neuropsychiatry, Menninger Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences, Baylor College of Medicine, Houston, TX, USAafFIDMAG Germanes Hospitalàries Research Foundation, Barcelona, SpainagDepartment of Psychiatry and Forensic Medicine, School of Medicine, Autonomous University of Barcelona, Barcelona, SpainahDepartment of Radiology, Centre Hospitalier Universitaire Vaudois (CHUV), Lausanne, SwitzerlandaiSignal Processing Lab (LTS5), École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne, Lausanne, SwitzerlandajSchool of Medicine, Universitat Internacional de Catalunya, Barcelona, SpainakIRCCS Casa Sollievo della Sofferenza, San Giovanni Rotondo, ItalyalDepartment of Basic Medical Science, Neuroscience and Sense Organs, University of Bari ‘Aldo Moro’, Bari, ItalyamDept. of Psychiatry, Psychosomatic Medicine and Psychotherapy, Goethe University Frankfurt, Frankfurt, GermanyanDepartment of Psychiatry, University of Basel, Basel, SwitzerlandaoUniversity of Stellenbosch, Cape Town, Western Province, South AfricaapSeoul National University Hospital, Seoul, Republic of KoreaaqYeongeon Student Support Center, Seoul National University College of Medicine, Seoul, Republic of KoreaarDepartment of Psychiatry, Seoul National University College of Medicine, Seoul, Republic of KoreaasDepartment of Brain & Cognitive Sciences, College of Natural Sciences, Seoul National University, Seoul, Republic of KoreaatDepartment of Psychiatry, University of Münster, Münster, GermanyauDepartment of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, Institute of Psychiatry and Mental Health, Hospital General Universitario Gregorio Marañón, Madrid, SpainavInstituto de Investigación Sanitaria Gregorio Marañón (IiSGM), Madrid, SpainawSchool of Medicine, Universidad Complutense, Madrid, SpainaxGeorgia State University, Atlanta, GA, USAayTri-institutional Center for Translational Research in Neuroimaging and Data Science (TReNDS), Georgia State, Georgia Tech, Emory, Atlanta, GA, USAazTechnische Universität Dresden, Faculty of Medicine, Division of Psychological and Social Medicine, Dresden, GermanybaDepartments of Psychiatry, Johns Hopkins School of Medicine, Baltimore, MD, USAbbDepartment of Neuropsychiatry, University of Toyama Graduate School of Medicine and Pharmaceutical Sciences, Toyama, JapanbcDepartment of Mental Health, Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health, Baltimore, MD, USAbdDepartments of Psychiatry, Neuroscience, and Biomedical Engineering, Johns Hopkins School of Medicine, Baltimore, MD, USAbeSchool of Medical Sciences, University of New South Wales, Sydney, NSW, AustraliabfMental Health Research Center, Moscow, RussiabgDepartment of Psychiatry, Psychotherapy and Psychosomatics, Psychiatric Hospital, University of Zurich, Zurich, SwitzerlandbhMontreal Neurological Institute, McGill University, Montreal, CanadabiNational Institute of Mental Health, Klecany, Czech RepublicbjInstitute of Computer Science, Czech Academy of Sciences, Prague, Czech RepublicbkFaculty of Electrical Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague, Prague, Czech RepublicblMR Unit, Department of Diagnostic and Interventional Radiology, Institute for Clinical and Experimental Medicine, Prague, Czech RepublicbmDepartment of Psychiatry and Neuropsychology, Maastricht University, Maastricht, The NetherlandsbnDepartment of Psychiatry, University of Oxford, Oxford, UKboDepartment of Psychiatry and Human Behavior, University of California Irvine, Irvine, CA, USAbpSAMRC Unit on Risk & Resilience in Mental Disorders, Dept of Psychiatry and Neuroscience Institute, University of Cape Town, Cape Town, Western Province, South AfricabqDepartment of Psychiatry and Mental Health, University of Cape Town, Cape Town, Western Cape, South AfricabrNeuroscience Institute, University of Cape Town, Cape Town, Western Cape, South AfricabsDepartment of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, Technische Universität Dresden, Dresden, GermanybtValkenburg Hospital, Observatory, Cape Town, Western Cape, South AfricabuResearch Group in Psychiatry GIPSI, Department of Psychiatry, Faculty of Medicine, Universidad de Antioquia, Medellín, Antioquia, ColombiabvMood Disorders Program, Hospital Universitario San Vicente Fundación, Medellin, ColombiabwCenter of Neuroimmunology. Laboratory of Advanced Imaging in Neuroimmunological Diseases. Hospital Clinic de Barcelona, Barcelona, SpainbxInstitut d’Investigacions Biomèdiques August Pi i Sunyer (IDIBAPS), Barcelona, SpainbyImaging Genetics Center, Mark & Mary Stevens Neuroimaging & Informatics Institute, Keck School of Medicine, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA, USAbzImaging Genetics Center, Department of Neurology, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA, USAcaClinical Translational Neuroscience Laboratory, Department of Psychiatry and Human Behavior, University of California Irvine, Irvine, CA, USAcbCenter for the Neurobiology of Learning and Memory, University of California Irvine, 309 Qureshey Research Lab, Irvine, CA, 92697, USAccDepartment of Psychiatry and Psychotherapy, University Lübeck, GermanycdDepartment of Psychiatry and Clinical Psychology, Third Faculty of Medicine, Charles University, Prague, Czech RepublicceBoston Children's Hospital, Boston, MA, USAcfHarvard Medical School, Boston, MA, USAcgOlin Neuropsychiatry Research Center, Institute of Living, Hartford Hospital, Hartford, CT, USAchDepts. of Psychiatry and Neuroscience, Yale University, New Haven, CT, USAciMonash University, Melbourne, VIC, AustraliacjUniversity of Queensland, Brisbane, QLD, AustraliackZhumadian Psychiatry Hospital, Zhumadian, Henan province, ChinaclChongqing Three Gorges Central Hospital, Chongqing, ChinacmMind Research Network, Albuquerque, NM, USAcnGeneva University Hospitals, Geneva, SwitzerlandcoDepartment of Pediatrics, University of California Irvine, Irvine, CA, USAcpResearch Group, Instituto de Alta Tecnología Médica (IATM), Medellín, Antioquia, Colombia
	References
	Fig. 1.
	Fig. 2.
	Fig. 3.
	Fig. 4.
	Fig. 5.
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3



