
Automated morphometry of transgenic mouse brains in MR images
Scheenstra, A.E.H.

Citation
Scheenstra, A. E. H. (2011, March 24). Automated morphometry of transgenic mouse
brains in MR images. Retrieved from https://hdl.handle.net/1887/16649
 
Version: Corrected Publisher’s Version

License: Licence agreement concerning inclusion of doctoral thesis in the
Institutional Repository of the University of Leiden

Downloaded from: https://hdl.handle.net/1887/16649
 
Note: To cite this publication please use the final published version (if applicable).

https://hdl.handle.net/1887/license:5
https://hdl.handle.net/1887/license:5
https://hdl.handle.net/1887/16649


Bibliography

[1] J.G. Fox, S.W. Barthold, M.T. Davisson, C.E. Newcomer, F.W. Quimby, and A.L.
Smith. The Mouse in Biomedical Research: Diseases. Academic Press, 2nd edition,
2007.

[2] M.A. Klinger. The life history of the mouse in genetics. Nature, 420(December):510–11,
2002.

[3] R. Jaenisch and B. Mintz. Simian virus 40 DNA sequences in DNA of healthy adult
mice derived from preimplantation blastocysts injected with viral DNA. In Proceedings
of the national academy of sciences, pages 1250–54, 1974.

[4] R.L. Brinster and R.D. Palmiter. Transgenic mice containing growth hormone fusion
genes. Philosophical transactions of the Royal Society of London. series B, biological
sciences, 307(1132):309–12, December 1984.

[5] S. Joshi, B. Davis, M. Jomier, and G. Gerig. Unbiased diffeomorphic atlas construction
for computational anatomy. NeuroImage, 23:S151–S160, 2004.

[6] N. Kovacevic, J.T. Henderson, E. Chan, N. Lifshitz, J. Bishop, A.C. Evans, R.M.
Henkelman, and X.J. Chen. A three-dimensional MRI atlas of the mouse brain with
estimates of the average and variability. Cerebral cortex, 15(5):639–45, 2004.

[7] E.S. Lein, M.J. Hawrylycz, N. Ao, M. Ayres, A. Bensinger, A. Bernard, A.F. Boe,
M.S. Boguski, and Et Al. Genome-wide atlas of gene expression in the adult mouse
brain. Nature, 445(7124):168–76, 2007.

[8] Y. Ma, P.R. Hof, S.C. Grant, S.J. Blackband, R. Bennett, L. Slatest, M.D. McGuigan,
and H. Benveniste. A three-dimensional digital atlas database of the adult C57BL/6J
mouse brain by magnetic resonance microscopy. Neuroscience, 135(4):1203–15, 2005.

[9] Y. Ma, D. Smith, P.R. Hof, B. Foerster, S. Hamilton, S.J. Blackband, M. Yu, and
H. Benveniste. In vivo 3D digital atlas database of the adult C57BL/6J mouse brain
by magnetic resonance microscopy. Frontiers: in neuroanatomy, 2(1):1–10, 2008.

[10] A. MacKenzie-Graham, E. Lee, I.D. Dinov, M. Bota, D.W. Shattuck, S. Ruffins,
H. Yuan, F. Konstantinidis, A. Pitiot, Y. Ding, G. Hu, R.E. Jacobs, and A.W. Toga. A



Bibliography

multimodal, multidimensional atlas of the C57BL/6J mouse brain. Journal of anatomy,
204(2):93–102, February 2004.

[11] A.W. Toga and J. Mazziotta. Brain Mapping: The Methods. Academic Press, 2002.

[12] A. Delaurier, N. Burton, M. Bennett, R. Baldock, D. Davidson, T.J. Mohun, and
M.P. Logan. The Mouse Limb Anatomy Atlas: an interactive 3D tool for studying
embryonic limb patterning. BMC developmental biology, 8(83):1–7, January 2008.

[13] M. Baiker, J. Milles, J. Dijkstra, T.D. Henning, A.W. Weber, I. Que, E.L. Kai-
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Julien Milles and Michèle Huijberts, sometimes our discussions were work related,
sometimes they weren’t. However, they were always vivid and funny. I enjoyed all
of them. Marijn van Stralen, we send so many e-mails with the subject ’MISP’ that
they were marked as spam. Thank you for the co-foundation of the Medical Imaging
Symposium for PhD-students. At the same time, I would like to thank Prof. Reiber
and Prof. Niessen, for believing in this crazy idea and giving us time and finances to
set up this symposium.

I would like to thank the Terminaalzaal and all members of the notorious cocktail
party, for the not-so-work-related discussions and for accepting me for who I am,
Alize. Emmanuelle, Maribel and Noortje, thank you for adding the girly touch to the
LKEB. Marielle, Marcel, Maddalena, Mary, Josephine, Lillian, and Chris, thank you
for volunteering to check my spelling and grammar.

Joyce, Maaike, Jantien, Sabine, Inge, Lieselot, Astrid, Sylvia, Margriet, and
Corine, I owe you all my thanks for feeding me tea and chocolate, cooking me dinners,
for listening to all my stories, and for allowing me to disappear from time to time, so I
could finish my thesis. Furthermore, my gratitude goes to the Amsterdam Lions and
the Dutch National Lacrosse Team, among others Marielle, Lillian, Mary, Josephine,
Astrid and Rosa, for sharing my passion for lacrosse and for the hours of fun on and
off the field. And a special thanks to Lillian for an amazing time while organizing



many things for the NLB board. Also, I would like to thank the NKI-AvL RT re-
search group for the nice atmosphere during during my wannabe-postdoc period, with
a special thanks to Alessia, Yenny, Maddalena, Angelo, and Edoardo for sharing my
addiction for caffeine, sweets, and caffè corretto.
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