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Figure S1. Associations of cognitive performance between each pair of domains (Attention,
Perception, Memory and Number Processing).
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Figure S2. Tumour location in the cohort. Colour scale indicates the number of participants
that had a tumour in a given cortical region. Cortical surface representations were plotted
using BrainsForPublication v0.2.1 (https://doi.org/10.5281/zen0d0.1069156).
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Figure S3. Patients’ cognitive recovery trajectories coloured according to lesion location
(frontal, blue; temporal, red; insular, green). There was no significant effect of tumour
location in any of the four cognitive domains (Linear Mixed Effect Model: Attention, P=0.48;
Perception, P=0.61; Memory, P=0.26; Number P=0.50).
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Figure S4. Association between total tumour volume and Neurite Density outside of the
tumour (R%= 0.28, P=0.03).



