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Figure Al: Al: GM (top) and WM (bottom) surface meshes of COL male in 3 different views. They are
obtained from the segmentations obtained with StarNEt with prior.
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Figure B1: DC error between FreeSurfer and StarNEt for each slice in 3 subjects (top-bottom) from the
MRBrainS18 dataset using StarNEt with and without prior for the WM and the GM case: whether the
error value is > 0 means that FreeSurfer is worse on the task than StarNEt and vice versa. The more visible
improvement or worsening indicators of StarNEt with prior are specifically marked with a red arrow in the
plot.
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