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Fig. S1. Confirmation of network identity at target sites. Surface-rendered group-averaged seed-based functional connectivity (FC) maps defined using each subject’s salience network (SAL) targets (Top, black rings) and default network (DN) targets (Bottom, white rings) as seeds. The SAL targets showed positive correlation with regions of the salience network (black outlines) and negative correlations with regions of the default network (white outlines). In contrast, the DN targets showed positive correlation with the default network and negative correlation with the salience network. 
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Fig. S2. Changes in target metabolism in each subject. Subjects are numbered in the order that data were acquired. For each subject, unthresholded images are shown displaying glucose metabolism at the target site during Baseline (left), following TMS (middle), and the subtraction of the two (right). Left panel shows effects of SAL-TMS, with black rings representing SAL targets. Right panel shows effects of DN-TMS, with white rings representing DN targets.   
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Fig. S3. Target locations as they relate to gyral morphology. Coronal T1 images of each subject are shown in standardized MNI space. Subjects were numbered in the order in which experimental procedures were performed. The red dots represent functionally derived target sites which were targeted using a neuronavigation system during administration of TMS. The targets in each subject were far apart, with a more dorsomedial site representing the default network (DN) target, while the more inferolateral site represents the salience network (SAL) target. We did not observe systematic differences between sites, such as in the depth or cortical orientation of the target in relation to the cranial surface, that might be relevant for understanding the different effects of stimulation.
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Fig. S4. Comparison of FC changes between Post-TMS > Pre-TMS and Post-TMS > Baseline. Surface rendered voxel-wise statistical T maps (p<0.05, FWE cluster corrected) showing Post-TMS > Pre-TMS FC changes (left) and Post-TMS > Baseline FC changes (right). Respective FC changes are shown from the target seeds (averaged across subjects), and ROIs encompassing the entire default and salience networks (DN and SAL ROIs). The top panel represents FC changes associated with SAL-TMS and the bottom panel represents changes associated with DN-TMS. For the SAL-TMS condition, between network changes were apparent more prominent in the Post-TMS > Baseline subtraction. For DN-TMS, the two comparisons differed in the magnitude of changes, but the topography and direction of FC changes were comparable, e.g., FC decreases within network and FC increases (i.e., reduced anticorrelations) between networks were observed in both comparisons. 
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