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Virtual resection evaluation based
on sEEG propagation network for
drug-resistant epilepsy
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Jie Xiang'™*

Drug-resistant epilepsy with frequent seizures are considered to undergo surgery to become seizure-
free, but seizure-free rates have not dramatically improved, partly due to imprecise intervention
locations. To address this clinical need, we construct effective connectivity to reveal epilepsy brain
dynamics. Based on the propagation path captured by the high order effective connectivity, calculate
the control centrality evaluation scheme of the excised area. We used three datasets: simulation
dataset, clinical dataset, and public dataset. The epileptogenic propagation network was quantified
by calculating high-order effective connection to obtain accurate propagation path, based on this,
combined with the outdegree index for virtual resection. By removing electrodes and recalculating
control centrality, we quantify each electrode or region’s control centrality to evaluate the virtual
resection scheme. Three datasets obtained consistent results. We track the accurate propagation
path and find the obvious inflection points occurring during the excision process. The minimum
intervention targets were obtained by comparing different schemes without recurrence. The clinical
data with multiple seizures found that after resection, the brain reaches a stable state and is less likely
to continue spreading. By quantitative analysis of control centrality to evaluate the possible excision
scheme, finally we obtain the best intervention area for epilepsy, which assist in developing surgical
plans.

Keywords Drug-resistant epilepsy, Propagation network, High-order effective connection, Control
centrality, Minimum intervention target

There are approximately 65 million epilepsy patients worldwide, of which one-third of patients have drug
resistance!. In these cases, it is usually necessary to reduce seizures through surgery®. Resections could be
extensive, with a large amount of healthy tissue removed, often leading to postoperative side effects, including
neuropsychological disorders and decreased quality of life**. Unfortunately, despite removing the assumed
severe epileptic seizures, some patients still recurrent™®. This is mainly due to the incomplete surgical plan and
the imprecise targeting of the area. Identifying these important targets is a key step in optimizing the use of
existing resection surgeries.

In recent years, the stereo-electroencephalography (SEEG) has been widely used in localization diagnosis
of Epileptogenic Zone, treatment plan formulation, and prognosis prediction of epilepsy”®. SEEG is an
advanced invasive neurophysiological method that directly implant electrodes into deep brain structures
through stereotactic technology®!’. The mainstream signals also include electroencephalogram (EEG) signals,
electrocorticography (ECoG) signals. EEG is non-invasive and has a larger spatial coverage, but it has a low
signal-to-noise ratio. ECoG signals requires larger craniotomy during implantation process and can only
monitor partial brain discharge characteristics, which has spatial limitations. SEEG has less interference, rich
signals, high temporal resolution, and precise recordings, which can better describe the dynamic changes of
epilepsy”!!-13. In fact, clinical practice requires an objective assessment of changes in the brain network of
potential epileptic seizures.

Seizures are a directed network phenomenon in which the seizure onset zone (SOZ) typically not only
drives the occurrence and spread of seizures, but also recruits areas far beyond it to serve as critical hubs'*1°.
The effective connectivity (EC) between brain electrodes allows us to identify specific directed propagation
networks!®1°. Saramati Narasimhan et al. used EC to analyze the direction and intensity of brain connectivity
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based on clinically known lesions and propagation areas, only analyzing differences in different regions'!. Gabriel
M. Schroeder et al. used EC to study the differences between epileptic seizures and discovered the variability
of epileptic seizure network evolution®”. Common EC methods include bayesian networks?!, granger causality
analysis?>?*, and partially directed coherence?*. Most of the methods need to be modeled in advance to describe
the directed relationship of neural activity in brain regions. However, the transfer entropy (TE) does not require
pre modeling, so it has certain advantages in terms of low correlation sensitivity and detection error?>?°. The
high-order TE mode data from sEEG reveals the dynamic information of brain propagation in epilepsy patients,
which could be used to obtain the propagation mode of epilepsy*”?.

Based on the propagation mode, clinicians could formulate surgical schemes, but there are no standards
to evaluate the effectiveness and accuracy of the schemes. We proposed the control centrality to explore the
virtual resection scheme for the spread of epileptic seizures and the spatiotemporal evolution characteristics of
synchronization preoperative and postoperative. We remove electrodes and recalculating control centrality, then
we obtain the preliminary scheme by the trend of control centrality. After, the final target location is determined
according to certain optimization principles. The method is first evaluated with simulated data, and then applied
to 16 clinical patients with 32 seizures from two distinct datasets. Finally, the best target was found, and we have
guiding significance for clinical surgical planning.

Materials and methods

Patients

We used two datasets: (1) Clinical data with 6 patients with 12 seizures from the neurosurgery department of
Shanxi Provincial People’s Hospital; (2) HUP data with 10 patients with 20 seizures from the public dataset
(Hospital of the University of Pennsylvania).

For the Clinical data (Table S1), the study protocols complied with the Code of Ethics of the Declaration of
Helsinki and approved by Shanxi Provincial People’s Hospital. All the participants provided written informed
consent as approved by the institutional review board. All patients underwent a one-year postoperative follow-
up. The sEEG electrode implantation area is based on non-invasive discovery. Electrode placement was planned
by a panel of epileptologists according to the clinical protocol with a separate reference electrode placed in the
location of seizure onset (Table S2). Each electrode had a diameter of 0.8 mm and consists of 5-18 contacts with
a length of 2 mm and a spacing of 1.5 mm at 1000 Hz sampling rate. Under general anesthesia, electrodes were
implanted using a Robotic Surgical assistant (ROSA) system.

For the HUP data (Table S3), cortical surface electrode configurations, determined by a multidisciplinary
team of neurologists and neurosurgeons, consisted of linear and 2D arrays (2.3-mm diameter with 10-mm
intercontact spacing). Signals were recorded and digitized at 500 Hz sampling rate and preprocessed to eliminate
line noise. Details are available on the public web site (https://openneuro.org/).

Preprocessing with the Brainstorm tool?: First we removed the bad channels, then performed ICA to remove
any artifacts, bandpass filtered at 0.16-97 Hz, and down-sample from 1000 Hz to 500 Hz. By reducing the sampling
rate, important information can be retained while reducing the amount of data, making subsequent analysis and
processing more efficient. The bad channels were mainly determined according to sEEG observations and the
doctor’s record during the operation. The ICA-based artifact correction approach was applied to separate and
remove artifacts in the SEEG data through linear decomposition.

Simulation data

Resection schemes could be obtained using real data, but the current gold standard for judging their correctness
is still EEG analysis by a trained clinician, which is time-consuming, subjective, and might miss important
features. We used the “Epileptor” model, proposed by Jirsa®, to generated simulated data to evaluate the
accuracy of the resection plan. This model has been applied to explain many dynamic pathways of epileptic
seizures’! and demonstrate changes in brain network functional connectivity’2. The model is carried out here
using the following five equations:
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where 10=2857, 12=10,11=3.1,12=0.45, and y=0.01. The parameter x0 indicates the excitability of the brain
region (see Appendix S1 for details).

We used the “Epileptor” model to generate five sets of simulated data to explore the general laws of virtual
resection. The data were generated from 588 nodes and 56 nodes affected by seizures. For the five simulations,
different parameters were set respectively for the EZ, early propagation and late propagation depth electrodes
during each simulation (Table S4). The simulations were generalizability: spread within the same depth
electrodes; spread to the contralateral brain; spread between different depth electrodes.

Construct high order efficient network

Construct efficient network

We construct a directed brain network using transfer entropy (TE) to estimate the flow of information from one
time series to another®>. TE could also be used as a measure of causality, because it considers the information
transfer between variables without assuming that there is a specific relationship between variables, especially for
nonlinear systems****. The TE method is described in greater detail in Appendix S2:
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Perform Fisher transformation on the obtained effective matrix. Next, we apply FDR (Benjamin and Hochberg)
correction at the 0.001 level to control the false positive rate. Finally, we binarize the matrix to obtain directed
graphs, which will serve as input data for high-order TE (HTE) analysis.

Capture propagation mode

In order to find the specific seizure propagation pathways, we proposed HTE to describe the propagation of
effective connections in brain networks, which can identify characteristic regions connected to specific seed
brain regions at different link-step levels.

All HTE analyses were conducted at the individual level of each participant. In our framework, step refers to
the number of links (edges) connecting an electrode to the path of the target electrode. Considering that epilepsy
patients reach a multimodal integrated network in the third stage, only three linking steps were proposed,
which could capture three neighbors. This is because we found that the third-order network of epilepsy patients
basically includes the EZ region and PZ region?’. By using the HTE method, the propagation path of epilepsy
could be accurately captured. On this basis, surgical schemes could be formulated, but evaluation criteria are
lacking.

HTE'« HTE®™', k> 2

HTE, k=1 (10)

HTEX = {

Virtual resection evaluation

On these basis, we first measure network synchronization by calculating the Laplacian matrix of each adjacency
matrix®®?’, The Laplacian matrix could be interpreted as a measure of how easily information spreads among
electrodes in a network®®:

L=D-HTFE (13)

D is the outdegree matrix of HTE.
Next, we calculate the asymmetric synchronization as the ratio of the third smallest eigenvalue to the largest
eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix, which quantifies the stability of the synchronization state®:

R=Xxy/\s (12)

Where X y is the largest eigenvalue of the Laplacian matrix and M sis the second smallest eigenvalue of the
Laplacian matrix.

To simulate the effect of excision surgery, we used the method of virtual cortical excision, which quantifies
the contribution of control centrality as synchronicity®’. The calculation process of control centrality: step 1,
HTE captured the propagation path; Step 2, gradually removed contacts from the propagation path; Step 3,
re-calculate the asymmetric synchronicity of the remaining contact composition area to evaluate its stability.
Control centrality can be calculated after remaining each contact or the entire region of interest (composed of
many contacts). In this study, based on the propagation path, we cut it off within each layer according to the
outdegree (from left to right, from top to bottom), and calculated the control centrality at the contact level. The
epilepsy network analysis is shown in Fig. 1, including 2.4 and 2.5.

Results

Simulation data characteristics

Based on a prior assumption: when adjacent contacts such as GPH5 and GPH6 are encountered during resection,
we will be considered for resection together. This is due to the physical proximity of these two contacts.
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Fig. 1. A pipeline for epilepsy network analysis. The sEEG pipeline uses transfer entropy to construct a
directed connection matrix, and a higher-order matrix containing a propagation network is obtained by step
process. The removed contacts are determined from the higher-order matrix and the control centrality after
removing area is calculated.

Figure 2 shows simulation 1, using TB1, TB’1, and Bl as seed nodes. The connection propagates first to SAS,
SA9, PM9, and PP9, and then to nodes such as OC5, OP1, OT1, and OT2. Figure 2(e) was the corresponding
resection scheme, which was based on the propagation path and was remove sequentially within each layer in
order of outdegree. As the number of nodes removed increases, we could observe a clear turning point in the
trend of control centrality, and after removing GPHS6, the stability reaches its lowest value. Figure 2(f) shows
other resection schemes, and it could be seen that their control centrality is greater than 0.01.

The other four simulations are shown in Figure S1, with the first column showing the sequential removal
scheme and the second column showing the corresponding changes in control centrality, all of which could
be observed with obvious inflection point positions. The third column is the final resection plan obtained after
comparing and studying with other possible schemes. The appendix only shows all schemes for simulation 3 and
5 (Figure S2 and S3). Other simulations can be extrapolated in this way.

Propagation path of subjects

A total of 16 patients who underwent sEEG implantation were evaluated. The high-order effective connection
method identifies many potential contacts, which could obtain accurate propagation paths and has significant
predictive significance.

In Fig. 3, the propagation paths of the two seizures of sub02 could be observed: the first seizure originated
from H’1 and H’4, first spreading to the H” and A’ electrodes, then continuing to spread to the FI' and PT’
electrodes, and finally involving the H electrode of the contralateral brain. It can also be observed that onset
and early propagation of the two seizures are basically the same (red and blue), but the subsequent propagation
contacts are not completely the same. By measure the outdgree and number of nodes of the network, we could
find the second seizure is more complex than the first seizure, so this also requires us to comprehensively
consider the patient’s multiple seizures when performing surgical interventions.
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Fig. 2. Simulationl removal scheme. (a) The position of simulate contact; (b) The simulated sEEG data; (c)

The propagation path (red represents the EZ region, blue represents the early propagation region, and yellow
represents the late propagation region); (d) Based on the propagation path, remove sequentially from left to
right and from top to bottom to obtain the control centrality trend. The red letters represent the newly added of
removed nodes. The red pentagonal center is the lowest point of value; (e) The excision scheme corresponding
to red pentagonal center of (d). The gray indicating the remove contact and dashed indicating the broken
connection. Green indicates that the contact does not need to be removed; (f) Other possible resection options
and their control centrality values.

Virtual resection analysis of subjects

On the basis of sequentially resecting and finding inflection points, we tried to preserve as many contacts as
possible to ensure the quality of life of postoperative patients. We mainly presented the results of two subjects,
and the remaining patient resection plans are shown in the supplementary.

The two seizures of Sub01 are shown in Fig. 4. For the first seizure, we could observe that when sequentially
removed following the propagation path provided in Fig. 4(b), the second layer is removed to a minimum value
of 0.03(Fig. 4c). Considering the other removing schemes, 0.03 could also be achieved when A5 and A6 contacts
were retained (Fig. 4g). For the second seizure, the H'9 contact could be retained, which could try to remove
only one hemisphere area (Fig. 4g). The two seizures of Sub02 are shown in Fig. 5. The optimal resection plan
for Sub02’s first seizure (Fig. 5e) could preserve the H'2, H’3, H'6-H’10 contacts. The results of other patients are
shown in the Figure S4, S5 and Sé.
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Fig. 3. Sub02 propagation path: (a) the location of the contacts of first seizure; (b) the propagation path of

first seizure; (c) the location of the contacts of second seizure; (d) the propagation path of second seizure. Red
represents the EZ region, blue represents the first propagation region, yellow represents the second propagation
region, green represents the third propagation region and gray represents the non-propagation region.
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Comparison of control centrality between pre-seizure, seizure and VR-seizure

Based on the above results, we could find that the resection area targeted for each seizure of the same subject is
inconsistent. After considering both seizures of the patient, we obtained the final resection plan (Fig. 6a and c).
And under this resection scheme, the control centrality value of both seizures was lower. For example, in Sub01,
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Fig. 4. Sub01 removal scheme. (a) The sEEG recording of seizure 1; (b) Based on the propagation path,
remove sequentially of seizure 1; (c) The trend of control centrality of seizure 1. The removed contacts are cut
off sequentially from left to right and from top to bottom according to the propagation path of the (b) diagram.
The red letters represent the newly added of removed contacts. The red pentagonal center is the lowest point of
value, corresponding to the (b) figure; (d) The sEEG recording of seizure 2; (e) Based on the propagation path,
remove sequentially of seizure 2; (f) The trend of control centrality of seizure 2; (g) Sub01 resection plan. The
red points represent the removed contacts (E and T represent the tip of the deep electrode and the craniotomy
site, respectively. Different colors represent different deep electrodes, and the names of the deep electrode are
given in the figure).

the control centrality of the first seizure was reduced from 0.03 (Fig. 4g) to 0.01(Fig. 6a) and the second seizure
from 0.02 (Fig. 4g) to 0.01 (Fig. 6a) under this excision protocol.

We compared the control centrality of the three stages: pre-seizure, seizure, and after virtual resection of
seizure (VR-seizure). It could be observed that the value during the seizure is the highest, and after virtual
resection, the value decreases significantly, even more stable than pre-seizure (Fig. 6b and d). It proved that the
resection protocol effectively controlled the continued transmission of epilepsy.

Discussion

One of the main goals of epilepsy surgery research is to determine the resection area to optimize the surgical
plan. We used VEP model to simulate the spread of epileptic seizures and performed virtual resection to measure
the suitability of the resection area by control centrality. We believe that the decrease of control centrality
during virtual resection indicates strong stability and epilepsy is highly likely to no longer continue to spread.
Afterwards, we used a directed network from sEEG data to perform virtual resection analysis on 16 patients, and
ultimately obtained the optimal resection plan by analyzing multiple seizures of the patients.
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Fig. 5. Sub02 removal scheme. (a) Based on the propagation path, remove sequentially of seizure 1; (b) The
trend of control centrality of seizure 1; (c) Based on the propagation path, remove sequentially of seizure 2;
(d) The trend of control centrality of seizure 2; (e) Sub02 resection plan. The red points represent the removed
contacts.

There are currently two mainstream research methods, one is to identify the resection effect by using neural
mass models parameterized by functional connectivity*!~%°. Firstly, Sinha et al. identified the contact that caused
the network to transition to epileptic dynamics at the fastest speed through subcritical Hopfbifurcation®:47.
Secondly, Goodfellow et al. used a more mechanical model that determined that removing nodes could reduce
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indicates that the contact is not resected in clinical operation, but our study found that the contact should be
removed.

the number of epileptiform dynamic through saddle nodes on a limit cycle bifurcation*®*°. The method of using
models requires DTI modeling and has a high time cost.

Another approach is to identify resection effects by constructing a brain network™. Lohith G. Kini et al.
directly calculated the functional network from the clinical records of intracranial electroencephalogram, and
they obtained the resection plan by control centrality visualization of the resection results®.In contrast, our
current virtual resection study uses a network framework to directly describe the contact level of each patient
during seizures. Therefore, our method is not limited by simulating epileptic seizures. We also used each seizure
of each patient to obtain the corresponding resection plan, rather than just the first seizure® or pure interictal
data?’. The advantages of our research have brought us closer to becoming a clinical tool and demonstrated
significant novelty in our work in the field of epilepsy personalized networks.

The first step of our research was verified stepwise transfer entropy (STE) through comparative experiments:
whether the tracked propagation path is accurate. We compared the performance of different network
construction methods, such as high-order Granger causality (HGC), high-order correlation (HCOR), and
high-order mutual information (HMI) methods. The comparison between the heat maps obtained by different
methods and the standard propagation path is shown in Fig. 7 (a). The results obtained from simulated data and
clinical STE data (column 2) are consistent with the ground truth results (column 1). As shown in Fig. 7 (b), the
similarity between the STE method and the standard results is the highest, reaching 0.93. The confusion matrix
and accuracy results are shown in Fig. 7 (c) and (d), with accuracy rates of 97.9%, 88.1%, 89.8%, and 86.5% for
different methods. The effectiveness of STE was ultimately proven.

In our validation of virtual resection methods, the lowest point position could be found in all simulated
data. Compared to the results obtained in previews study (yellow dashed line), our resection scheme (red solid
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Fig. 7. Comparison of different high-order effective connection method: (a) heatmaps based on simulation
and clinical data. The first column is the standard propagation path. The propagation contacts obtained by the
different methods were as follows: green represents the primary transmission contact, and yellow represents
the secondary transmission contact; (b) the similarity matrix; with darker colors indicating higher similarity;
(c) the confusion matrix; (d) the accuracy value. GT: Ground truth.

line) achieved lower control centrality (Fig. 8b), resulting in a more effective surgical plan. This may be due to
their computational functional network ignoring the direction information of the network, and the first-order
network being unable to capture its propagation mode.

Among the 16 patients in our study, 12 patients obtained resection targets that were consistent with clinical
scheme, while 4 patients had inconsistent conclusions (Fig. 8a). According to Table S1 and S2, it can be found
that the prognosis of the 4 inconsistent patients is poor with the high Engle coefficient. Clinical doctor did not
consider the FI electrode during the resection of sub02 during the first operation, and the patient relapsed a
second time. The clinician was invited to work out the surgical plan according to our method for re-evaluation,
and the FI electrode was operated on in the second operation (Fig. 6¢ yellow electrode). During the follow-up
period of up to six months, this subject did not experience any recurrence, proving that the resection plan
proposed in our study was more effective. In the future, we should increase the number of patients and the types
of epilepsy to further validate our method.

We suggest that after finding the lowest point of control centrality, a surgical plan should be developed based
on the following criteria: cutting as few contacts as possible and involving fewer deep electrodes; After obtaining
the removed area, focus on whether the areas related to cognitive function can be preserved to minimize damage
to cognitive function. In short, try to preserve more areas of the patients brain as much as possible, without
affecting their postoperative life to the greatest extent possible. Finally, by obtaining the virtual resection plan
and the clinical doctor observation, the final surgical plan is formulated. Linking stimuli with virtual resection
measures may help develop target resection algorithms. Due to recent technology allowing for intracranial
electroencephalogram streaming to online cloud platforms®?, our virtual resection method and network metric
calculation could also be implemented in real-time during stimulus based mapping processes.

We propose a method for mapping epilepsy networks and virtual resection, based on rigorous verification
of network contact resection. Despite the limitations of our research, our findings suggest that these tools may
have value in planning epilepsy surgeries. We hope that this work may be further development, and in the
future, evaluating the effects of stimulating these contacts and subsequent changes in synchronicity through
experiments will enable clinical doctors to better predict the effectiveness of targeted resection of these contacts.
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Data availability
Sequence data that support the findings of this study have been deposited in the Hospital of the University of
Pennsylvania on the public website (https://openneuro.org/).
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