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ABSTRACT 

Objective: To investigate hemispheric effects of directional versus ring subthalamic nucleus (STN) 

deep brain stimulation (DBS) surgery on cognitive function in patients with advanced Parkinson’s 

disease (PD). 

Methods: We examined 31 PD patients (Left STN n = 17; Right STN n = 14) who underwent 

unilateral subthalamic nucleus (STN) DBS as part of a NIH-sponsored randomized, cross-over, 

double-blind (ring vs directional) clinical trial. Outcome measures were tests of verbal fluency, 

auditory-verbal memory, and response inhibition. First, all participants were pooled together to 

study the effects of directional versus ring stimulation. Then, we stratified the groups by surgery 

hemisphere and studied the longitudinal changes in cognition post-unilateral STN DBS. 

Results: Relative to pre-DBS cognitive baseline performances, there were no group changes in 

cognition following unilateral DBS for either directional or ring stimulation. However, assessment 

of unilateral DBS by hemisphere revealed a different pattern. The left STN DBS group had lower 

verbal fluency than the right STN group (t(20.66 = -2.50, p = 0.02). Over a period of eight months 

post-DBS, verbal fluency declined in the left STN DBS group (p = 0.013) and improved in the right 

STN DBS group over time (p < .001). Similarly, response inhibition improved following right STN 

DBS (p = 0.031). Immediate recall did not significantly differ over time, nor was it affected by 

implant hemisphere, but delayed recall equivalently declined over time for both left and right STN 

DBS groups (left STN DBS p = 0.001, right STN DBS differ from left STN DBS p = 0.794). 

Conclusions: Directional and ring DBS did not differentially or adversely affect cognition over time. 

Regarding hemisphere effects, verbal fluency decline was observed in those who received left 

STN DBS, along with the left and right STN DBS declines in delayed memory. The left STN DBS 

verbal fluency decrement is consistent with prior bilateral DBS research, likely reflecting disruption 

of the basal-ganglia-thalamocortical network connecting STN and inferior frontal gyrus. 

Interestingly, we found an improvement in verbal fluency and response inhibition following right 
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STN DBS. It is possible that unilateral STN DBS, particularly in the right hemisphere, may mitigate 

cognitive decline. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Non-motor cognitive symptoms cause overwhelming disability in patients with advanced 

Parkinson’s disease (PD) 1,2. Ample evidence links PD with cognitive dysfunction, including 

declines in verbal fluency 3,4, and PD is associated with increasing risk of mild cognitive 

impairment and dementia over  5- and 10-year spans 5,6. Cognitive changes following deep brain 

stimulation (DBS) surgery for PD versus best medical therapy generally describe acceptable 

safety and tolerability 7,8. DBS at each of the major targets for movements disorders – subthalamic 

nucleus (STN), globus pallidus interna (GPi), and ventral intermediate thalamus (VIM) – improves 

motor symptoms but is associated with declines in semantic and phonemic verbal fluency 9,10. To 

date, most of the studies on cognitive outcomes after DBS focus on changes after simultaneous 

or immediately staged bilateral surgeries with conventional ring-shaped electrodes at the STN 

target. Whether directional leads and/or implant hemisphere impact cognitive function is unclear. 

DBS does not appear to increase dementia risk 11, but bilateral surgeries for PD are 

associated with measurable declines in phonemic and semantic verbal fluency versus best 

medical therapy 8,10. Although ‘mild’ or ‘moderate’ from the standpoint of psychometrics, fluent 

verbal communication is integral to negotiating life activities, and DBS patients and their 

caregivers often complain about these functional declines when they occur. Changes in other 

domains of cognitive function following DBS are relatively understudied. Clear or consistent 

patterns of memory decline have thus far been elusive following STN DBS for PD 7,8,12, although 

STN stimulation may adversely impact behavioral inhibition 13,14. Further studies capturing 

changes in multidimensional cognition are therefore warranted in DBS patients, as the results 

could inform risk stratification in patients considering surgery and provide potential strategies to 

mitigate against functional declines. Furthermore, the impact of technological advances such as 

directional lead designs and potential closed-loop stimulation paradigms on cognitive function 

remains unclear 15.   
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Risk factors for cognitive declines after DBS surgery are incompletely understood 7. Prior 

studies are often limited by low statistical power, inconsistent outcome measures, and variable 

inclusion/exclusion criteria 7,16. Likely contributors include baseline cognitive performance, age, 

and the potential for stereotaxic lesion effects (independent from direct effects of stimulation itself) 

17-19. Staged bilateral surgeries appear to be associated with verbal fluency changes, regardless 

of which brain hemisphere was targeted initially 20.  

Language is perhaps the most well-recognized example of hemispheric brain lateralization 

21 and the motor manifestations of PD are often asymmetric, both at symptom onset and over 

time. Surprisingly, little is known about whether implant hemisphere impacts verbal fluency and 

other domains of cognitive function 22,23. SUNDIAL is a randomized, double-blind, cross-over 

study examining the safety and efficacy of unilateral directional versus ring STN DBS for PD. We 

first contrasted within-participant changes in multidomain cognitive function with novel directional 

stimulation versus conventional ring DBS. We then stratified patients by implant hemisphere, 

hypothesizing that left versus right STN DBS might differentially impact verbal fluency and other 

cognitive functions after surgery.   

METHODS 

Participants 

We examined 31 PD patients (Table 1) who underwent unilateral STN DBS as part of a 

NIH-sponsored randomized, cross-over, double-blind clinical study (National Institute of Health 

BRAIN Initiative, clinicaltrials.gov NCT03353688). The United States Food and Drug 

Administration and The University of Alabama at Birmingham Institutional Review Board gave 

ethical approval for this work. All participants provided written informed consent prior to 

participation, only after a multidisciplinary committee recommended unilateral DBS at the STN 

target as part of routine care. Inclusion required >30% Movement Disorders Society – Unified 

Parkinson Disease Rating Scale (MDS-UPRDS) part 3 improvement after self-administration of 
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dopaminergic medications versus the “off” state (>12 hours off dopaminergic medication) during 

a pre-operative screening visit. Other inclusion criteria included ages 18 - 70 years old, Hoehn 

and Yahr classification >1, and a Dementia Rating Scale-2 score ≥130 (out of 144). Exclusion 

criteria included duration of PD <4 years, history of stroke or other significant neurological 

conditions, and diagnosis of a functional movement disorder based on consensus criteria. Three 

screen failures did not experience >30% improvement in UPDRS part 3 motor score “off” versus 

on medications, one scored >25 on the Beck Depression Inventory (BDI-II), and the 

multidisciplinary DBS committee eventually recommended the GPi rather than the STN target in 

another. One of 31 enrollees (right STN case) underwent an uncomplicated surgery and later 

voluntarily withdrew from the study.    

Surgical procedure and stimulation parameters 

Motor symptom asymmetry is a defining clinical feature of PD. Our routine clinical practice 

is to treat the most severely affected hemibody with unilateral DBS, followed by staged surgery 

on the opposite side of the brain (when, and if, needed) 24-28. The same neurosurgeons (BG, JNB) 

implanted a 1-3-3-1 directional lead (Boston Scientific Vercise DBS system, Natick MA, USA, 

FDA IDE# G170063) at the STN target under local anesthesia with the patient fully awake. 

Midazolam 1-2 mg is administered during the placement of the stereotactic frame. Pre-surgical 

brain MRI scans are co-registered with intraoperative O-arm CT images for STN targeting and to 

assess micro- and macroelectrode locations. The final DBS location is based on both awake 

electrophysiology recordings and the co-registered MRI and CT anatomic images. On average, 

there were 35.2 ± 21.5 days between lead implant and device activation. Participants were 

allocated to directional or ring stimulation at 2- and 4-month follow-up intervals in a double-blind 

fashion using block randomization in RedCap using an embedded randomization process. 

Regardless of directional or ring stimulation, programming goals were to maximize improvements 

in PD motor symptoms.  

Neuropsychological assessments   
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All participants completed a standardized, comprehensive neuropsychological battery 

suitable for patients considering DBS 25. Baseline screening assessments on medications were 

discussed at a multidisciplinary DBS consensus conference prior to recruitment and enrollment. 

COVID-19 emerged mid-trial, such that many encounters were converted to a telehealth format 

over a HIPAA-compliant two-way video connection (Zoom Communications), consistent with 

standard clinical practices during the pandemic 29,30. Whether in person or via telehealth, 

participants were in a quiet, distraction-free environment, and writing or note-taking was not 

allowed. Remote assessments utilized computer displays with sufficient screen area to allow easy 

viewing of DKEFS Color-Word Inhibition Test stimuli. All other tests did not require visual stimulus 

presentation.  

We examined the following cognitive outcomes:  Dementia Screen.  Dementia Rating 

Scale (DRS-2) 31 served as a general cognitive screen at the pre-operative baseline encounter 

only. Phonemic Verbal Fluency. The F-A-S version was administered at the pre-surgery baseline 

assessment, and subsequent study visits alternated between the C-F-L and F-A-S versions 32. 

Participants were asked to generate as many words as possible starting with a given letter over 

a 60-second period. Immediate and Delayed Memory. The Rey Auditory Verbal Learning Test 

(RAVLT) 33 is a 15-item word-list learning test. Outcomes were learning trials (1-5) total score and 

long-delayed recall number of words. Pre-surgery sessions used form AB, and visits 2, 3, and 4 

used versions CB, Cr-AB, and Ge-AB, respectively. Response Inhibition. The Delis-Kaplan 

Executive Function System (DKEFS) 34 Color-Word Interference Test Trial 3 (Inhibition) evaluates 

response inhibition. Color naming, word reading, inhibition, and inhibition/switching were 

examined at each encounter, and the primary outcome for this study was time-to-completion for 

the inhibition trial in seconds. For all neuropsychological tests, raw scores were used for the 

primary analyses. 
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Statistical analyses 
 
 R was used for all analyses (R Core Team, 2020; R Studio Team, 2021). Baseline 

continuous and categorical demographic variables were compared by implant hemisphere using 

Welch’s two-sample t-tests and chi-square tests (Table 1). To evaluate baseline cognition by 

implant hemisphere, Welch’s two-sample t-tests compared baseline cognitive function by implant 

hemisphere. To evaluate within-participant changes in cognitive function by stimulation, binomial 

tests determined the probability that directional stimulation resulted in better cognitive 

performance than ring stimulation. To evaluate the effect of DBS on cognitive function over time, 

linear mixed effects regression (LMER) models 35 estimated longitudinal change in cognitive 

function regardless of implant hemisphere. To determine if DBS hemisphere differentially impacts 

cognitive function after surgery, LMER models estimated longitudinal change in cognitive function 

by implant hemisphere, for both the raw cognitive scores and the percent change from baseline. 

Raw score models included a random intercept by participant and percent change models 

included a random slope by participant. All models included covariates for education level (years) 

and interaction terms for hemisphere by time. Percent change models also included a slope 

covariate for baseline score. All models for the DKEFS Color-Word Inhibition Trial also included 

covariates for color naming speed and word naming speed. Visit type (telehealth versus in-

person) and daily levodopa equivalent dose (LEDD) were tested as covariates to each model, but 

neither significantly improved model fit to the data for any outcome; therefore, visit type and LEDD 

were not considered in the models. Fixed effects were considered significant a priori with p-values 

of <0.05. 
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RESULTS 
 
Baseline demographics and cognitive performance 
 
 Age, age at disease onset, duration of disease, education, DRS-2 total, Beck Depression 

Inventory total, Beck Anxiety Index total, MDS-UPDRS part 3 score on and “off” medications, days 

from baseline screening to surgery, handedness, sex, race, and ethnicity did not differ by implant 

hemisphere (Table 1). Participants with predominant motor symptoms on the right body who 

received left STN DBS had higher LEDD at baseline. Participants with predominant symptoms on 

the left body who received right STN DBS displayed better preoperative verbal fluency function 

than those with left implants (t(20.66 = -2.50, p = 0.02). Immediate recall (t(22.74 = -0.57, p = 

0.57), delayed recall (t(28.97 = 1.25, p = 0.22), and response inhibition (t(27.98 = 0.67, p = 0.51) 

did not differ by implant hemisphere at baseline. On average, the final cognitive assessment 

occurred at 253 days or 8 months after DBS surgery. 

 

Cognitive performance following unilateral STN DBS in either hemisphere 

When looking at the entire sample (pooling across hemispheres) and ignoring stimulation 

configuration (i.e., directional versus ring), unilateral STN DBS did not significantly impact verbal 

fluency, response inhibition, immediate recall, or delayed recall over an average follow-up 

duration of eight months after surgery (Figure 1A, Table 2). Inhibition processing speed was 

faster in patients who also performed DKEFS color naming (p = 0.008) and word naming (p = 

0.006) faster. 

 

Cognitive performance by stimulation mode 

In double-blind assessments of directional versus ring DBS, stimulation configuration 

(directional versus ring) did not differentially modify verbal fluency, response inhibition, immediate 

recall, and delayed recall at our level of statistical power (Figure 1B, Table 3).  Compared to ring 
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stimulation, directional STN DBS was associated with verbal fluency improvements in 52% of the 

cases (n = 29, p>0.999); faster response inhibition in 42% of the cases (n = 26, p=0.557); greater 

immediate recall in 54% of the cases (n = 28, p=0.851); and greater delayed recall in 36% of the 

cases (n = 28, p=0.185). 

 

Cognitive performance by implant hemisphere 

The summary of results from mixed models are provided in Table 4 (raw scores) and 

Table 5 (percent change). Implant hemisphere significantly affected longitudinal verbal fluency 

function.  Following unilateral right STN DBS, verbal fluency improved over time with an increase 

of 1% of baseline score every 14.7 days (p < 0.001), or 1 word per 75.4 days after surgery (p = 

0.021). Following unilateral left STN DBS, verbal fluency worsened over time with a decrease of 

1% of baseline score every 19.0 days (p = 0.01) (Figure 2). 

Response inhibition improved following right unilateral STN DBS by 1% of baseline score 

every 83 days (p = 0.032) (Figure 2). Regardless of implant hemisphere, raw response inhibition 

processing speed was faster in patients who also performed DKEFS color naming (p = 0.029) 

and word naming (p = 0.010) faster. Immediate recall did not significantly differ over time, nor was 

it affected by implant hemisphere (Figure 2). Delayed recall worsened following both left and right 

unilateral STN DBS by 1% of baseline score every 1 day (left STN DBS p = 0.001, right STN DBS 

differ from left STN DBS p = 0.835).  

 

Functional impairments in verbal fluency over time 

 We evaluated the rates of clinical verbal fluency impairment by implant hemisphere at 

baseline and over the eight months following unilateral STN DBS (Table 6). Here, impairment is 

defined as either 1 or 1.5 standard deviations below the 50th percentile (i.e., the 16th and 5th 

percentiles, respectively) of a normative sample 32. A proportion of left hemisphere implants had 

baseline and longitudinal verbal fluency impairments, whereas right STN implants had little, if any, 
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impairments. Statistically significant group level verbal fluency declines do not uniformly impair all 

patients who receive left STN DBS. 
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DISCUSSION 

Declines in verbal fluency are the most commonly reported neuropsychological sequela 

of DBS surgery for movement disorders. While PD-related verbal fluency decline is also common 

due to disease progression 36 declines are typically more pronounced following DBS than those 

observed in best medical therapy groups 10. Across the entire PD sample in our study (left and 

right pooled together), double-blind, randomized crossover comparison of directional versus ring 

stimulation showed no significant changes across each cognitive domain. Changes in verbal 

fluency were more strongly driven by disease laterality and implant hemisphere, with worse 

baseline verbal fluency and greater declines in verbal fluency following unilateral STN DBS in the 

presumed language-dominant left hemisphere. In contrast, unilateral right STN implants were 

associated with better baseline verbal fluency and even group-level improvements at up to 8 

months after surgery. Similarly, we found improved response inhibition speed over time following 

right STN DBS. When comparing left and right STN DBS cases, a modest decline in delayed 

auditory-verbal memory was also observed. Our findings raise the hypothesis that when medically 

appropriate, unilateral STN DBS, rather than bilateral DBS, could be a modifiable risk factor for 

preventing cognitive decline associated with DBS therapy for PD. 

Non-motor effects of unilateral DBS are a relatively neglected research topic.  Independent 

of implant hemisphere, cognition in PD patients was not affected significantly by unilateral STN 

DBS at the group level at our level of statistical power, either versus baseline or when contrasting 

ring versus directional stimulation paradigms. This contrasts with a substantial prior literature 

reporting measurable declines in verbal fluency declines following bilateral STN DBS versus best 

medical therapy 10,12,37,38.  To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study characterizing 

cognitive performance in response to directional brain stimulation. Directional stimulation offers a 

wider therapeutic window than more traditional omnidirectional DBS 39,40, and directional 

stimulation is typically preferred by patients at the STN target 40. Our findings suggest that either 
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ring or directional unilateral STN stimulation optimized for motor improvement likely has a 

favorable cognitive safety profile in patients with PD. 

Hemispheric lateralization of motor symptoms may be associated with distinct cognitive 

phenotypes in PD patients with advanced-staged disease warranting consideration for DBS. For 

example, our left STN DBS sample at baseline had lower verbal fluency performance than our 

right STN DBS group. Our findings demonstrate that these potential cognitive phenotypes likely 

interact differentially with unilateral STN DBS. The magnitude of verbal fluency declines following 

unilateral left STN DBS in our sample are compatible with published declines following bilateral 

DBS 10,41,42, and with prior observations that have linked left STN lead location with changes in 

verbal fluency output 41. Collectively, these findings suggest that the left hemisphere lead likely 

drives most of the observed verbal fluency declines following bilateral surgeries. Our finding of 

relative improvements in longitudinal verbal fluency performance following right STN DBS is novel 

and somewhat surprising, although a prior study suggested similar hemispheric effects with a 

more limited sample 23. Interestingly, another study examined staged bilateral STN and GPi DBS 

and pallidotomy, and reported postoperative declines in verbal fluency following initial left but not 

right hemisphere targeting 20. Moreover, patients with initial right hemisphere targeting who went 

on to have left STN or GPi, experienced declines in verbal fluency performance following this 

second surgery 20. In the lesioning literature, unilateral pallidotomy and thalamotomy studies 

report greater declines in verbal fluency following left hemisphere procedures 43,44, but one 

pallidotomy study reported a non-significant trend towards improved verbal fluency following right 

hemisphere procedures with a smaller sample 45. 

We found relatively faster response inhibition speed following right STN DBS, and like the 

improved verbal fluency post-right STN DBS, represents a novel finding. The published literature 

on post-DBS performance on the Stroop-Color Word Test and the DKEFS Color-Word Inhibition 

Test generally show a decline following bilateral stimulation of the STN 46,47. This improvement 

may indicate faster cognitive processing speed following unilateral right STN DBS, as evidenced 
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by faster response inhibition performance and improved verbal fluency. Alternatively, this could 

also indicate the absence of post-DBS decline in the right STN cases along with practice effect.  

In our sample, we found no evidence for hemispheric differences in immediate memory 

recall at our level of statistical power. In contrast, we found a modest statistically significant decline 

in auditory-verbal delayed recall for both left and right STN DBS cases. Compared to the prior 

literature, a meta-analysis of neuropsychological data from 26 STN DBS studies detected small 

declines in auditory-verbal learning and memory (average random effect size = 0.21), although 

the average random effect size for verbal fluency in the meta-analysis study was 0.64, reflecting 

a much stronger effect 38. A more recent study also reported mild declines in auditory-verbal 

memory, but their sample consisted of only bilateral STN cases 48. While we found a similar 

pattern of delayed memory decline following unilateral STN DBS, the effect size is smaller in our 

sample. One possibility is that bilateral DBS poses a marginally greater risk to memory function 

than unilateral surgery, but prospective, randomized studies are required to make definitive 

conclusions. 

Disruption of the basal-ganglia-thalamocortical network likely underlies declines in verbal 

fluency following DBS, although the specific nature of the relevant interactions is unclear.  Single 

unit studies provide evidence for functional roles of the STN in speech production 49, and both 

animal and human models have identified monosynaptic pathways from prefrontal cortex and 

temporal lobe to STN 50,51. Functional and structural neuroimaging studies consistently support a 

role for the left inferior gyrus during verbal fluency tasks 52,53, which has direct connections with 

the dorsal STN, as well 51. Additionally, evoked potential studies provide evidence for direct 

connections between STN and both inferior frontal gyrus and superior temporal gyrus and the 

opercular speech network 50. Outside of intrinsic STN function are considerations related to off-

target stimulation effects or lesion effects from physical perturbation of cortical and subcortical 

elements in the lead trajectory prior to initiating therapy. Notably, microlesion effects contributed 

significantly to verbal fluency declines in one sham-controlled trial 17. Another study found an 
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association between trajectory angle and verbal fluency declines. Specifically, a lateral point of 

entry through the left superior frontal gyrus was associated with higher levels of verbal fluency 

decline from baseline, with no change in verbal fluency observed when the approach is through 

the caudate nucleus 54, although others have shown that caudate penetration is associated with 

increased risk of decline in global cognition and working memory 18 It is likely that the microlesion 

effect in the left hemisphere disrupts the basal-ganglia-thalamocortical network, yielding verbal 

fluency declines, which may potentially be exacerbated by the stimulator depending on the DBS 

lead location 41,55. A similar mechanism may explain the mild declines in auditory-verbal memory 

retrieval seen in our sample 56.  

Our study design has notable strengths and some important limitations. Although we are 

not aware of another study with as large a sample size comparing hemispheric effects of unilateral 

DBS on cognitive function, our sample size is still modest 16 and larger multicenter studies might 

detect additional or more subtle hemispheric effects on cognitive function. Also, we did not directly 

contrast unilateral DBS versus either best medical therapy or bilateral DBS; therefore, inferences 

across samples from independent studies should be interpreted with some caution. For example, 

since those receiving left STN DBS also had greater LEDD values reflecting greater severity of 

motor symptoms, our cognitive findings could be related to manifestations of PD severity itself, 

rather than neurostimulation effects, and we are unable to rule this out without a non-stimulated 

cohort. Regardless, we observed no significant group level changes in cognition in our unilateral 

sample when target hemisphere was not included in the statistical model, whereas most prior 

studies with reported significant group-level verbal fluency declines following bilateral DBS with 

smaller samples. Furthermore, we observed verbal fluency and response inhibition improvements 

following right STN DBS, which would not be expected in any case based on the prior literature. 

While these modest improvements might in part reflect practice effects on the task, at the very 

least, they do not represent declines post-DBS. Moreover, the left STN DBS group did not show 

practice effects on the verbal fluency task, but rather, showed decline, and we used alternate 
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forms to mitigate this possibility. Finally, while our study team was double-blinded to the 

stimulation parameters, patient and examiner were not blinded to implant hemisphere. That said, 

changes in cognitive function were noted at multiple time points and were generally consistent 

within individuals.  

We conclude that unilateral directional and ring stimulation at the STN target are equally 

safe and do not differentially and adversely affect cognition in patients with PD. Our examination 

of unilateral rather than bilateral DBS surgery allowed the identification of notable verbal fluency 

changes following left and not right hemisphere STN DBS surgery. Both implant hemisphere and 

the nature of PD itself likely impact verbal fluency over time. Similarly, we found right STN DBS 

improved response inhibition speed in our sample. A modest decline in delayed auditory-verbal 

memory was observed, consistent with the prior bilateral DBS studies. Future studies should 

prospectively contrast unilateral and bilateral DBS with best medical therapy to develop more 

personalized therapies to optimize motor and non-motor function in patients with PD and could 

also study the brain networks involved in verbal fluency decline associated with STN DBS, as 

previously done with DBS-associated working memory change 57.   
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Tables 
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Table 2. Statistical models of overall cognitive performance following unilateral STN DBS 
  Verbal Fluency Response Inhibition Immediate Recall Delayed Recall 

Intercept 43.351 (2.392)*** 30.839 (5.306)*** 47.879 (1.511)*** 9.788 (0.566)*** 
Education (years) -0.387 (0.940) -0.258 (0.747) -0.220 (0.544) -0.027 (0.203) 

Color Naming Speed (sec) — 0.442 (0.164)** — — 
Word Naming Speed (sec) — 0.599 (0.213)** — — 

Change over time (days) -0.003 (0.006) -0.003 (0.006) -0.004 (0.006) -0.004 (0.002) 
Num. obs. 115 109 114 111 
Num. groups: ID 31 30 31 30 
Var: ID (Intercept) 149.299 86.613 43.640 6.175 
Var: Residual 37.746 26.894 36.407 4.655 

Note: Estimates are given in Coefficient (SEM). The intercept indicates the score at baseline (0 days) for a patient with an average education level 
(15.7 years) (and, for response inhibition, a patient with an average color naming speed (31.6 sec) and word naming speed (22.2 sec)). Asterisks 
indicate significant difference from zero. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001.  
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Table 3. Binomial tests of cognitive performance by stimulation mode 
n Verbal Fluency Response Inhibition Immediate Recall Delayed Recall 
Total sample 29 26 28 28 
Better on directional 15 11 15 10 
Better on ring 13 12 13 13 
Same on directional and ring 1 3 0 5 
Exact Binomial Test 0.52 (p>0.999) 0.42 (p=0.557) 0.54 (p=0.851) 0.36 (p=0.185) 

Note: Exact binomial test statistic indicates the probability of directional stimulation yielding better performance. p-values indicate the probability 
that the true probability of directional stimulation yielding better performance is not equal to 0.5. 
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Table 4. Statistical models of raw cognitive performance by implant hemisphere 
  Verbal Fluency Response Inhibition Immediate Recall Delayed Recall 

 Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Intercept 37.381 
(2.514)*** 

50.933 
(3.775)*** 

36.211 
(5.809)*** 32.318 (3.918) 49.183 

(2.037)*** 46.291 (3.053) 10.806 
(0.743)*** 

8.605 
(1.097)* 

Education (years) 0.229 (0.715) -0.458 (0.763) -0.307 (0.547) -0.098 (0.194) 

Color Naming Speed (sec) — 0.362 (0.164)* — — 

Word Naming Speed (sec) — 0.551 (0.208)** — — 

Change over time (days) -0.015 
(0.008) 

0.013 
(0.012)* 

0.004 
(0.007) 

-0.014 
(0.011) 

-0.006 
(0.008) 

-0.001 
(0.012) 

-0.005 
(0.003) 

-0.003 
(0.004) 

Num. obs. 115 109 114 111 
Num. groups: ID 31 30 31 30 
Var: ID (Intercept) 79.640 87.060 42.666 5.325 
Var: Residual 35.711 25.358 36.271 4.626 

Note: Estimates are given in Coefficient (SEM). The intercept indicates the score at baseline (0 days) for a patient with an average education level 
(15.7 years) (and, for response inhibition, a patient with an average color naming speed (31.6 sec) and word naming speed (22.2 sec)). Asterisks 
indicate significant difference from zero (Left STN DBS) or significant difference from Left STN DBS estimate (Right STN DBS). *p<0.05, **p<0.01, 
***p<0.001. 
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Table 5. Statical models of percent change cognitive performance by implant hemisphere 
  Verbal Fluency Response Inhibition Immediate Recall Delayed Recall 

 Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Left  
STN DBS 

Right  
STN DBS 

Intercept -3.089 
(2.536) 

4.392 
(3.809) 

5.897 
(6.298) 

3.514 
(2.464) 

-0.742 
(2.341) 

-0.216 
(3.509) 

-4.235 
(5.732) 

3.649 
(8.470) 

Education (years) 0.087 (0.589) 0.126 (0.455) -0.407 (0.590) -0.388 (1.349) 

Color Naming Speed 
(sec) — -0.079 (0.197) — — 

Word Naming Speed 
(sec) — -0.326 (0.273) — — 

Change over time (days) -0.053 
(0.020)** 

0.068 
(0.033)*** 

-0.052 
(0.026) 

0.012 
(0.029)* 

0.031 
(0.024) 

0.039 
(0.033) 

-1.040 
(0.282)*** 

-1.056 
(0.074) 

Days * Baseline value -0.004 (0.001)*** 0.001 (0.001) -0.006 (0.001)*** -0.034 (0.009)*** 

Num. obs. 115 109 114 111 
Num. groups: ID 31 30 31 30 
Var: ID (days) 0.002 0.004 0.004 0.015 
Var: Residual 143.961 52.246 119.856 688.807 

 
Note: Estimates are given in Coefficient (SEM). The intercept indicates the score at baseline (0 days) for a patient with an average education level 
(15.7 years) and an average baseline score (and, for response inhibition, a patient with an average color naming speed (31.6 sec) and word 
naming speed (22.2 sec)). Asterisks indicate significant difference from zero (Left STN DBS) or significant difference from Left STN DBS estimate 
(Right STN DBS). *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 
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Note: Impairment was defined as performance at or below the 16th or 5th %ile based on demographically adjusted T-scores. The color-
scale (lighter-green to darker-green) reflects a higher rate of impairment for that particular cutoff.  
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Figures 

Figure 1. Cognitive performance by Stimulation  

 

 

(A) Line segments show within-participant changes in cognitive performance over time after DBS 

surgery, and bold lines show sample means. On tests of verbal fluency and memory, higher 

scores reflect improvement, while a lower score on response inhibition reflects an improved (i.e., 

faster) performance. p-values indicate significance of slopes over time. (B) Unity plots contrast 

cognitive performance with double-blind comparison of ring versus directional stimulation. p-

values indicate significance of the binomial test in improvement on either stimulation setting.   
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Figure 2. Baseline and longitudinal cognitive function in unilateral STN DBS patients.

  

(A) Boxplots of baseline multi-domain cognitive performance by implant hemisphere. p-values 

indicate significance between groups at baseline. (B, C) Line segments show within-participant 

changes in cognitive performance over time by implant hemisphere, and bold lines show group 

means. On raw scores of tests of verbal fluency and memory, higher scores reflect improvement, 

while a lower score on a test of inhibition reflects an improved (i.e., faster) performance. On 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted March 1, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.27.23286478doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.27.23286478
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


percent change of all tests, a positive change reflects improvement while a negative change 

reflects worsening. p-values indicate significant difference between groups in slopes over time. 
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