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Abstract 

Timely and accurate diagnosis of Psychogenic Non-Epileptic Seizures (PNES) is crucial. Aside 

from potential diagnostic delays, patients with PNES often undergo unnecessary 

pharmacological or invasive treatments. Presently, effective bedside tools for distinguishing 

PNES from epileptic seizures (ES) remain elusive, and the 'gold standard' diagnosis relies 

primarily on patient history and prolonged video EEG monitoring. In this study, we 

developed a simple clinical tool - the Mean Dynamic Index (MD) - to differentiate PNES from 

ES. 

We divided the body into five anatomical regions: the head and face, two upper extremities, 

and two lower extremities. Due to limited movement potential, the trunk was excluded from 

consideration. Among these five areas, only actively involved regions were considered in the 

score calculation. Each distinct motor feature observed contributed a point to the regional 

summation, with each region's score comprising the Regional Dynamic Index (RDI). The 

Mean Dynamic Index (MDI) represents the average of all RDIs. 

Sixty consecutive patients admitted to the VEEG monitoring unit were evaluated. Of these, 

15 patients presented primarily with motor symptoms. Eight were diagnosed with PNES, 

while seven had epileptic seizures. The mean MDI was 1.2±0.4 in the PNES group and 

2.8±0.77 in the ES group (p<0.001). The mean MDI/duration ratio was 0.31±0.38 for PNES 

and 3.5±2.4 for ES (p < 0.003). An MDI score of 1.665 yielded a specificity of 87.5% and 

sensitivity of 100% for diagnosing ES. A low MDI score (<1.66) in motor seizures indicates 

limited variability in the movement profile of each body part, suggesting a PNES etiology. 

Additionally, as the MDI/time ratio decreases, PNES becomes more likely. Furthermore, we 

observed that an RDI of 3 or higher completely differentiated between PNES and ES. These 

findings offer a valuable bedside tool for distinguishing between the two conditions. 
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Background  

Ensuring a reliable and timely diagnosis of Psychogenic Non-Epileptic Seizures (PNES) is 

paramount. In addition to potential delays in diagnosis, these patients often undergo 

unnecessary pharmacological or invasive treatments [1]. Presently, efficient bedside tools 

for distinguishing PNES from epileptic seizures (ES) have not been identified, and the current 

'gold standard' diagnosis relies primarily on patient history and prolonged video EEG 

monitoring[2]. 

Epileptic seizures (ES) arise from the propagation of epileptic discharges throughout the 

epileptic network, activating various functional areas. For instance, the Jacksonian march, 

characterized by clonic movements spreading from distal to proximal limb areas, exemplifies 

this phenomenon in central lobe epilepsy[3]. Similarly, alterations in flexion-extension of 

tonic posture in mesial frontal lobe epilepsy and changes in dystonic limb position in 

temporal lobe epilepsy represent well-known epileptic patterns reflecting the evolution of 

seizures over time[4]. 

The precise pathophysiology of PNES remains unclear, despite mounting evidence of brain 

connectivity abnormalities in these patients[5-7]. A resting-state fMRI study employing 

graph theory among twenty-three PNES patients and twenty-five healthy controls revealed 

greater nodal degrees (indicating hyper-connectivity) in the right caudate, left orbital part of 

the left inferior frontal gyrus, and right paracentral lobule. Conversely, lesser nodal degrees 

(indicating hypoconnectivity) were observed in the right insula, right putamen, and right 

middle occipital gyrus. Researchers suggested that hypo-connectivity areas may be 

implicated in emotion processing and movement regulation, while hyper-connectivity areas 

may play a role in inhibiting unwanted movements and cognitive processes[8]. 

However, it is well-established that PNES does not stem from abnormal electrical 

discharges[9]. Moreover, PNES typically exhibits a relatively recurrent and consistent 

phenotype. Numerous studies have demonstrated this stereotypic tendency, characterized 

by the recurrence of the same typical motor behavior in individual patient events[10-12]. In 

a previous study conducted by our group, we illustrated that different PNES events in one 

patient manifest similar characteristics, including the sequence of movements, the 

predominant region involved, and the frequency of clonic-like movements[13]. Despite PNES 

being perceived as a dramatic event, the motor behavior in each involved region remains 

stable and simplistic. 

Accordingly, we hypothesized that PNES patients would exhibit fewer motor alternations 

than ES patients during motor-predominant events. 
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Methods: 

This retrospective study aimed to reflect our observation that Psychogenic Non-Epileptic 

Seizures (PNES), unlike Epileptic Seizures (ES), exhibit a consistent, repetitive, and recurrent 

nature. To operationalize this concept, we devised the Mean Dynamic Index (MDI), a scoring 

system that quantifies the occurrence of unique motor patterns during motor-predominant 

seizures. 

We segmented the body into five anatomical regions: the head and face, two upper 

extremities, and two lower extremities. Owing to limited movement potential, the trunk was 

excluded from consideration. Only actively involved areas among these five regions 

contributed to the score calculation. Each distinct motor feature observed added a point to 

the regional summation, thereby constituting the Regional Dynamic Index (RDI). The Mean 

Dynamic Index (MDI) represents the average of all RDIs. 

For instance, a seizure exhibiting distal hand clonus progressing to proximal hand clonus 

would earn an RDI of 2 (1 point for distal clonus and another for proximal clonus), resulting 

in an MDI of 2 if this were the sole area involved. Conversely, an attack characterized by 

waxing and waning distal right-hand clonus would earn an RDI of 1 for the right upper 

extremity. A high MDI score indicates a greater number of unique motor patterns observed 

per region during the seizure. 

To achieve 80% power and 5% significance, assuming MDI score differences of at least 25% 

between groups, the sample size was calculated. An independent evaluator, a medical 

student ('the first evaluator'), reviewed medical records of patients admitted to the video-

EEG monitoring unit at Rambam Medical Center between November 1st, 2015, and May 

31st, 2016. Twenty consecutive patients with established diagnoses of motor PNES and 

motor ES were included (10 in each group). The first evaluator extracted the video 

component of the first seizure of each patient and provided them to two blinded evaluators 

('evaluator two,' a neurologist, and 'evaluator three,' a trained epileptologist). 

Each evaluator calculated the MDI for every event, with the final MDI being the average 

score of the two evaluators. These evaluators were blinded to additional data, including 

diagnosis, medical records, EEG recordings, or other evaluator scores. All seizures were 

analyzed from start to finish. 
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Additionally, we measured the ratio between MDI and seizure duration. Demographic and 

clinical information, including age, age at onset, gender, number of medications at 

admission, and present and past anti-seizure medications, was collected. 

Descriptive statistics were conducted using SPSS v25 for Windows. Tailored t-tests were 

employed to compare means between ES and PNES groups. Receiver operating 

characteristic analysis was performed to determine the MDI score with the highest 

sensitivity and specificity for differentiating between ES and PNES patients. 

All study procedures were approved by Rambam Health Care Campus institutional review 

board, Helsinki approval number- 0283-17-RMB. 

 

Results: 

To identify 20 consecutive patients with either motor Epileptic Seizures (ES) or motor 

Psychogenic Non-Epileptic Seizures (PNES) between November 1st, 2015, and May 31st, 

2016, the first evaluator reviewed 60 files. A total of 20 videos (one for each patient) were 

provided to the second and third evaluators. During video evaluation, five patients were 

excluded due to technical and semiological reasons: two patients were either obstructed or 

partially obscured from view in the camera field, and three patients exhibited mainly 

dialeptic semiology without apparent motor activity. Among the remaining 15 patients, eight 

were diagnosed with PNES, and seven had epileptic seizures (see Figure 1). The average age 

of patients in the PNES and ES groups was 29.37±11.2 years and 30.85±12.7 years, 

respectively, with mean durations from onset to diagnosis of 4.35±5.5 years and 13.48±11.7 

years, respectively. The average number of medications currently used was 1.37±1.5 and 

3.42±2.1 in the PNES and ES groups, respectively (see Table 1 for patient demographics and 

clinical features). 

The mean Mean Dynamic Index (MDI) was 1.2±0.4 in the PNES group and 2.8±0.77 in the ES 

group (p<0.001). Furthermore, the mean MDI/duration ratio was 0.31±0.38 and 3.5±2.4 in 

the PNES and ES groups, respectively (p < 0.003). Figure 2 (A-D) provides a summary of the 

study's main results. 

To determine the MDI with the highest sensitivity and specificity for distinguishing between 

ES and PNES groups, a Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve was plotted (see Figure 

3). An MDI score of 1.33 yielded a specificity of 75% and sensitivity of 100% for diagnosing 
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ES, while an MDI score of 1.665 resulted in a specificity of 87.5% and sensitivity of 100% for 

ES diagnosis. 

Table 2 outlines the components of the MDI score, indicating that an RDI of 3 and above 

completely differentiates between ES and PNES (The patients are assigned a serial number 

for coding purposes, ensuring their identities remain confidential and cannot be discerned). 

 

Discussion 

This is a proof-of-concept study. In this small cohort of patients, the mean MDI index was 2.8 

in the ES group, compared with 1.2 in the PNES group. (p<0.001). MDI/duration ratio was 

3.76 and 0.31 in the ES group and PNES group, respectively (p<0.003). Both MDI and 

MDI/duration measures were significantly different between the two groups.  

The former result - a significant difference in the MDI measures - has substantial clinical 

importance; The MDI rating system can be easily learned, thus enabling accurate diagnosis 

by a novice healthcare giver when observing a seizure . 

Upon further examination of the Regional Dynamic Index (RDI) scores, it was determined 

that a definitive cutoff can indeed be established to distinguish between all PNES and ES 

cases within our dataset with complete accuracy. The maximal RDI score within the PNES 

group did not exceed 2, while the minimal RDI score observed within the ES group was 

strictly greater than 2. Consequently, an RDI cutoff set at 2 serves as an unequivocal 

threshold—scores of 2 or below are indicative of PNES, while scores above 2 are predictive 

of ES. This clear demarcation allowed for 100% differentiation between the two conditions, 

with no overlap between the groups, thus confirming the robustness of the maximal RDI 

score as a discriminative measure in this study. 

There are two clinical scenarios in which a first responder must determine whether a 

convulsion represents ES or PNES, and consequently, conclude what should be the next 

therapeutic step. The first is the bed-side scenario - when a seizure is seen in real-time by a 

healthcare professional. The second occurs when a caregiver or the patient himself brings a 

movie-clip that documents a past event. 

Previous studies have shown that experienced epileptologists can differentiate between 

motor-predominant ES and PNES by observing video recordings as-accurately-as by 

analyzing a full video EEG monitoring[14]. Another study showed differences in the accuracy 

of diagnosis given by different epilepsy specialists based on video recording alone. 
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Nonetheless, some of them were no less accurate than the epileptologist who read the 

whole medical chart and the video-EEG exam in motor-predominant seizures.[15] 

Several groups used machine learning algorithms for frequencies analysis to classify PNES VS 

other event-types, utilizing variable devices to perform the acquisition of movement 

frequencies[16–20]. The researchers attributed this approach's accuracy to the inherent 

variability of ictal discharge, as opposed to the non-epileptic, and thus consistent, 

movement rhythmicity during PNES. Other studies supported this hypothesis: One study 

showed variability in the EEG's predominant frequency throughout an epileptic seizure, 

whereas the frequency range during PNES remained narrow[16]. Further studies revealed 

differences in time-frequency mapping of the rhythmic limb movements between PNES and 

ES groups[17].  

Articles dealing with the difference between initiation, propagation, and termination have 

shown the fundamental mechanism to be various dynamic network expressions and 

interactions. This mechanism is expressed in different rhythms or frequencies throughout 

the seizure and from a clinical perspective – in spatiotemporal evolution during a 

seizure[21–23]. We believe these essential rhythms and spreading dynamics might explain 

the intuitive PNES\ES differentiation ability of experienced epileptologists:  subconsciously, 

they look for the variability of frequencies, local spread and change in each area, which 

characterizes ES and lacks in PNES. These expected patterns - of simultaneously evolving 

rhythms and spatial spread - constitute the hallmark semiology of many well-known epilepsy 

types: e.g., the consecutive appearance of eye deviation, ictal sound, and Chapo-Jun-Darm 

(all belong to the "head and face region'") in frontal lobe epilepsy ; dystonia, automatic 

movements in upper extremities involved in temporal lobe seizures, etc[3,4]. 

 The MDI scoring method was conceptualized to reflect this dual variability - both in 

frequencies and in local spatial evolvement - over time.  However, instead of device-

dependent frequency acquisition (e.g., accelerometer or EMG wristband[17–20], EEG 

recordings analysis[16], etc.), we use an easy-to-learn method to quantify the number of 

observed changes in the involved region. Simply, any change that seems like a "new 

occurrence" in the eyes of the beholder equals a point. MDI is the average of all areas 

scores, and in a way, it quantifies the amount in which the convulsion went through onset-

propagation-termination . 

Albeit a small cohort, we established a statistically significant difference in the MDI score 

between the ES and PNES groups. Previous research of our group demonstrated relative 
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uniformity of seizures semiology in a single PNES patient. We decided to include only one 

episode of each patient in the analysis to avoid overfitting.  

Moreover, there was a trend toward MDI-score-cutoff (MDI>1.66) between the two groups. 

An MDI-scoring-cutoff, if established in more extensive studies, has substantial clinical 

importance. It will facilitate bed-side decision making in case of PNES\ES deliberation and, 

consequently, avoid unwanted interventions, admissions, or polypharmacy repercussions.  

Previous studies have suggested numerous possible characteristics of PNES. Suggested 

features of PNES semiology include eyes-closing, shaking the head from side to side, pelvic 

thrust, ictal crying, and more[24–29]. Some “time-dependent” PNES characteristics have also 

been suggested, including long-duration, fluctuating presentation, occurrence during 

pseudo-sleep, and others[15,28–31]. None of these features has been established as specific 

and sensitive enough to utilize as a bedside tool for decision making.  

 

Many studies address biomarkers that can differentiate PNES from ES. In a study that 

investigated whether anion gap (AG), bicarbonate, and the Denver Seizure Score (DSS) could 

differentiate between PNES and ES, AG was associated with ES (OR of 1.733, 95% confidence 

interval = 1.24–2.42)[32]. Another study found maximal-ictal and postictal HR to be useful in 

differentiating bilateral tonic-clonic ES from PNES[33]. In a study addressing the verbal 

report of an event by the patient, the researchers succeeded in classifying PNES and ES 

groups based on language analysis of an interview following the event[34]. 

Until now, no sign, feature, or biomarker has proved the ability to become a bedside tool for 

early diagnosis of PNES. 

A possible interpretation for the low MDI scores among PNES patients in our study might be 

a production of repetitive movements during dissociation. Altered consciousness is present 

in many PNES and may result from a process of dissociation[35]). An SEEG study that 

recorded two patients' PNES events demonstrated a global decrease of Frontal connectivity, 

particularly prominent in connections involving the anterior insula and parietal cortex[36]. 

The researchers interpreted these findings as a functional disconnection, resulting from 

alterations in long-distance Fc involving the parietal cortex, and a disconnection of the 

anterior insula (AI), that cause lack of normal continuous production of predictions, thus 

contributing to a feeling of being "disconnected"[36]. 

Previous studies also suggested a correlation between decreased interictal Fc and PNES: few 

EEG studies demonstrated decreased inter-ictal Fc between frontal and posterior 

regions[37]  or intra-regional[38].  fMRI studies found decreased Fc in several locations, 

including the parietal region[39–42]. A PET study demonstrated interictal focal 
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hypometabolism, particularly in the right parietal area[43]. Other previous studies supported 

the insular cortex's role in the conscious representation of self [44], interception, and 

emotions[45]. the researchers hypothesized that this "disconnection" might serve as a 

protective mechanism to avoid representations that would be considered threatening[36].  

A diagnostic delay of PNES has a dual negative effect: first, the admission of unnecessary 

medication and interventions, including multiple AEDs, ICU admissions, mechanical 

ventilation, and possible iatrogenic complications. Moreover, these unwanted interventions 

might even worsen the PNES [1]. Secondly, a good prognosis of PNES depends on the early 

start of psychological interventions such as CBT and psychotherapy, especially in the 

presence of sexual or child abuse in history, a common situation in PNES patients, up to 88% 

in some series [31]. However, no tool currently exists to shorten the average delay of 7-9 

years from onset to diagnosis[1] . 

Our study has several limitations: First, the number of events was small. Indeed, we have 

decided to include a single event per patient due to the expected events-uniformity in a 

specific patient, both in PNES and ES [13], and to exclude recent video recordings in order to 

have no recollection of interpretations made by us. However, these two limitations, 

conducted to increase validity - took the price of low event number. Secondly, a trained 

epileptologist (examiner1) and neurologist (examiner 2) calculated the MDI scores; they 

might have used their pre-existing intuition without being aware of that. However, only a 

naive observer classification, made after teaching him the MDI method, could prove its 

clinical importance and usefulness. Further research is needed in which the MDI method is 

explained to possible non-epileptic first responders, and the contribution to accurate 

classification of ES\PNEs is measured. It is also essential to address the unique entity of EPC, 

which might be misclassified as PNES based on MDI scoring alone. However, these are not 

common, easy to investigate by EEG due to their continuity, have a distinct presentation, 

and do not mimic GTCS or other event types that allegedly require status-epilepticus 

workup.  It is also important to note that correct MDI scoring requires full-length and full-

body observation of the seizure and cannot be conducted based on partial video recording 

or by observing only part of the seizure . 

In conclusion - VEEG is currently the gold-standard tool for diagnosing PNES [2]; However, 

frequently unavailable. For this reason and others, the average diagnostic delay is 7-9 years 

[1]. Throughout that period, the patient might accumulate iatrogenic complications and the 

repercussion of avoiding emotional treatment. Previous studies established the ability of 

experienced Epilepsy specialists to diagnose motor PNES as accurate as VEEG, based on 
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observation only. However, until now, no bedside or fast tool to aid this decision was 

established . 

We suggest the MDI index, which allows an immediate assessment and PNES\ES 

classification of observed seizure. We believe that the MDI index, namely - the non-

variability of regional involvement - might underlie the well-established ability of 

experienced epileptologists to differentiate motor ES from PNES with great accuracy.  

Furthermore, although it was not the primary focus of our study, a maximal RDI of 3 or 

higher can completely differentiate between ES and PNES. 

 The MDI scoring system is a simple tool to learn and can significantly improve healthcare 

professionals' clinical decision-making regarding PNES diagnosis and treatment decisions, 

thus spare unnecessary, costly, and harmful interventions.  
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Figure 1: patients enrollment flowchart 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 1: Patients' demographics and clinical characteristics including 

 

 

 

 PNES (n=8) ES (n=7) P 

value 

Age (years) ± SD 29.37±11.2 30.85±12.7 0.81 

Male (%) 37.5 43 0.83 

Mean total ASM received  ± SD 2.87±4 6.42±3.75 0.1 

No of Current ASM±SD 1.37±1.5 3.42±2.1 0.049 

Disease Duration (years) ± SD 4.3±5.5 13.48±11.7 0.07 

 

  

60 VEEGs  

11/2015-5/2016 

20 Pts motor seizures w clear 

diagnosis (10 ES/10 PNES) 

Excluded:  

2 Pts– Technical problems 

3 Pts– Dialeptic events 

7 Pts w ES 
8 Pts w PNES 
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Figure 2:  

 

Figure 2A- comparison of mean MDI between ES and PNES groups, 2B- comparison of mean 

MDI to seizure duration between ES and PNES groups, 2C –comparison of mean seizure 

duration between ES and PNES groups, 2D- scattered plot of all patients' MDI 
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Figure 3: 

 

 

Table 2: MDI score components 

Patient No Diagnosis 

MDI 

score 

Duration 

(minutes) 

MDI/Duration 

ratio RDI Indexes 

1 PNES 1 40 0.025 

Head and Face – 1 

Left upper extremity – 1 

Right upper extremity – 1 

 

2 ES 3 1 3 

Head and Face – 4 

Left upper extremity – 4 

Right upper extremity – 3 

Left lower extremity – 2 

Right lower extremity – 2 

3 PNES 1.66 16 0.10375 

Head and Face – 2 

Left upper extremity – 1 

Right upper extremity – 1 

4 PNES 1 1 1 

Head and Face – 1 

Left upper extremity – 1 
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Right upper extremity – 1 

5 PNES 1 6 0.166667 Head and Face – 1 

6 ES 2.8 0.5 5.6 

Head and Face – 4 

Left upper extremity – 3 

Right upper extremity – 2 

Left lower extremity – 2 

Right lower extremity – 3 

7 ES 2 0.25 8 

Head and Face – 2 

Left upper extremity – 1 

Right upper extremity – 1 

Right lower extremity – 4  

8 ES 3.25 1.166 2.787307 

Left upper extremity – 3 

Right upper extremity – 4 

Left lower extremity – 3 

Right lower extremity – 3 

9 ES 4 2 2 

Head and Face – 4 

Single extremity – 4 

10 PNES 1 1.2 0.833333 

Left upper extremity – 1 

 

11 PNES 1 13 0.076923 

Head and Face – 1 

Left upper extremity – 1 

Left lower extremity – 1 

12 PNES 1 17 0.058824 

Left lower extremity – 1 

Right lower extremity - 1 

13 ES 1.67 0.616667 2.708108 

Head and Face – 3 

Left upper extremity – 2 

Right lower extremity – 1  

14 ES 3 1.36 2.205882 

Head and Face – 2 

Left upper extremity – 4 

Right upper extremity – 3  

15 PNES 2 8.63 0.23175 

Head and Face – 2 

Left upper extremity – 2 
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