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Thalamocortical network neuromodulation for epilepsy 

 

Objectives 

Despite the growing interest in network-guided neuromodulation for epilepsy, uncertainty about the safety and 

long-term efficacy of thalamocortical stimulation persist. Our evaluation focused on the use of a 4-lead open-loop 

implantable pulse generator (IPG) for thalamocortical network neuromodulation. 

Methods 

We retrospectively reviewed seven subjects with diverse seizure networks (SNs)—poorly localized, regional, or 

multifocal—undergoing thalamocortical neuromodulation. Employing a 4-lead system, electrodes targeted both 

thalamic and cortical SN nodes. We assessed seizure severity, life satisfaction, and sleep quality on a 10-point 

scale, and seizure frequency via telephone interviews and chart review. Six subjects underwent open-loop 

stimulation trials during intracranial EEG (iEEG) to confirm SN engagement and optimize settings, targeting the 

suppression of interictal epileptiform discharges (IEDs) and seizures. Outcomes were assessed by Wilcoxon sign-

rank test, 0.05 significance level. 

Results 

After a median of 17 months post-implantation (range 13–60), subjects had a median disabling seizure reduction 

of 93% (range 50-100%, p=0.0156), with 100% responder rate (50% reduction in seizure frequency). The 

median improvement in seizure severity was 3.5 out of 10 points (p=0.0312), life satisfaction 4.5 points (p= 

0.0312), and quality of sleep 3 points (p=0.062). No perioperative complications occurred. Rare transient seizure 

exacerbations and stimulation-related sensory/motor side effects resolved with parameter adjustments. One 

subject required surgical revision due to delayed infection. Six subjects had permanent electrode placement 

refined by iEEG trial stimulation; five subjects had >90% reduction in seizure frequency during iEEG stimulation. 

Significance 

Thalamocortical network neuromodulation using a 4-lead open-loop system is safe, and is associated with 

significant improvements in seizure control and patient quality of life. Trial stimulation during iEEG shows 

promise for enhancing SN engagement and parameter optimization, but requires further study. Prospective 

controlled trials are needed to establish the validity of thalamocortical network neuromodulation for epilepsy.  
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Key Points: 

• Thalamocortical neuromodulation with a 4-lead open-loop stimulation system is feasible and safe, and is 

associated with significant improvements in seizure control and life satisfaction.  

• Trials of therapeutic stimulation during phase 2 iEEG monitoring has the potential to refine seizure 

network engagement and optimize stimulation parameters, for more effective chronic neuromodulation. 

• Prospective controlled trials are needed to validate the efficacy of thalamocortical network 

neuromodulation. 

 

Introduction 

Drug resistant epilepsy (DRE) affects approximately one third [1, 2] of individuals with epilepsy. For 

individuals with DRE focal epilepsy who are poor surgical candidates due to diffuse seizure networks (SN), 

multiple foci, or overlap with eloquent cortex, neuromodulation is a viable treatment option. There are multiple 

intracranial neuromodulation paradigms that have been used for epilepsy in clinical practice, including FDA-

approved responsive neurostimulation (RNS)[3], anterior thalamic nuclei deep brain stimulation (ANT-DBS) [4-

7], and the off-label use of chronic subthreshold stimulation (CSS) ([8-11]), with additional novel approaches 

supported by preclinical work[12]. In addition to differences in stimulation targets between DBS for epilepsy 

(subcortical structures, typically thalamus) and RNS (typically cortex), there are differences in the stimulation 

paradigms. Open-loop stimulation (DBS and CSS) delivers therapy at a set frequency and schedule regardless of 

changing brain activity, while closed-loop stimulation (RNS) delivers therapy in response to detected changes in 

the electrocorticography signal. Open-loop therapy can be delivered as continuous electrical stimulation, e.g. 2 

Hz, or as a duty cycle therapy, e.g. 145 Hz with cycling of 1 minute on and 5 minutes off. Previous investigations 

have shown that open-loop cortical CSS stimulation using a 4-lead IPG, like the approach used here, is effective 

in reducing interictal epileptiform discharges (IEDs) and seizures [21]. 

 There is a growing body of evidence that indicates epilepsy is a disorder of brain networks[13, 14], and 

that cortico-thalamo-cortical circuits are involved in the onset, maintenance, and propagation of seizures [13, 15-

21]. This progress has led to great interest in network guided neuromodulation for epilepsy[22], however, little is 

known about combined cortical and thalamic SN node stimulation. Recent work with the RNS system suggests 

there is potential utility in combined cortical plus thalamic responsive neurostimulation to reduce seizure 

frequency. In a three subject series by Elder et al., a single cortical strip combined with unilateral ANT 

stimulation resulted in a ≥50% reduction in seizure burden in 2 subjects, and was overall found to be safe and 

effective[23]. Two series by Burdette et al., [24, 25] of cortical plus centromedian nucleus, and cortical plus 

medial pulvinar nucleus stimulation, reported ≥50% seizure reduction. The thalamic centromedian nucleus (CM) 

[26-28] and medial pulvinar[29] are DBS targets of interest for the treatment of extra limbic and generalized 

epilepsy, and posterior quadrant and neocortical temporal lobe epilepsy, respectively. 
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In addition to growing interest in network guided neuromodulation, efforts are underway to characterize 

the short latency effects of electrical stimulation on seizure networks and brain excitability [10, 30-32] to inform 

neuromodulation, here termed Biomarker Targeted Stimulation (BTS). As defined here, BTS consists of two 

phases, comprised of 1) a trial of electrical brain stimulation delivered to the SN via intracranial EEG (iEEG) 

monitoring electrodes, to refine SN targets and stimulation paradigms, followed by 2) chronic device implantation 

and treatment, guided by phase 1 trial stimulation. During BTS phase 1, stimulation targets, paradigms, and 

parameters are guided by objective modifiable biomarkers, (such as the suppression of interictal biomarkers (i.e. 

IEDs) and seizures). BTS trial stimulation could include responsive, duty-cycle, continuous, Poisson distributed, 

and other novel stimulation paradigms, delivered to various cortical, subcortical grey or white matter targets.  

In this retrospective case-series we evaluate the safety, feasibility, and efficacy of thalamocortical 

network neuromodulation using an open-loop 4-lead system, in a cohort of individuals with poorly localized, 

multifocal (more than 2), eloquent cortex, or regional SNs. Chronic open-loop stimulation was delivered using 

FDA approved 4-lead IPGs in an off-label manner, similar to prior work (published as CSS) [8-11]. Additionally, 

we describe the results of BTS trial stimulation in this cohort, including safety, feasibility, and impact on SN 

biomarkers. 

 

Methods 

This is a retrospective case series study. This series reports the first 7 subjects at our institution treated with open-

loop 4-lead thalamocortical network neuromodulation. Group averaged partial long-term outcome data from 6 of 

these subjects were published in prior work comparing CSS (n=32 subjects, 28 with cortex only leads), ANT-

DBS, CM-DBS, RNS, and VNS [33]. This work extends beyond the prior publication, reporting subject specific 

data and analysis of long-term outcome data for thalamocortical network neuromodulation, individualized 

characterization of cortical and thalamic targeting and stimulation parameters, and quantitative analysis of BTS 

trial stimulation modulation of biomarkers during phase 2 iEEG. This retrospective study was approved by the 

Mayo Clinic Institutional Review Board. Cohort characteristics are described in Table 1. All subjects had a 

comprehensive epilepsy evaluation that included video EEG monitoring, high resolution MRI, and iEEG 

monitoring. Subjects had focal DRE according to ILAE criteria [2] with SN not amenable to surgical resection 

due to overlap with eloquent cortex, or SN that were poorly localized, regional, or multifocal (2 or more foci) 

based on iEEG.  

All subjects had intracranial monitoring with stereo EEG (sEEG) except subject 5 who had subdural grid 

and depth electrodes monitoring. Subject 7 independently underwent both sEEG and grid implantation.  

All cases were discussed at our multidisciplinary epilepsy surgery conference including epilepsy, 

neurosurgery, neuroradiology, and neuropsychology staff. FDA-approved systems and off-label neuromodulation 

4tereotact were discussed with all patients. These individuals with poorly localized, regional, multifocal, and 
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eloquent cortex SNs proceeded with off-label 4-lead open-loop thalamocortical network neuromodulation. 

Cortical electrodes targets were informed by phase 2 iEEG BTS trial stimulation; thalamus targets were primarily 

based on normative thalamocortical connectivity (ANT for frontotemporal networks, CM for peri-rolandic 

networks). 

 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics, imaging findings, seizure networks, final implant locations and duration of follow-up for 

study cohort. M:Male, F: Female, L:Left, R: Right, SO: Seizure onset, ASMs: Antiseizure medications, FIAS: focal impaired 

awareness seizure, FAS: Focal awareness seizure, FBTCS: Focal to bilateral tonic clonic seizure, ANT: Anterior nucleus of 

the Thalamus, CM: Centromedian nucleus of the thalamus VIM: Ventral intermediate nucleus of thalamus, VNS: vagus 

nerve stimulator. 

 

A presurgical localizing stereotactic MRI was performed followed by 5tereotacticc placement of chronic 

electrodes using a rigid Leksell frame. Thalamic targeting used a combination of direct and indirect methods, 

Subje

ct

Age at 

implant
Sex

Age at 

onset 

(yrs)

Semiology
ASMs 

tried

 ASMs/devices 

at implant
MRI/PET

Seizure 

Network

Localizatio

n 

Permanent lead 

locations

Follow-

up 

duration

1 26-30 M 16-20
FAS motor, 

FBTCS
2

Levetiracetam, 

Lamotrigine

MRI: right frontal, 

temporal and parietal 

encephalomalacia 

secondary to perinatal 

stroke

Right  frontal 

operculum, 

insula

Poorly 

localized, 

regional

 R ANT + anterior 

insula + 2 right  

frontal operculum 

60 

months

2 21-25 F 6-10

FAS motor, 

FIAS non-

motor, 

FBTCS

13 Oxcarbazepine

MRI: non lesional, PET: 

Left mesial frontal 

hypometabolism

Left  middle 

frontal, left 

cingulate, left 

precentral gyrus 

Eloquent 

cortex, 

regional

 L ANT +  L superior 

frontal+ L mid 

cingulate +  L 

medial frontal 

gyrus

24  

months

3 11-15 M 0-5

FAS motor, 

FIAS non-

motor

3

Clobazam, 

Lacosamide, 

Oxcarbazepine 

MRI: non lesional, PET: 

non lesional

Left anterior and 

mid-cingulate, 

left mesial 

frontal, left 

posterior insula 

Multifocal, 

regional

L ANT + L anterior 

insula + L posterior 

insula + mid 

cingulate

13 

months

4 21-25 F 6-10

FAS non-

motor, 

FBTCS

6

Clonazepam, 

Lacosamide, 

Topiramate

MRI: non lesional, PET: 

non lesional

Right frontal 

and parietal 

Eloquent 

cortex, 

regional

R ANT + R 

precentral + R 

postcentral + R 

paracentral lobule 

17 

months

5 41-45 M 16-20

FIAS 

motor, 

FBTCS

1

Levetiracetam, 

Lamotrigine, 

Lacosamide

MRI: left temporal

and frontal lobes 

possible focal cortical 

dysplasia, PET: non 

lesional

Left  posterior 

temporal

Poorly 

localized, 

regional

L ANT + L  superior 

temporal gyrus + L  

middle temporal 

gyrus +  L  inferior 

temporal gyrus 

24 

months

6 16-20 F 6-10 FIAS motor 7
Cenobamate, 

Clonazepam

MRI: non lesional, PET: 

non lesional

Right frontal 

and parietal 

Eloquent 

cortex

R CM + R  

precentral + R 

mesial  precentral+ 

R post central

8  

months

7 30 M 0-5

FIAS 

motor, 

FBTCS

8

Oxcarbazepine, 

Briviracetam, 

VNS

MRI: non lesional

Right mesial 

frontal and 

perirolandic

Eloquent 

cortex, 

regional

R ANT + R VIM + R 

mesial  frontal + R 

perirolandic

16  

months
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including direct visualization of the ANT using white matter nulled MRI sequence (FGATIR) [35] , anterior 

commissure-posterior commissure (AC-PC) based offsets, and Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) template 

space Krauth/Morel atlas structures[36] warped into patient space. Details regarding targeting of CM nucleus 

have been discussed in our prior work [26, 37].  

The chronic implant used FDA approved neuromodulation hardware in an off-label manner (IPG: Boston 

Scientific Vercise Genus DBS R32 (4 leads, 32 electrode contacts) [38]  or Medtronic Intellis (4 leads, 16 

electrode contacts); Electrodes: Boston Scientific DB-2201-45 and DB-2202-45, Medtronic 3387, Medtronic 

3391). Six subjects had 3 cortical leads and one thalamic lead. Subject 1-5 had one ANT lead, subject 6 (peri-

rolandic SN) had a CM lead. Subject 7 with a medial frontal and peri-rolandic SN had 2 thalamic (ANT and 

ventral intermediate nucleus (Vim; projects to primary motor cortex)) and 2 cortical leads (Table 2, Figure 1). 

Postoperative head CT coregistered to preoperative MRI demonstrated well positioned leads using the Lead-DBS 

imaging package [39] (https://www.lead-dbs.org) and Krauth/Morel atlas structures demonstrated well positioned 

thalamic leads [26, 37] (Figure 1). 

 A BTS stimulation trial was initiated at the end of intracranial monitoring (or prior to lead internalization 

for subject 1) in six of seven subjects to aid in cortical stimulation target selection and parameter adjustment. 

Subject 7 received chronic 4-lead thalamocortical network neuromodulation and so is included in this case series, 

but did not complete a BTS stimulation trial. Stimulation was delivered through the most active intracranial 

electrodes identified to be in the SN, using an open-loop external neurostimulator module (Medtronic 37022), 

targeting up to 16 electrode contacts. Stimulation parameters ranged between 120-300 μsec pulse width, 2 Hz, and 

0.3-3 V (typical bipolar impedance 1-2.5 kΩ; stimulation montage was most often 8 stimulated bipolar pairs), 

with stimulation trials lasting between 21 and 51 hours. Stimulation contacts and parameters adjustments were 

made to refine stimulated contact selection and parameters, based on short latency biomarkers (IEDs) and seizures 

(i.e. biomarker targeted stimulation) (Figure 3).  

Clinical decision-making was based on qualitative assessment of IEDs and seizure counts. Here, we 

report results from an automated IED detector [34] to quantitatively assess the change in IED frequency in 

wake/sleep state-matched epochs during baseline and trial stimulation periods. For subject 1, quantification of the 

interictal burden was based on visual analysis due to ubiquitous stimulation artifacts confounding the automated 

detector (limited pre-internalization stimulation trial through the chronic system; no neighboring non-stimulated 

pairs to analyze). Baseline seizure counts are the number of seizures that occurred in the 24 hours preceding 

initiation of  the BTS stimulation trial;  BTS stimulation trial seizure rate was the number of seizures that occurred 

over 24 hours (21 hours for subject 1) at optimized stimulation parameters. BTS stimulation trials prioritized 1) 

optimization of cortical stimulation targets, followed by 2) parameter titration.  

Seizure frequency data were recorded from chart review at the last follow-up. The seizure severity, life 

satisfaction, and quality of sleep scores were assessed by a 10 point scale through telephone interview, as prior 
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[33] (subjects 1-5 and 7 listed as CSS in that publication) (Table 3, Figure 2). Response was defined as a 50% 

reduction in seizure rate. Statistical significance was assessed using the two-sided Wilcoxon signed rank test, with 

0.05 significance level. Analyses were performed using MATLAB, version 2020b, Mathworks Inc, Natick, MA, 

USA. 

 

Results 

Seven subjects with drug-resistant epilepsy, median age at implant 22 (range 14-42), received chronic open-loop 

thalamocortical network neuromodulation.  The median follow-up time was 17 months (range 13-60 mo.).  

 

Figure 1: 3D rendering (pink- thalamic leads, blue- cortical leads) with inset axial sections with rendered thalamic leads and 

nuclei (ANT (blue), mammillothalamic tract (yellow), subject 6: CM (light blue)-parafascicular nucleus (gold), and subject 7: 

VIM (dark blue)), using Curry and Lead-DBS imaging packages.  
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Table 2: Stimulation programs at last follow up. Interleaved settings are represented as +/- or -/+ on each lead. Contacts 0, 4, 

8, 12 are distal. For Subject 6, every other contact was numbered and programed for cortical stimulation; thalamic 

stimulation was referential with pulse generator serving as anode. Continuous stimulation was used unless noted otherwise. 

ANT=anterior nucleus of the thalamus. CM=centromedian nucleus. IPG=Implantable Pulse Generator, VIM=ventral 

intermediate nucleus. 
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The permanently implanted leads are shown in Figure 1. Electrode targets and stimulation parameters at 

last follow up are in Table 2. Following system placement, subject 1 received stimulation for 7 months; he 

experienced seizure reduction in the first 5 months followed by 2 months of seizure freedom while on stable 

antiseizure medication regimen. Stimulation was then inadvertently turned off, with sustained seizure freedom for 

the next 53 months through last follow-up, which we reported previously [40]. Subject 7 reported an initial 

increase in seizure frequency and was transitioned to thalamus only stimulation.  

 

 

Table 3: Chronic thalamocortical network neuromodulation outcomes, reporting monthly seizure frequency at pre-

implantation baseline and at last follow-up for all subjects. Seizure severity, life satisfaction, and quality of sleep scores are 

listed (not available for subject 6). 

 

 

Figure 2: Box whisker plots of Chronic thalamocortical network neuromodulation outcomes; mean marked by ‘x’ and 

median by horizontal line. Change in seizure severity, life satisfaction, and quality of sleep adjusted to 100 point scale. 

Statistically significant results indicated by ‘*’. 

 

Before After % Improve Before After Change Before After Change Before After Change

1 60 120 0 100 8 1 7 3 10 7 5 5 0

2 24 14.5 0.75 95 5 3 2 7 9 2 7 10 3

3 13 135 10 93 7 4 3 6 4 2 3 5 2

4 17 7 2 71 10 8 2 3 7 4 2 8 6

5 24 210 100 52 8 4 4 9 3 6 4 7 3

6 16 7 0.5 93 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

7 16 90 45 50 6 2 4 3 8 5 4 7 3

Table : Disabling seizure frequency and patient perceived outcomes

Patient
Follow-

up (mo)

Disabling seizures/mo.
Seizure severity                 

(worst = 10)

Life satisfaction                

(best = 10)

Quality of sleep                  

(best = 10) 
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Chronic thalamocortical neuromodulation was associated with a significant reduction in seizure frequency 

and severity, with 93% median reduction in disabling seizures (range 50-100, p = 0.0156), and 3.5 point median 

improvement in seizure severity score (range 2-7, p=0.0312) (Table 3, Figure 2). There was 100% responder rate. 

Life satisfaction improved by 4.5 points (range 2-7, p=0.0312). Quality of sleep had nonsignificant change, with 

median improvement of 3 points (range 0-6, p=0.0625). Seizure severity, sleep quality, and life satisfaction were 

assessed by a standardized survey at a single timepoint, not necessarily at last follow-up. 

Six subjects had a BTS stimulation trial through iEEG monitoring electrodes prior to chronic system 

implantation, or through externalized chronically implanted leads prior to system internalization (subject 1). High 

channel count iEEG (up to 256 channels) during trial stimulation allowed for stimulation target and parameter 

optimization to guide the chronic implant therapy.  

Median baseline seizure burden in the 24 hours prior to initiation of trial stimulation was 14 (range 2-44). 

The median reduction in IEDs was 29% (range 0-87%, p = 0.062) and the median seizure reduction was 100% 

(range 50-100%, p = 0.031) at optimized settings. See supplemental information for trial stimulation details, 

including stimulation contact configurations, parameter adjustments, and antiseizure medications. Subjects 3, 5, 

and 6 were on stable antiseizure medications throughout baseline and trial stimulation periods; subjects 1 and 4 

received intravenous lorazepam (clustered seizures) and intravenous lacosamide (preceding stimulation functional 

mapping), respectively, between the baseline and trial stimulation period. Subject 2 was on oxcarbazepine 600 mg 

twice daily at baseline, and 900 mg twice daily during trial stimulation. Figure 3 shows a sample 25 second epoch 

from subject 3 at baseline and after biomarker targeted stimulation trial. The trial stimulation technique has been 

discussed previously [8-11]. Cortical stimulation functional mapping was performed in 5 subjects. 
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Figure 3. A) Box and whisker plot showing results from trial stimulation for 6 subjects; statistically significant results 

indicated by *. B) Top two panels showing intracranial EEG with 2Hz stimulation artifact (blue arrows) in LY (medial 

anterior cingulum) and IEDs in LF (inferior frontal/gyrus rectus); the bottom panel shows output from automated IED 

detector [23] on a single channel (LF 15, blue tracing; third-order one-dimensional median filtering to remove stimulation 

artifact). Automated IED detections marked with ‘o’. C) Sample intracranial recording during sleep from subject 3, bipolar 

montage, top panel (pre-stimulation, showing seizure discharge from LY 4-5 and 6-7 causing frequent arousals) and bottom 

panel matching lead and sleep state post stimulation at 2 Hz (blue arrows stimulation artifact), 2 V, 200 μsec. time base 15 

mm/sec, sensitivity 150 μV/mm, (sensitivity reduced for stimulation channels (LY 4-6) for better visualization). 

 

Discussion 

This work provides evidence that thalamocortical network neuromodulation using 4-lead systems is well tolerated 

and is associated with reduced seizure frequency and seizure severity in a cohort of 7 individuals with poorly 

localized, multifocal, eloquent cortex, or regional SN. Thalamocortical network neuromodulation is motivated by 

the hypothesis that combined stimulation of thalamic and cortical SN nodes may desynchronize SNs to reduce 

seizure burden and over time reorganize pathological networks.  

Six subjects completed BTS stimulation trials (previously published as CSS) during iEEG monitoring, 

which allowed for optimization of electrode contact targets and stimulation parameters for subsequent chronic 

device implantation. Stimulation trials during iEEG provide a unique opportunity to screen and optimize 

stimulation with the benefit of high quality recording from up to 256 channels covering the putative SN. Trial 

stimulation was guided by IEDs, and seizures (all subjects had multiple seizures daily at pre-stimulation baseline). 

Trial stimulation produced a numerical reduction in IED rate on an individual level in 5 subjects and a non-

significant trend towards reduction on a group level (median 29% reduction in hourly IED rate, range 0-87, 

P=0.062). All trial stimulation subjects had 50% or more reduction in seizure frequency with optimized settings.  

All seven subjects were responders (≥50% reduction in seizure frequency) to chronic thalamocortical 

network neuromodulation, and four subjects had ≥90% seizure reduction (Figure 2). Additionally, seizure severity 

and life satisfaction improved for all 6 survey respondents. Quality of sleep numerically improved  in 5 of 6 

subjects (Figure 2), however, group level results were not significant, and statistical power was limited by the 

sample size. There was no clinical worsening of baseline mood. Of note, after an initial period of stimulation, 

subject 1 has enjoyed 4-years of sustained seizure freedom off of stimulation (inadvertently discontinued), 

suggesting plasticity and durable SN reorganization by chronic neuromodulation (mechanisms unknown).  

Thalamocortical network neuromodulation can be performed with closed-loop, open-loop, or other novel 

stimulation paradigms. Current commercially available open-loop systems (off-label use) allow for 4-lead 

stimulation (as used here with 1 or 2 thalamus leads and 3 or 2 cortical leads). The closed-loop RNS 2-lead 

system allows for 1 thalamus and 1 cortical target [25], [24], [23]. There are also differences in electrode contact 

length, spacing, number, and total span between systems. Other factors may also play a role in choosing a 
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stimulation paradigm, such as ability to acquire chronic brain recordings, subject preference for location of pulse 

generator, forthcoming rechargeable pulse generators, pulse generator replacement considerations, and local 

programming support. 

In our cohort, 6 patients had seizure onset localized to a broad area that was classified as “regional,” 

which may represent distributed network dysfunction. Cortical lead-to-lead stimulation was used in 3 patients 

(Table 2). Lead-to-lead stimulation has been previously described[41], and allows for current to be concentrated 

across a regional territory bracketed or traversed by electrodes. Here, lead-to-lead stimulation was performed with 

interleaved settings so that each contact received leading phase cathodal stimulation. Lead-to-lead stimulation is 

possible with the Medtronic Intellis but not the Boston Scientific R32 IPG, while monopolar stimulation is 

possible with the R32 but not the Intellis IPG, which may influence system selection. 

 Additionally, it is unclear how open-loop “suppressive” stimulation compares with closed-loop 

“responsive” stimulation. Studies with RNS have established that the number of stimulations delivered far 

exceeds the seizure rate, which suggests an important chronic neuromodulatory effect. Interestingly, long-term 

analysis of RNS data has also shown that seizure suppression is positively correlated with IED suppression in 

individuals that respond well to RNS [42], which may further support the use of IEDs as a BTS biomarker. The 

relative impact of different stimulation paradigms on seizure control SN plasticity is unknown. Prior work with 

open-loop cortical stimulation[33] and DBS [3] support the efficacy of chronic open-loop suppressive stimulation. 

Here, stimulation parameters were determined by clinical practice. There was heterogeneity in thalamic 

stimulation settings, including low (<10 Hz)[43], moderate (40-70 Hz) [44], and high (>100 Hz) [4]frequency 

stimulation (high frequency stimulation delivered on a duty-cycle) [3], all of which have had demonstrated 

efficacy in prior studies. The epilepsy neuromodulation stimulation parameter space is enormous and largely 

unexplored, and new data driven methods, such as BTS stimulation trials using short latency biomarkers are 

needed to efficiently screen and optimize personalized parameters sets. Future BTS applications may benefit from 

automated protocols, such as Bayesian optimization as demonstrated in preclinical work[45].  

During chronic thalamocortical network neuromodulation, stimulation settings were individualized based 

on patient feedback and seizure diaries. There was transient worsening in baseline seizure frequency in two 

subjects. In subject 3, this was managed by reducing cortical stimulation amplitude. In subject 7 cortical 

stimulation was turned off at last visit with continued thalamic stimulation. Thalamocortical network 

neuromodulation provides the flexibility to selectively prioritize cortical or thalamic stimulation without the need 

for revision of the implant. Side effects of paresthesia, and acute facial twitches were reported by subject 6 and 

subject 7, respectively, during parameter adjustment and resolved with programming changes. The availability of 

segmented leads with open-loop systems allows for radially directed current steering to limit side effects in 

subcortical structures (of particular importance for CM stimulation) with neighboring side effect prone eloquent 

structures (nucleus Ventralis caudalis). One subject required pulse generator pocket revision due to delayed 
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infection; larger studies are needed to evaluate hemorrhage and infection rates compared to 2-lead systems (3-5% 

and 4-9%, respectively), which we would expect to be comparable [46]. 

This retrospective review is limited by the nature of this study type, which lacks randomization, blinding, 

and a control cohort. Intracranial EEG recordings from channels undergoing BTS trial stimulation were partially 

obscured by stimulation artifact, and so non-stimulated neighboring contacts were used for automated IED 

quantification—this may underestimate the true impact of trial stimulation on SN IEDs. Future applications of 

BTS trial stimulation would benefit from stimulation artifact rejection techniques to preserve cerebral signals 

from stimulated SN channels. Change in antiseizure medication regimen between baseline and BTS trial 

stimulation periods in 3 subjects may impact the interpretability of our trial stimulation results for these subjects, 

however, findings were similar for the remaining subjects without medication change.  There was considerable 

heterogeneity in patient factors, seizure localization, and final stimulation settings, and more work is needed to 

assess generalizability of these results across different SNs. The extent to which iEEG trial stimulation contributes 

to long-term efficacy is unclear and requires further long-term study. The off-label use of 4-port IPGs with four 

intracranially placed leads used here does not have established MRI safety conditions, which may impact access 

to future MRI imaging. Seizure severity and life satisfaction scores used a pragmatic 10 point scale to limit 

participant survey fatigue, instead of more comprehensive batteries such as the QOLIE-31. The 7 subject cohort is 

relatively small, however, this compares favorably with prior studies of thalamocortical RNS.  

 

Conclusion 

Results from our retrospective clinical series show that thalamocortical network neuromodulation with 4-lead 

open-loop stimulation is a feasible, safe, and efficacious treatment for selected patients with poorly localized, 

regional, or multifocal SNs. Thalamocortical neuromodulation was associated with a significant reduction in 

seizure frequency and severity, and improved life satisfaction. BTS trial stimulation delivered during iEEG 

provides a unique opportunity to individualize stimulation to refine SN engagement and optimize parameters, 

with the benefit of high quality large channel count recordings. Future prospective controlled studies are needed 

to further evaluate the efficacy and generalizability of thalamocortical network neuromodulation. 
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