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Abstract

Objective. Clinical assessments of individuals with Cognitive-Motor Dissociation (CMD) following brain
injury are challenging and prone to errors. This prompts investigation of objective, movement-
independent neurophysiological markers using electroencephalography (EEG)-based Brain-Computer
Interface (BCI) technology. The current pilot study involving adults with prolonged disorders of
consciousness (PDoC) investigated the combination of Motor-Imagery BCl (MI-BCI) training and
auditory evoked Event Related Potentials (ERPs) using an oddball paradigm to produce complementary
biomarkers to improve evaluation of awareness in PDoC .

Approach. EEG data (16 channels) were collected from participants with Unresponsive Wakefulness
Syndrome (UWS, n = 2), Minimally Conscious State (MCS, n = 3), and Locked-In Syndrome (LIS, n = 4).
The MI-BCI involved assessing sensorimotor rhythm modulation, motor-imagery training with and
without auditory feedback, and motor-imagery responses to closed questions over 12 sessions each
lasting ~1hour. The oddball protocol was also deployed in 2-3 of those sessions, with ~10 days between
first and last, featuring auditory stimuli, comprising two 5-minute sets of standard, deviant beeps plus
novel sounds, in a structured ratio. We expected those with the lowest levels of awareness would have
reduced ERP components, with highest latencies to peak, as well as lowest accuracy in the motor
imagery BCl protocol — and that trends across these metrics would be observed across the three
patient groups based on their clinical diagnhoses.

Main results. Significant differences in mean N1 component latencies and mean MI Decoding
Accuracies (DA, for significant runs) occurred between groups — with shorter N1 latencies for the LIS
and MCS groups than for the UWS group (LIS vs. UWS and MCS vs. UWS, p < 0.001), and higher DA for
the LIS group compared to MCS and UWS (p < 0.001). Mean DA were found to have a significant
negative correlation with mean N1 latencies (two-tailed, p = 0.017).

Significance. The results indicate that neurophysiological markers from the concomitant application of
an MI-BCI and auditory-oddball paradigm can augment standard clinical assessments by providing
objective measures that produce robust evidence of awareness in people with PDoC.

Keywords: Prolonged Disorders of Consciousness (PDoC), Brain injury, Auditory oddball, Brain-
Computer Interface (BCl), motor-imagery (Ml), electroencephalography (EEG), Event Related Potential
(ERP), Unresponsive Wakefulness Syndrome (UWS), Minimally Conscious State (MCS), Locked-In
Syndrome (LIS).
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1 Introduction

In the context of medical practice, Disorders of Consciousness (DoC) describes a continuum of
alterations of consciousness that occur following acquired brain injury. When a DOC persists beyond
four-weeks post-injury, the condition is then described as a Prolonged Disorder of Consciousness
(PDoC) [1]. A DoC has two components: wakefulness and awareness. Wakefulness is associated with
the brain’s arousal systems, primarily driven by subcortical structures (broadly the brainstem and
thalamus) — while, awareness relies on a distributed frontoparietal network for the necessary complex
processing in higher-cortical areas, related to the perception of, and interaction between, the self and
the environment [2—4]. The state or quality of wakefulness or awareness of an individual with a DoC
can range from complete unconsciousness, where both wakefulness and awareness are absent, as in
coma, which is usually acute and short-term — to a state of wakefulness with absent awareness, as in
Unresponsive Wakefulness Syndrome (UWS), or to a state of wakefulness with minimal or fluctuating
awareness, as in the Minimally Conscious State (MCS) [1]. Individuals diagnosed with UWS have a loss
of functional connectivity in the long-range cortico-cortical and cortico-thalamo tracts, while
individuals diagnosed with MCS have preserved functional connectivity in the frontoparietal network
(FPN). The emergence from UWS to MCS depends on restored functional connectivity in the FPN [4].
The MCS diagnosis extends along a continuum of cognitive function, where MCS minus (MCS-) and
MCS plus (MCS+) correspond to the integrity of the FPN [5,6]. Separate to a DoC, Locked-In Syndrome
(LIS) [7,8], describes a neurological condition that occurs following an acquired brain injury that causes
severe damage to the brainstem while leaving other brain areas intact, for example a brainstem infarct
(i.e., brainstem stroke), resulting in quadriplegia and anarthria — leaving the individual with fully
preserved consciousness but unable to move (apart from eye-movements).

Despite recent research demonstrating an ability to detect consciousness using non-invasive
neuroimaging techniques, and protocols that do not require a behavioural response [9], the most
commonly used approaches to determine states of DoC and LIS are the Coma Recovery Scale — Revised
(CRS-R) [10], or the Wessex Head Injury Matrix (WHIM) [11], which are standardised assessment tools
that evaluate the neurobehavioral functioning of patients with DoC. Such tools aim to differentiate
between DoC states by assessing various domains of functioning, including auditory, visual, motor,
oromotor, communication, and arousal levels. The American Academy of Neurology (AAN), the
European Academy of Neurology (EAN) and the UK Royal College of Physicians (RCP) disagree on the
use cases of neuroimaging tools to aid in the diagnosis of DOC. While the AAN and EAN express interest
in the potential additive value of neuroimaging techniques (under varying conditions), concerns
common to all three authorities include cost-effectiveness, practical implementation, and more robust
evidence [9]. Owen et al. (2006) [12], pioneered the use of neuroimaging techniques to assess for
evidence of consciousness in people diagnosed with UWS. This seminal functional magnetic resonance
imaging (fMRI) case-study demonstrated the ability of a patient diagnosed with UWS to covertly follow
commands, using an imagined movement protocol involving two tasks; imagining (1) playing tennis
and (2) walking around their room — providing the first indication that a patient diagnosed with a PDoC
assessment of UWS could intentionally modulate brain activity. This foundational work was advanced
by Monti et al. (2010) [13], who employed similar fMRI techniques to investigate communication in
PDoC patients through yes/no biographical questions, with some patients successfully modulating
their brain activity to respond. The first evidence to support the efficacy of electroencephalographic
(EEG) technology to measure the intentional modulation of sensorimotor rhythms (SMR) during
imagined movement (i.e., motor-imagery), in a cohort of three UWS patients, was provided by Cruse
et al. (2011) [14]. The application of EEG-based motor-imagery (MI) protocols lowers the cost and
increases accessibility, as compared to fMRI, of potential technology that might add diagnostic value
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in an assessment of a patient with a DoC — addressing the concerns of the AAN, EAN, and RCP, relating
to cost-effectiveness and practical implementation.

Subsequent studies have reinforced the potential of EEG-based MI protocols to detect awareness in
patients with disorders of consciousness [15—17]. Relevant to the current pilot, Coyle et al. (2015) [18]
demonstrated that training patients with a diagnosis of MCS (N = 4) to improve their sensorimotor
modulation using an EEG-based MI-BCI with auditory feedback is feasible — and could potentially serve
as a communication tool for this patient cohort. Building on this research, the MI-BCl protocol was
further developed to include a question and answer (Q&A) task, and research evaluating the efficacy
of the full protocol is currently being conducted with a large cohort of PDoC and LIS patients, across
fifteen UK sites [19,20]. The full MI-BCI protocol [20] provides three possible imagined movement
combinations for a two-class movement classification: left vs. right arm, right arm vs. feet, and left arm
vs. feet. Each participant uses a specific combination throughout their sessions.

While recent advances in wearable EEG-based BCls (eBCls) stand to further address issues of cost-
effectiveness and accessibility, and therefore, accelerate the adoption of validated BCI protocols in
healthcare in the near future [21,22] — to allay concerns related to the integrity of the evidence for the
additive value of neuroimaging protocols to aid a diagnosis of DoC or LIS, further research is required.
Specifically, to validate and establish the reliability and utility of these protocols will require the
development of a battery of EEG paradigms and measures to assess different aspects of neural
function, with demonstrable internal consistency. Kim et al. (2022) [23], has recently progressed this
approach using a protocol that comprises both passive (auditory oddball) and active (covert command
following) EEG paradigms, to investigate neurophysiological markers that reflect differences in the
cognitive state of children with brain injury (aged 8-18 years: brain injured, n = 31; control, n = 13). Key
EEG markers identified using this protocol were the N1 and the P3 components of the stimulus evoked
event-related potential (ERP) — the former reflects early sensory stimulus processing and the latter a
higher-cognitive function that indicates the orientation of attention to a salient stimulus. Both markers
were found to increase in magnitude as cognitive recovery progressed, with the N1 demonstrating
greater separation of participant groups, while the P3 magnitude provided a more reliable indicator of
an individual’s ability to follow commands. The Kim et al. (2022) [23] study represents the largest
cognitive ERP research to date focusing on paediatric brain injury and provides objective, movement-
independent EEG markers to aid in the evaluation of cognitive state — offering robust evidence
supporting the use of neuroimaging tools in the process of diagnosing disorders of consciousness
(DoC), in a paediatric cohort with brain injury.

Building on these research advances, the current pilot study, conducted with a cohort of patients (N =
9) recruited to participate in the ongoing large-scale EEG-based MI-BCI study (Clinical Trials
Registration number: NCT03827187), employed the passive auditory oddball protocol (demonstrated
in a paediatric population, by Kim et al. (2022) [23]), alongside the MI-BCI protocol [19,20,24] in the
same individuals. There were three aims of this study: first, to determine whether the ERP markers
identified by Kim and colleagues can differentiate between PDoC patients with a diagnosis of either
UWS or MCS, as well as those with LIS; and second, to establish whether there is a consensus between
these potential ERP markers and motor-imagery ability, within an adult cohort of PDoC and LIS patients
and thirdly, to determine whether this combined auditory oddball and MI-BCl protocol can exploit the
same EEG markers identified by Kim et al. (2022) [23] to distinguish between adult PDoC (UWS, MCS)
and LIS patients. Demonstrating correlation between these EEG-markers and motor imagery ability by
evaluating the internal consistency of these neurophysiological markers, within an adult cohort of
PDoC and LIS patients, will help establish robust evidence for the use-case of neuroimaging tools to
aid a diagnosis of DoC — addressing key concerns raised by the AAN, EAN and RCP [9].
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2 Methods

2.1 Participants

There were nine participants in this pilot study (UWS (n = 2), MCS (n = 3), and LIS (n = 4)), recruited to
participate in an ongoing large-scale study (Clinical Trials Registration number: NCT03827187).
Participant details are presented in Supplementary Table 2. The study was ethically approved by the
Health Research Authority (HRA) and Health and Care Research Wales (HCRW) Research Ethics
Committee (REC), of the National Health Service (NHS), and was conducted in accordance with the
Declaration of Helsinki. The principal investigators (Pls) at the participating NHS sites are Neurology
and Neurorehabilitation consultants in charge of PDoC patients’ care. The Pls, or a member of the care
team, made the initial decision about which patients were recruited for the study. Consent to
participate was given where possible by the patient, or proxy consent was provided by the family, and
the Pls informed the research team of the patient’s current PDoC diagnosis, i.e., whether they were in
a UWS, MCS, or LIS state. Participants were visited as inpatients at participating NHS hospitals, or in
care homes or patients’ own homes in the United Kingdom (UK).

2.2  Experiment protocol and stimuli

The EEG auditory oddball paradigm involves a passive listening task that presents a rapid randomised
sequence of auditory stimuli — including both standard and deviant stimuli, with the latter presented
less frequently than the former. The paradigm is used to trigger auditory evoked ERPs that
demonstrate robust deviant versus standard ERP differences [23,25]. Here the protocol comprised 2-
3 sessions, with 10 (+/- 3) days between the first and last session. Each session comprised a two-minute
baseline resting state recording, followed by two 5-minute oddball sets of standard and deviant beeps
plus novel sounds, delivered in a structured standard-deviant-novel ratio of 27:8:6. The oddball task
and stimuli employed, are described in Kim et al. (2022) [23]. The protocol contained five different sets
of 1-minute 22s in duration, each a different sequence of standard-deviant-novel stimuli, and each
with different novel sounds — but all having the same ratio of standards, deviants and novel stimuli,
presented with an inter-stimulus interval of 1-second. Sets 1 and 2, 3 and 4, 1 and 5, were selected for
the first session, second session and third session respectively (not all participants completed the third
session). The selected set was looped for a 5-minute interval.

Auditory oddball stimuli: The stimuli were square-wave beeps with a duration of 340ms. The
fundamental frequency for the standard stimuli was 400Hz and for the deviant stimuli was 575Hz. The
novel stimuli were sounds like a doorbell, a horn, a cat meowing etc., and were designed with the aim
to evoke a strong P3a component (reflective of stimulus-driven frontal attention mechanisms during
task processing [26]).

Motor-imagery Brain-Computer Interface (MI-BCI) study outline: Two of three potential imagined
movement combinations were used for a two-class movement classification: left- vs. right-arm, right-
arm vs. feet, and left-arm vs. feet. The study had three phases. Phase | (sessions 1-2) assessed
participants' ability to modulate brain activity to achieve significant decoding accuracy (DA), requiring
a peak DA during the task period significantly higher than both the baseline period and randomly
permutated samples. Phase Il (sessions 3-6) involved MI-BCI training with neurofeedback to train
participants to modulate their brain activity. Phase Il (sessions 7-10) evaluated participants' MI-BClI
responses to closed questions, categorised as biographical, numerical, logical, and situational
awareness [19,20].
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2.3  EEG data acquisition

Using a g.Nautilus Wireless Research EEG headset, EEG was recorded from 16 channels with active
electrodes [27]. The reference electrode was fixed on the right earlobe and the ground electrode was
positioned over the AFz electrode location according to the international 10/20 EEG standard. The EEG
was filtered (Butterworth, 0.5-100Hz, eighth order), and sampled (sampling rate: 250Hz, down-
sampled to 125Hz).

Figure 1. EEG montage. lllustration of the EEG and ground electrodes positions. Nine EEG channels covering motor and
imagined movement-related cortical areas are indicated in green.

The BCI 2000 system was used to present the 'oddball' paradigm and to manage EEG data acquisition
— the graphical user interface (GUI) allowed real-time monitoring of the EEG signals and the
management of stimulus trigger inputs. The g.TRIGbox [28] generated the trigger pulses for each of
the auditory input signals. The g.Nautilus base station received the digitised EEG signals via wireless
communication and connected to the g.TRIGbox via a VGA cable to integrate the EEG and stimulus
trigger information. A splitter cable sent the synchronised trigger signals to both the BCI 2000 software
and the headphones (delivering the audio to participants) — to accurately align the recorded EEG
signals with the stimulus triggers.

EEG data acquisition and online signal processing, for the motor-imagery protocol, involved
communication between a MATLAB Simulink [29] module, and the experimental protocol controller
application presented in the Unity 3D Game Engine [30] — which was managed using a user datagram
protocol (UDP) based communication.

2.4 Auditory oddball data analysis

EEG data preprocessing: Custom software, and EEGLAB [31] in Matlab, were used to analyse the
auditory oddball recorded EEG data. The EEG signal was first high-pass filtered at 1Hz, secondly the
50Hz line noise was removed, thirdly anti-alias filtering was applied, and lastly, the cleaned signal was
downsampled to 200Hz. Further preprocessing involved removing transient high-amplitude artifacts
from the continuous EEG signal using the artifact subspace reconstruction method (ASR) [32], and
performing an independent component analysis (ICA) to remove smaller artifacts related to eye-blinks,
cardiac activity and muscle contractions, using the infomax algorithm [33].

Auditory oddball event-related potentials (ERPs): Trials were time-locked to the stimulus onset and
epoched between 100ms pre-stimulus onset and 1000ms post-stimulus onset. Epoched trials were
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baseline corrected, i.e., the mean voltage for the 100ms pre-stimulus interval was subtracted, low-
pass filtered at 20Hz, and then averaged. The subsequent trial data derived from the vertex electrode
(Cz), was used to extract the N1, N2, and P3 ERP component data. For the N1 component analysis, only
the standard trials were used. The signal-to noise ratio (SNR) was computed by dividing the mean
voltage signal by its own trial-to-trial standard at each time sample, to correct the effect of noise. Each
participant’s N1 was thus computed as the largest negative SNR value (normalised using z scores) at
the Cz electrode location, in the 80 — 180 ms post-stimulus time window. The post-stimulus time
windows used or the N2 and P3 components analyses, were 180-400 ms and 200-450 ms, respectively.
For both components, the average response to deviant/novel stimuli minus the average response to
standard tones provided a measure of the magnitude of the oddball difference waveforms — and was
calculated as the variance in the largest negative SNR for the N2 and the largest positive SNR for the
P3, at the Cz electrode location and normalised using the z-scores. The standard error of the difference
wave was computed as the sum of the trial-to-trial variances of the deviant trial amplitudes and
standard trial amplitudes, i.e., the variance of differences. For all three ERP components, the latency
of the peak amplitudes were also derived. The time windows selected for the N1 and N2 components
differs from those implemented in the Kim et al. (2022) analysis — which were specific to the longer
latencies of auditory evoked potentials in a paediatric population [23,34]. In relation to the auditory
evoked N1, N2 and P3 components, the normal adult latencies ranges are approximately 80 — 120 ms,
160 —-270 ms, and 220 — 360 ms, respectively [34—-36]. As the cohort for the current study were adults,
who had varying levels of conscious awareness, the time windows were started at the approximate
minimum post-stimulus latency for each component, but extended beyond the normal range, to allow
for a delayed response due to brain injury — note, the minimum selected for the N2 time window was
20ms later than the approximate normal minimum, to allow for an extended N1 time window that did
not overlap with the N2 minimum used.

2.5 Motor-Imagery Brain-Computer Interface (BCl) data analysis

A brief overview of the signal processing methods implemented in the MI-BCI framework is provided
here, and full details are available in Coyle et al. (2022, preprint) [20].

Offline Signal Processing: EEG signals were processed using a filter-bank common spatial patterns
(FBCSP) [37] and mutual information (Ml) feature selection framework [38]. Signals were band-pass
filtered into six frequency bands, and epochs were extracted for task intervals. CSP filters were
calibrated to maximise class discriminability, and features were extracted using log-variance with a
sliding window.

The regularised linear discriminant analysis (RLDA, from the RCSP toolbox [39]) classifier was then used
to classify imagined movement and decoding accuracy (DA) was estimated across trials and runs. The
peak DA was identified within specified intervals by selecting the highest local maximum within a
300ms window centred at the smoothed-reference and smoothed-task DA peaks. This approach
ensured that the peak DA was not a random spike.

Offline Single-Run Analysis for BCI Calibration: Six-fold cross-validation was used to select the optimal
channel set, frequency band set, classification window width, and feature number for each participant
and run. DA was calculated and plotted as time-varying DA. The significance and robustness of DA were
evaluated using permutation tests — which involved randomising the class labels and repeating the
cross-validation process 100 times, creating a distribution of DA scores under the null hypothesis. The
actual DA scores were then compared to this distribution to determine if they were significantly higher
than what would be expected by chance with a 95% confidence interval.
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Additionally, to provide further evidence that the peaks accuracy is significantly greater than chance
(i.e., the DA for the run is significant) we also compare the mean peak DA value during the event-
related task period to the baseline period using a dependent one-tailed t-test. Combining measures to
determine significant runs ensures a reliable and robust measure of individual classification
performance and clear evidence of engagement in Ml by the participant or lack thereof (in the case of
runs observed not be significant).

Online BCI Configuration: The calibrated FBCSP-MI framework's optimised parameters were used in
online runs to provide real-time auditory feedback. The classifier output, referred to as the time-
varying signed distance (TSD), determined the movement direction and confidence of the audio
feedback. TSD values were de-biased for stability, providing consistent feedback during the BCI task.

2.6 Statistical analysis

Statistical tests were performed using the IBM Statistical Package for the Social Sciences version 27.0
(SPSS). The dependant variables for each measure were:

e N1 component amplitude; measured for each participant as the largest negative SNR value
(normalised using z-scores) at the Cz electrode location, in the 80-180 ms post-stimulus time
window, averaged across standard stimulus trials in each run.

e N1 component latency; measured for each participant as the time (in milliseconds) of the
largest negative value of the SNR at electrode location Cz in the 80—180 ms post-stimulus time
window, averaged across standard stimulus trials in each run.

e N2 and P3 component magnitude; measured for each participant as the difference wave
variance in the largest negative SNR for the N2 in the 180-200 ms post-stimulus time window
and the largest positive SNR for the P3 in the 200—-450 ms post-stimulus time window, at the
Cz electrode location and normalised using z-scores, for trials in each run.

e N2 and P3 component latencies; measured for each participant as the time (in milliseconds)
of the largest negative value of the SNR for the N2 in the 180-200 ms post-stimulus onset
interval, and the largest positive value of the SNR for the P3 in the 200-450 ms post-stimulus
onset interval, at electrode location Cz, averaged for each run.

e Ml decoding accuracy (DA); measured for each participant as the percentage (%) of correctly
classified trials out of the total number of trials in a run. Only DA values obtained from runs
with a significantly higher mean DA peak (one-tailed t-test, p < 0.05) than maximum DA during
reference baseline interval as well as DA achieved in randomly permutated trials were included
in analyses. These data are referred to as significant runs.

The data were checked to determine whether analysis of variance (ANOVA) assumptions were met.
For each analysis, the data were split according to group (UWS, MCS, and LIS) and the Shapiro-Wilk
test was performed to check the normality of the data distributions. When found to be non-normal
(Shapiro-Wilk (W), p < 0.05) for one or more groups, and/or skewness and kurtosis z-scores were found
to be outside the accepted range (-1.96 > 0 < 1.96), or when outliers were present, a Kruskal-Wallis H
nonparametric test was used. A Welch Test was chosen for analysis of data with a normal distribution
when the variance was not homogenous (Levene’s statistic, p < 0.05), and pairwise comparisons were
performed using a Games’ Howell test. When all ANOVA assumptions were met, a one-way ANOVA
was performed, and the Tukey test was used to examine pairwise comparisons. Statistical tests of
variance were two-tailed. The appropriate effect size calculations were performed for significant
statistics; eta squared (/}?) for ANOVA F-statistics, epsilon squared (£?) for Kruskal-Wallis H-statistics
and Omega Squared (w?) for the Welch W-statistic. The range for each of these effect size measures is
very small (> 0.01), small (0.01-0.05), moderate (0.06-0.13), and large (> 0.14) [40]. Using this
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approach, a one-way ANOVA was used to examine group differences in N1 and P3 latency as well as
P3 difference wave magnitude, and Welch ANOVA was applied to examine group differences in N1
amplitude and N2 difference wave magnitude, and a Kruskal-Wallis test was used to examine group
differences in N2 latency. The latter test was chosen due to outliers — one in the UWS data, and two in
the MCS data. Given the small sample size, and likelihood of the outlier latencies being meaningful
values, they were not removed. A two-tailed Spearman’s Rank Correlation test was chosen for bivariate
correlation analyses, also due to the small sample size, and to mitigate the influence of a non-normal
data distribution.

3  Results

3.1 Individual protocols

The main results are detailed in Supplementary Table 1 and are visually represented in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. lllustration of the significant results: The dependent variable measure is presented on the y-axis, and group is
labelled on the x-axis. Top left — Decoding Accuracy (DA, %); Significant group differences in MI-BCI decoding accuracies for
significant runs. Top right — N1 latency (ms); Significant group differences in N1 latencies. Bottom left — N1 amplitude;
Significant group differences in N1 amplitudes (z-scores). Bottom right — N2 magnitude; Significant group differences in the
N2 difference wave magnitudes (z-scores). The whiskers extend to 1.5 times the interquartile range (IQR). A single black
asterisk signifies a p value < 0.05, and a double black asterisk signifies a p value < 0.01, while the single blue asterisk
indicates the difference approached significance at an alpha threshold of 0.05.

MI-BCI : Analysis of the DA scores, from significant runs within corresponding sessions, revealed a
significant group difference (W2, 205 = 36.817, p < 0.001, w? = 0.743). According to a Games-Howel
comparison, the significant result was a consequence of the higher Ml performance of the LIS group
compared to both the MCS (MD = 13.99, SE = 2.15, p < 0.001) and UWS (MD = 19.15, SE = 2.25, p <
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0.001) groups, while the higher MCS performance compared to the UWS performance, approached
significance (MD = 5.156, SE = 1.99, p = 0.053).

Oddball Paradigm: Group differences in the amplitude of the N1 ERP were found to be significant (F,
21.246) = 7.041, p = 0.005, w? = 0.324), due to a significantly lower amplitude for the UWS group
compared to the MCS group (MD =0.176, SE = 0.052, p = 0.007), and the LIS group (MD = 0.109, SE =
0.037, p = 0.022). The latency of the N1 was also significantly different across groups (Fi2, 43 = 20.42, p
<0.001, 1? = 0.487), with UWS N1 latency found to be significantly longer compared to the MCS (MD
=33.07,SE=8.18,p<0.001), and LIS (MD =48, SE=7.53, p < 0.001) groups. Additionally, the difference
between the MCS and LIS groups was just above the alpha threshold (p = 0.053, longer for MCS).

The magnitude of the N2 response was also found to differ significantly across groups. A Welch ANOVA
revealed the group difference in the magnitude of the N2 ERP (F2, 1502 = 8.304, p = 0.004, w? = 0.434)
was due to a significantly larger mean difference wave magnitude for the MCS group compared to both
the UWS ( MD = 0.438, SE = 0.11, p = 0.003) and LIS (MD = 0.441, SE = 0.106, p = 0.003) groups. The
group difference in N2 latency was not found to be significant (H = 3.035, p = 0.219).

A significant group difference was not found for either the magnitude of the P3 difference wave (F(2, 3)
=0.431, p = 0.653) or the latency of the P3 component (F2, 43 = 1.385, p = 0.261).

3.2 Relationship between protocol metrics

To assess whether there was convergence between the findings of the significant ERP component
group differences and the DA group differences, we conducted a two-tailed Spearman's Rank bivariate
correlation analysis to examine the relationship between the DA scores for significant runs and each
of the following variables; N1 amplitude and latency, and N2 difference wave magnitude. The results
show the DA scores are significantly negatively correlated with N1 latencies only (p =-0.802, p = 0.017,
see Figure 3).
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Figure 3. lllustration of the significant negative correlation between individual mean N1 latencies and corresponding mean
DA scores for significant runs, i.e., the peak DA during the task period was significantly higher than the baseline period —
across the UWS (blue circles), MCS (green squares), and LIS (red triangles) groups.

The findings from the combined oddball and MI-BCI protocol, implemented over two to three sessions
with a pilot sample of five PDoC and four LIS patients, highlight significant group differences in the
latency and strength of the auditory evoked N1 ERP. The results indicate that, similar to its effectiveness
in distinguishing between cognitive states in brain-injured paediatric groups [23], the amplitude of the
auditory evoked N1 ERP component can serve as a potential EEG marker to aid in diagnosing UWS in
adult PDoC patients (p = 0.005). However, the N1 amplitude did not clearly separate MCS and LIS
groups (LIS v MCS; MD = 0.067, SE = 0.049, p = 0.379), and while the N2 difference wave magnitude
was found to differentiate between MCS and UWS (p = 0.005), and MCS and LIS (p = 0.003) groups,
this magnitude measure was remarkably similar for LIS and UWS patients (p = 0.648). Further differing
from the paediatric group of brain injured patients in the Kim et al. (2022) study [23], the adult PDoC
patient groups in the current study did not differ significantly according to the P3 difference wave
magnitude, or in P3 latency, across groups.

Underlying the significant N1 ERP latency result for this cohort of PDoC and LIS patients, is an
observable linear increase in the latency of the N1 ERP responses, time-locked to the stimulus 100.5ms
(£16.9) post-onset for the LIS group, and increases linearly to 115.43ms (+20.5) for MCS patients and
148.5ms (£19.4) for UWS patients (see Error! Reference source not found.). Taken as a whole, the e
valuation of group differences that relate to the N2 component indicate a significantly greater N2
difference wave magnitude for the MCS patient group, with a latency within the normal range (220 —
270 ms [34]). The reduced N2 magnitude and later latency, found for the UWS group was anticipated.
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Figure 4. LIS patients only: lllustration of the relationship between the N2 difference wave magnitude (x-axis; calculated as
averaged z-scores for each individual), and N2 latency (y-axis; calculated as the average peak latency for ERP’s time-locked
to stimulus presentation, 180-400ms post-stimulus onset)..

Counterintuitively, the LIS group N2 difference wave magnitude differed only fractionally from that of
the UWS group, and with increased latency (group mean; 296.17ms). However, it is noted that the
longer latency was influenced by two of the four LIS group participants (average individual N2 latencies


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104; this version posted October 11, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

were; 262.67,370.67, 330, 221.33). When the N2 difference wave magnitude and N2 latency data for
the LIS group are graphed to illustrate their relationship, the resulting plot demonstrates an almost
perfect linear correlation (see Error! Reference source not found.). For illustration purposes, the sign o
f the z scores (N2 magnitude values) was changed to positive, to highlight the increase in magnitude
as the N2 latency is closer to normal (~200ms). While this is an interesting observation and warrants
further investigation with a larger sample, the current analysis indicates that the N2 ERP component
does not effectively distinguish between UWS, MCS, and LIS patients.

Regarding the P3 ERP results, Kim et al. (2022) [23], found, within a paediatric cohort with brain injury,
that the magnitude of the P3 difference wave was positively correlated with the individual’'s Motor
Command-Following (MCF) ability, as measured by significant power spectral differences between rest
and movement conditions in the alpha-theta frequency bandwidth. However, the results presented
here do not find significant group differences in the magnitude of the P3 difference wave, or the
latency of the component —and a Spearman’s Rank correlation test did not find a significant correlation
between either P3 component measure and corresponding DA for significant Ml trials.
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Figure 5. MCS and LIS patients only: Illustration of the relationship between the magnitude of the P3 difference wave (y-
axis; calculated as averaged z-scores for each individual), and corresponding DA scores (x-axis; calculated as averaged DA for
significant Ml trials).

However, given the length of the window used to calculate the P3 latency (200 — 450 ms), the UWS
mean group P3 latency of 260ms may reflect a delayed P2 ERP component of the N1/P2 complex,
which has a normal latency range of 50-120 ms [41] — a response associated with changes in the
auditory environment, such as deviations in the frequency or intensity of a sound [41,42]. When
confined to LIS and MCS patients only, a significant one-tailed positive correlation is found between
the magnitude of the P3 difference wave and the DA scores for significant runs (p = 0.771, p = 0.036,
note; a one-tailed Spearman’s Rank correlation was justified based on the hypothesis that the
correlation would be positive, as deduced from the Kim et al., 2022, study results [23]). This result
suggests that the magnitude of a P3 difference wave, when the P3 ERP component exhibits a normal
post-stimulus latency (~300ms), could provide an objective marker of an individual’s capacity to


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104; this version posted October 11, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

perform motor-imagery — further research with a larger participant cohort is required to test this
hypothesis.

Overall, within this cohort, the N1 latency was identified as the EEG-marker that most distinctly
differed across groups — with significantly longer latencies for UWS compared to MCS (p < 0.001) and
LIS (p < 0.001) groups, and longer latencies for MCS compared to LIS patients, with a difference that
approached significance (p = 0.053). Similarly, regarding, differences in the ability to modulate
sensorimotor rhythms with imagined movements, the DA for significant Ml runs was found to
effectively separate each group, with higher DA for the LIS group compared to the MCS group (p <
0.001) and the UWS group (p < 0.001), and with greater DA for the MCS group compared to the UWS
group, with the difference tending towards significance (p = 0.053).

Mean N1 Latency and DA Scores by Group
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Figure 6. lllustration of the group means for N1 latency (ms) in blue (with circle markers) and group mean scores for
decoding accuracy (DA) in red (with square markers) on trials that were significant, i.e., the peak DA during the task period
was significantly higher than the baseline period.

As can be seen in Error! Reference source not found., the trend between MI-BCI DA and group a
ssignment and the trend between N1 ERP latency and group assignment, are anti-correlated, i.e., lower
DA is linked to longer N1 latency and higher DA is linked to shorter N1 latency and a significant negative
correlation between N1 latency and significant DA scores (p = 0.017) is observed. Furthermore, group
differences in DA and the N1 latency, were found to have large effect sizes (0.743 and 0.487,
respectively).

4 Discussion

Currently, misdiagnosis rates are extremely high for patients with a DoC — reportedly, 43% of MCS
patients are diagnosed as UWS) [43]. Fins et al. (2020) have noted a discrepancy between the
advancements in scientific understanding of DoC and actual clinical practice, highlighting the need for
better diagnostic tools and therapeutic interventions to be more widely implemented in clinical
settings [44]. Higher cognitive functions depend on the integrity of large-scale intrinsic cortical
networks (ICNs) [45], and the overall functional status and level of consciousness in patients with
diffuse brain injuries has been correlated with electrophysiological measures [46]. Thus, advanced
neuroimaging techniques and electrophysiological biomarkers offer the most promise in addressing
this discrepancy [45,47,48]. EEG stands out as the most cost effective neuroimaging modality, and
recent advances in wearable EEG systems allow bedside applications, increasing accessibility — while
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the range of EEG-based methods demonstrated to provide diagnostic value further promotes the
utility of EEG-based assessments for this cohort [22,45,49]. However, the importance of combining
various EEG methods to offer a comprehensive assessment of a patient's brain function to aid in more
accurate diagnoses and prognoses have recently become more central to research in this area [49,50].
Leading methods include evaluation of; ERP components, EEG modulation associated with motor-
imagery tasks, and frontoparietal alpha network connectivity [48,49,51]. A further consideration
related to the delivery of care within this cohort, is their inability to communicate, which has a
significant impact on wellbeing and excludes the patient from the decision-making around their care
— highlighting the importance of BCls to address this deficit [44,52].

In line with this research focus, the pilot study presented here has evaluated the potential for the
combined MI-BCI and passive auditory oddball EEG-based protocols to enhance the diagnostic
accuracy for PDoC states and LIS. The findings demonstrate high internal consistency between the N1
latency and MI DA scores (p = -0.802), corroborating the reliability and effectiveness of these
neurophysiological markers — offering robust evidence for their use as objective, movement-
independent measures of consciousness. While establishing internal consistency is an important step
in the validation process for a neuroimaging toolkit to aid in the diagnosis of PDoC state — this
validation relies on a group-based variation, which does not account for individual heterogeneity.
Accurate assessment tools need to have good sensitivity (i.e., a low rate of false negatives) and
specificity (i.e., a low rate of false positives) [50], and therefore, there is a need to accommodate
individualised pathology. A recent gap-analysis concludes that the heterogeneity in DoC pathology
requires domain-specific brain function analyses rather than generalised behavioural checklists, as
these targeted analyses are more likely to identify subsets of patients with covert consciousness who
can wilfully modulate brain activity, despite being unable to demonstrate overt expressions of
awareness — thereby establishing ‘BCl readiness’ [53]. Furthermore, Schiff et al. (2024), emphasise the
importance of personalised BCl solutions for this subgroup of patients once they are no longer in the
acute phase, that are tailored to home environments and patient preferences [53]. The current MI-BCI
protocol includes an assessment phase to evaluate the individual's capacity to wilfully modulate their
brain activity, determined by achieving a significant DA in at least one of two assessment runs — thus
establishing the patient engagement and readiness. Importantly, the Ml analysis reported here covers
as little as two or three sessions — an early (third or fourth) session and one or two later sessions
(following eight to ten training/feedback or Q&A sessions). Although the later sessions followed
several others, given there are 60 trials in a training or feedback run and 48 in a Q&A run, with four
runs per session, the findings indicate that three sessions with this structure provides sufficient data
to achieve separability of PDoC states. While the protocol offers a range of music genres as auditory
feedback, there is scope to further personalise the feedback for individual users. Furthermore, the
addition of data on the latency of individual’s N1 ERP component, provided by the passive auditory
oddball task, improves the reliability of a potential diagnosis.

Guided by research-informed recommendations, and the results reported here, future research should
continue to expand the neuroimaging toolkit to provide a comprehensive assessment based on ERP
signatures and frontoparietal alpha network connectivity that demonstrate strong internal
consistency. The development of such a toolkit will aid in the diagnosis of DoC states, with a reduced
likelihood of misdiagnosis due the loss of overt behaviour or to variations in individual pathology that
do not match the group phenotype — improving sensitivity and specificity. Regarding prognostic
assessment, given the sample included in this pilot study were all more than 4-weeks post injury and
were therefore in the prolonged stage of DoC, future longitudinal research, should consider evaluating
the relationship between Ml ability and N1 latency in the early stages of DoC, and at specific timepoints
through the first year of recovery. This prospective research would establish the potential prognostic
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value of the N1 latency — which would provide further support for the use case of this neuroimaging
protocol within this cohort [9]. Further investigation of N2 and P3 ERP component parameters in
relation to LIS, and LIS plus MCS patients, respectively, is also warranted with a larger patient cohort.

4.1 Limitations

The findings of this pilot study were underpowered, with the main results for group differences in DA
for significant Ml trials, N1 latency, and the correlation between these variables, achieving 32%, 16%,
and 37% power, respectively — based on a post-hoc analysis in G*power [54]. However, based on the
effect sizes for these results (DA: w?= 0.743; N1 latency: I]? = 0.487; significant DA and N1 latency
correlation: p = -0.802) — a minimum-maximum total sample size to achieve 80% power is 21-45 —
according to an a priori power analysis in G*power. A further limitation stems from the presentation
of the auditory oddball protocol. There were five different runs to choose from, each with different
novel sounds, mixed with deviants and standards in a fixed random order. In a given session, two runs
were selected, and each run was delivered for a duration of five-minutes, in a loop. This resulted in
four repetitions of a given run — which could have influenced the magnitude of the later N2 and P3
auditory ERP components, as the stimuli were not completely randomised, resulting in a pattern that
could potentially have been learned. The N2-P3 complex is associated with change-detection — the N2
component is evoked pre-attentively, by changes in the physical features of a stimulus, and is referred
to as the mismatch negativity (MMN) response, while the P3 (particularly the P3a) ERP component
that follows MMN, reflects the reorientation of attention to a deviant stimulus [55]. However, the N2
and P3 stimulus evoked responses have been found to be robustly automatic, and therefore resilient
to increased frequency and/or regularity of deviant stimuli [56].

Despite the limitations of this pilot study, the significant results support further investigation within a
large cohort of PDoC and LIS patients, to determine the diagnostic and prognostic potential for these
objective, movement-independent EEG-markers, measurable using the MI-BCl and passive auditory
oddball protocols described here.

5 Conclusion

The results of this pilot study provide evidence to support the applicability of the EEG-markers
identified by Kim et al (2022) [23], within a cohort of adult PDoC patients, as objective
neurophysiological, and movement independent measures that can aid the assessment of conscious
state within a cohort of adult PDoC and LIS patients. While a reduced N1 amplitude has been indicated
as a potential EEG-marker for UWS, the N1 latency emerges as a more robust metric for adult PDoC
patients — exhibiting a longer mean latency for UWS compared to both MCS and LIS groups, that is
significant at an alpha level of 0.001, and has a large effect size (/7> = 0.487). Furthermore, the
difference between the MCS and LIS groups mean N1 latency approached significance (p = 0.053).
Furthermore, the mean DA for significant Ml trials was demonstrated to similarly separate groups,
again reinforced by a large effect size (w? = 0.743).

Importantly, the N1 latency was found to have a strong negative correlation with DA scores (p =-0.802,
p = 0.017), with shorter latencies (closer to normal) linked to better DA — indicating high internal
consistency between the N1 latency and the MI DA scores, which corroborates the potential
effectiveness of these combined protocols in providing robust and objective measures of awareness in
PDoC. Thus, the findings presented here strongly support the combined use of these MI-BCI and
passive auditory oddball protocols, as a tool to aid in diagnosing PDoC states and LIS.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104; this version posted October 11, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

[15]

[16]

Royal College of Physicians 2020 Prolonged disorders of consciousness following sudden
onset brain injury: National clinical guidelines (London)

Cavanna A E, Shah S, Eddy C M, Williams A and Rickards H 2011 Consciousness: A
neurological perspective Behav. Neurol. 24 107-16

Johr J, Pignat J M and Diserens K 2015 Neurobehavioural evaluation of disorders of
consciousness Schweizer Arch. fur Neurol. und Psychiatr. 166 1639

Laureys S 2005 The neural correlate of (un)awareness: Lessons from the vegetative state
Trends Cogn. Sci. 9 5569

Giacino J T, Ashwal S, Childs N, Cranford R, Jennett B, Katz D I, Kelly J P, Rosenberg J H, Whyte
J, Zafonte R D and Zasler N D 2002 The minimally conscious state: definition and diagnostic
criteria Neurology 58 349-53

Aubinet C, Larroque S K, Heine L, Martial C, Majerus S, Laureys S and Di Perri C 2018 Clinical
subcategorization of minimally conscious state according to resting functional connectivity
Hum. Brain Mapp. 39 4519-32

Patterson J R and Grabois M 1986 Locked-in syndrome: A review of 139 cases Stroke 17 758-
64

Heilinger A, Ortner R, La Bella V, Lugo Z R, Chatelle C, Laureys S, Spataro R and Guger C 2018
Performance Differences Using a Vibro-Tactile P300 BCl in LIS-Patients Diagnosed With Stroke
and ALS Front. Neurosci. 12 1-10

Magnani F G, Barbadoro F, Cacciatore M and Leonardi M 2022 The importance of
instrumental assessment in disorders of consciousness: a comparison between American,
European, and UK International recommendations Crit. Care 26 1-9

Giacino J T, Kalmar K and Whyte J 2004 The JFK Coma Recovery Scale-Revised: Measurement
characteristics and diagnostic utility Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 85 2020-9

Turner-Stokes L, Bassett P, Rose H, Ashford S and Thu A 2015 Serial measurement of Wessex
Head Injury Matrix in the diagnosis of patients in vegetative and minimally conscious states: A
cohort analysis BMJ Open 5 1-12

Owen A M, Coleman M R, Boly M, Davis M H, Laureys S and Pickard J D 2006 Detecting
awareness in the vegetative state Sci. AAAS 313 1402

Monti M M, Vanhaudenhuyse A, Coleman M R, Boly M, Pickard J D, Sci F M, Tshibanda L,
Owen A M and Laureys S 2010 Willful Modulation of Brain Activity in Disorders of
Consciousness N. Engl. J. Med. 362 579-89

Cruse D, Chennu S, Chatelle C, Bekinschtein T A, Fernandez-Espejo D, Pickard J D, Laureys S
and Owen A M 2011 Bedside detection of awareness in the vegetative state: A cohort study
Lancet 378 208894

Naro A and Calabro R S 2020 Towards new diagnostic approaches in disorders of
consciousness: A proof of concept study on the promising use of imagery visuomotor task
Brain Sci. 10 1-20

Formaggio E, Del Felice A, Cavinato M, Storti S F, Arcaro C, Turco C, Salvi L, Avesani R,
Piccione F and Manganotti P 2020 EEG to Identify Attempted Movement in Unresponsive
Wakefulness Syndrome Clin. EEG Neurosci.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104; this version posted October 11, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

[17]  Coyle D, Stow J, McCreadie K, McElligott J and Carroll A 2015 Sensorimotor modulation
assessment and brain-computer interface training in disorders of consciousness Arch. Phys.
Med. Rehabil. 96 S62—70

[18]  Coyle D, Stow J, McCreadie K, McElligott J and Carroll A 2015 Sensorimotor modulation
assessment and brain-computer interface training in disorders of consciousness Arch. Phys.
Med. Rehabil. 96 S62—70

[19] Dayan N, Bigirimana A, Mccann A, Stow J, Mcelligott J, Carroll A and Coyle D 2019 Towards
Answering Questions in Disorders of Consciousness and Locked-In Syndrome with a SMR-BCI
Proc. 8th Graz Brain-Computer Interface Conf.

[20]  Coyle D, Korik A, du Bois N, Hodge S, Hudson L, Elahi A, Bigirimana A D, Dayan N, Mccann A,
Yelden K, McElligott J and Carroll A 2022 Towards electroencephalography-based
consciousness assessment and cognitive function profiling in prolonged disorders of
consciousness Preprint

[21] Portillo-Lara R, Tahirbegi B, Chapman C AR, Goding J A and Green R A 2021 Mind the gap:
State-of-the-art technologies and applications for EEG-based brain-computer interfaces APL
Bioeng. 5

[22] Mushtaq F, Welke D, Gallagher A, Pavlov Y G, Kouara L, Bosch-Bayard J, van den Bosch J J F,
Arvaneh M, Bland A R, Chaumon M, et al. 2024 One hundred years of EEG for brain and
behaviour research Nat. Hum. Behav. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-024-01941-5

[23] Kim N, Watson W, Caliendo E, Nowak S, Schiff N D, Shah S A and Hill N J 2022 Objective
Neurophysiologic Markers of Cognition after Pediatric Brain Injury Neurol. Clin. Pract. 12 352—
64

[24]  Coyle D, Stow J, McCreadie K, McElligott J and Carroll A 2015 Sensorimotor modulation
assessment and brain-computer interface training in disorders of consciousness Arch. Phys.
Med. Rehabil. 96 S62--S70

[25]  FogartyJ S, Barry RJ and Steiner G Z 2019 Sequential processing in the classic oddball task:
ERP components, probability, and behavior Psychophysiology 56 1-15

[26]  Polich J and Donchin E 1988 P300 and the word frequency effect Electroencephalogr. Clin.
Neurophysiol. 70 33-45

[27]  g.tec medical engineering 2020 g.NAUTILUS RESEARCH | Wearable EEG Headset
[28] g.tec medical engineering GmbH g.TRIGbox
[29]  Anon 2020 Simulink for Matlab (The MathWorks, Inc.)

[30]  Unity Technologies 2020 Unity Real-Time Development Platform | 3D, 2D VR & AR
Visualizations Unity Technol.

[31] Delorme A, Mullen T, Kothe C, Akalin Acar Z, Bigdely-Shamlo N, Vankov A and Makeig S 2011
EEGLAB, SIFT, NFT, BCILAB, and ERICA: New tools for advanced EEG processing Comput. Intell.
Neurosci. 2011

[32] Mullen TR, Kothe CA, Ch'Y M, Ojeda A, Kerth T, Makeig S, Jung T-P and Cauwenberghs G
2017 Real-time Neuroimaging and Cognitive Monitoring Using Wearable Dry EEG Physiol.
Behav. 176 139-48

[33] Bell AJand Sejnowski T J 1995 An information-maximization approach to blind separation
and blind deconvolution. Neural Comput. 7 1129-59


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104; this version posted October 11, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

(34]

(35]
(36]

(37]

(38]

(39]
[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

(48]

[49]

(50]

perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Ponton C W, Eggermont J J, Kwong B and Don M 2000 Maturation of human central auditory
system activity: Evidence from multi-channel evoked potentials Clin. Neurophysiol. 111 220—-
36

Polich J 1986 P300 Development from Auditory Stimuli Psychophysiology 23 590-7

Medvidovic S, Titlic M and Maras-Simunic M 2013 P300 evoked potential in patients with
mild cognitive impairment Acta Inform. Medica 21 89-92

Ang K K, Chin Z'Y, Zhang H and Guan C 2008 Filter Bank Common Spatial Pattern (FBCSP) in
brain-computer interface Proc. Int. Jt. Conf. Neural Networks 2390-7

Pohjalainen J, Rasdanen O and Kadioglu S 2015 Feature selection methods and their
combinations in high-dimensional classification of speaker likability, intelligibility and
personality traits Comput. Speech Lang. 29 145-71

Lotte F and Guan C 2010 Regulized Common Spatial Patterns (RCSP) toolbox

Lépez Martin E and Ardura Martinez D 2023 The effect size in scientific publication Educ. XX1
26 9-17

Milner R, Rusiniak M, Lewandowska M, Wolak T, Ganc M, Piatkowska-Janko E, Bogorodzki P
and Skarzynski H 2014 Towards neural correlates of auditory stimulus processing: A
simultaneous auditory evoked potentials and functional magnetic resonance study using an
odd-ball paradigm Med. Sci. Monit. 20 35-46

Naatanen R and Terence P 1987 The NI Wave of the Human Electric and Magnetic Response
to Sound : A Review and an Analysis of the Component Structure Psychophysiology 24 375—
425

Schnakers C, Vanhaudenhuyse A, Giacino J, Ventura M, Boly M, Majerus S, Moonen G and
Laureys S 2009 Diagnostic accuracy of the vegetative and minimally conscious state: Clinical
consensus versus standardized neurobehavioral assessment BMC Neurol. 9 1-5

Fins J J, Wright M S and Bagenstos S R 2020 Disorders of Consciousness and Disability Law
Mayo Clin. Proc. 95 17329

Lippert J and Guggisberg A G 2023 Diagnostic and Therapeutic Approaches in
Neurorehabilitation after Traumatic Brain Injury and Disorders of Consciousness Clin. Transl.
Neurosci. 7 21

Lapitskaya N, Moerk S K, Gosseries O, Nielsen J F and De Noordhout A M 2013 Corticospinal
excitability in patients with anoxic, traumatic, and non-traumatic diffuse brain injury Brain
Stimul. 6 130-7

Scolding N, Owen A M and Keown J 2021 Prolonged disorders of consciousness: a critical
evaluation of the new UK guidelines Brain 144 1655-60

Chennu S, Annen J, Wannez S, Thibaut A, Chatelle C, Cassol H, Martens G, Schnakers C,
Gosseries O, Menon D and Laureys S 2017 Brain networks predict metabolism, diagnosis and
prognosis at the bedside in disorders of consciousness Brain 140 2120-32

Cruse D, Young G B, Piccione F, Cavinato M and Ragazzoni A 2016 Brain electrophysiology in
disorders of consciousness: Diagnostic and prognostic utility Brain Function and
Responsiveness in Disorders of Consciousness ed M M M & W G Sannita (Springer
International Publishing) pp 105-16

Peterson A 2016 Consilience, clinical validation, and global disorders of consciousness


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104; this version posted October 11, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

(51]

(52]

(53]

(54]

[55]

(56]

perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Neurosci. Conscious. 2016 1-9

Ihalainen R, Annen J, Gosseries O, Cardone P, Panda R, Martial C, Thibaut A, Laureys S and
Chennu S 2024 Lateral frontoparietal effective connectivity differentiates and predicts state
of consciousness in a cohort of patients with traumatic disorders of consciousness PLoS One
19 1-25

Istace T 2022 Empowering the voiceless. Disorders of consciousness, neuroimaging and
supported decision-making Front. Psychiatry 13

Schiff N D, Diringer M, Diserens K, Edlow B L, Gosseries O, Hill N J, Hochberg L R, Ismail FY,
Meyer | A, Mikell C B, Mofakham S, Molteni E, Polizzotto L, Shah S A, Stevens R D and
Thengone D 2024 Brain—Computer Interfaces for Communication in Patients with Disorders
of Consciousness: A Gap Analysis and Scientific Roadmap Neurocrit. Care

Faul F, Erdfelder E, Lang A G and Buchner A 2007 G* Power 3: A flexible statistical power
analysis program for the social, behavioral, and biomedical sciences Behav. Res. Methods 39
175-91

Lee TW,YuYWY, WuHCand Chen TJ 2011 Do resting brain dynamics predict oddball
evoked-potential? BMC Neurosci. 12

Jankowiak S and Berti S 2007 Behavioral and event-related potential distraction effects with
regularly occurring auditory deviants Psychophysiology 44 79—-85


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

Supplementary Material

Supplementary Table 1. Oddball; Peak amplitude of the N1 ERP, and magnitude of the N2 and P3, and Latency of all three ERP components—Mean (SD) and statistics, across groups. The
reported statistics are the F statistic for one-way ANOVA and Welch ANOVA analyses, and the H statistic for the Kruskal-Wallis analyses. Effect sizes are reported as Eta Squared (1)?) for ANOVA
statistics, Omega Squared for Welch statistics (w?), and epsilon squared (€2 for H statistics.

Uws MCS LIS Statistics
n=2 n=3 n=4
EEG | Measure (stat)
M SD M SD M SD val pval 1P/ €% w?
N1 Amplitude -0.039 0.079 -0.215 0.162 -0.147 0.117 (F) 0.005 0.324
(1zB) 7.041
Latency 148.5 19.413 | 115.43 20.508 | 100.5 16.86 (F) <0.001 0.487
(ms) 20.42

N2 Magnitude -0.0642 | 0.0969 | 0.3733 0.3926 | -0.0678 0.0728 | (F)

(2-1zB) 8304 | 0.004 | 0.434

Latency 327.5 79.468 | 258.29 74.449 | 296.17 89.384 | (H)

(ms) 3.035 0.219 -
P3 Magnitude | 0.064 0.0941 | 0.062 0.07 0.086 0.094 | (F)

(2-1zB) 0.431 0.653 -

Latency 260 74.466 | 327.14 95.861 | 314 97.972 | (F)

(ms) 1.385 0.261 -
Ml DA (F)

66.625 4.183 71.781 3.772 85.778 10.42 36.82 <0.001 | 0.743

1zB; the z scores for the amplitude of the standard stimuli, baseline corrected
2-17zB; the z score for the difference wave, baseline corrected
DA; Decoding Accuracies
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Supplementary Table 2. Participant and session details.

Diagnosis Age range at Time since injury | Sex Aetiology No. of oddball Corresponding
testing (5 yr) (months) sessions Ml session no.

UWS 60-64 8 male Non-Traumatic 2 (3], [10]

UWS 50-54 6 male Non-Traumatic 2 (3], [10]

MCS 35-39 68 male Traumatic 2 [4], [10]

MCS 20-24 32 male Non-Traumatic 3 [3], [11], [12]

MCS 70-74 34 female Non-Traumatic 3 [31, [9], [11]

LIS 65-69 10 male Non-Traumatic 3 [3], [11], [12]

LIS 60-64 251 male Non-Traumatic 3 [3], [11], [12]

LIS 25-29 107 female Non-Traumatic 3 [3], [11], [12]

LIS 55-59 142 male Non-Traumatic 3 [3], [11], [12]



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.09.24315104

