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Silent seizures were discovered in mouse models of Alzheimer’s disease over 10 years

ago, yet it remains unclear whether these seizures are a salient feature of Alzheimer’s

disease in humans. Seizures that arise early in the course of Alzheimer’s disease

most likely originate from the mesial temporal lobe, one of the first structures affected

by Alzheimer’s disease pathology and one of the most epileptogenic regions of the

brain. Several factors greatly limit our ability to identify mesial temporal lobe seizures in

patients with Alzheimer’s disease, however. First, mesial temporal lobe seizures can be

difficult to recognize clinically, as their accompanying symptoms are often subtle or even

non-existent. Second, electrical activity arising from the mesial temporal lobe is largely

invisible on the scalp electroencephalogram (EEG), the mainstay of diagnosis for epilepsy

in this population. In this review, we will describe two new approaches being used to

study silent mesial temporal lobe seizures in Alzheimer’s disease. We will first describe

the methodology and application of foramen ovale electrodes, which captured the first

recordings of silent mesial temporal lobe seizures in humans with Alzheimer’s disease.

We will then describe machine learning approaches being developed to non-invasively

identify silent mesial temporal lobe seizures on scalp EEG. Both of these tools have the

potential to elucidate the role of silent seizures in humans with Alzheimer’s disease, which

could have important implications for early diagnosis, prognostication, and development

of targeted therapies for this population.
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INTRODUCTION

The recognition of subclinical seizures and spiking in a genetic mouse model of Alzheimer’s
disease (AD) over 10 years ago was a compelling finding, which demonstrated that network
hyperexcitability and epileptiform activity can arise spontaneously in AD without any obvious
clinical manifestations (1). Subsequent work has advanced the therapeutic hypothesis that aberrant
electrical activity could be a modifiable contributor to disease pathology and cognitive impairment
in AD (2–5).

Historically, the role of aberrant electrical activity in human AD has received relatively little
attention. While it is clear that people with AD have an increased risk of developing seizures and
epilepsy (6–9), the current clinical approach to treating seizures in AD is based on the assumption
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that seizures are a late side effect of neurodegeneration
that should only be treated when they arise clinically. Yet,
epidemiologic studies have demonstrated that clinical seizures
can manifest early in the course of AD, often preceding
the onset of cognitive decline (10, 11). Moreover, studies
using prolonged scalp EEG recordings have demonstrated that
subclinical epileptiform abnormalities can occur in 20–40% of
AD patients with no known history of clinical seizures (12,
13) and may be associated with a faster rate of cognitive
decline (12). Growing evidence from animal models of AD has
now established a feed-forward mechanism linking neuronal
hyperactivity with the deposition and propagation of amyloid
plaques and neurofibrillary tangles (14–21). Therefore, an
important question is whether there are significant changes in
brain electrical activity that arise early in the disease course,
without clinical symptoms, that nonetheless play a role in
memory impairment or clinical progression of AD.

Here, we define “silent” epileptiform abnormalities in humans
as epileptiform abnormalities (seizures or spikes) that are both:
(1) subclinical (occurring without any obvious clinical signs or
symptoms) and (2) not visibly epileptiform on scalp EEG. We
will focus here on silent epileptiform abnormalities that arise
specifically from the mesial temporal lobe (mTL, e.g., amygdala,
hippocampus, entorhinal cortex), the earliest brain structure
involved in AD and one of the most epileptogenic regions of
the brain – in short, the brain structure from which epileptiform
abnormalities are most likely to arise early in the course of AD.

The concept of silent epileptiform abnormalities is well-
known in the field of epilepsy, where intracranial electrodes have
been used for decades to study patients with medically intractable
epilepsy (22, 23). Intracranial electrode recordings can shed light
on epileptiform abnormalities from deep brain structures that
would have never been suspected based on scalp EEG recordings
alone. Because the mTL plays a central role in many forms of
epilepsy, it is one of the brain structures that has been studied
most extensively with intracranial electrode recordings. Studies
that evaluate the scalp EEG correlates of mTL seizures and spikes
identified on intracranial electrode recordings demonstrate that
the majority of mTL epileptiform activity occurs without any
clear semblance of epileptiform activity on scalp EEG (24–32).

We hypothesize that silent mTL epileptiform abnormalities
play an important role in impairing cognition in early stages
of AD. While this hypothesis lies outside the current molecular
framework for understanding AD, it nevertheless could address
several clinical features of AD that are not currently accounted
for by the amyloid hypothesis. First, it could account for the
fluctuating course of “good days and bad days” often described
by patients and their families early in the clinical phase of the
disease. Second, it could account for the anatomic specificity
of the mesial temporal lobe (mTL) as the starting point of the
disease. The clinical and electrographic challenges of identifying
silent mTL epileptiform activity have unfortunately made it
difficult to test this hypothesis in AD patients.

In this perspective, we will describe two new approaches for
studying silent mTL epileptiform activity in AD, both of which
draw heavily on our experience in patients with epilepsy. The first
approach, intracranial recordings with foramen ovale electrodes,

is a minimally invasive technique that was developed to record
mTL epileptiform activity in patients with suspected temporal
lobe epilepsy. The second approach, using machine learning to
non-invasively detect mTL epileptiform activity from scalp EEG
recordings, is informed by large datasets of combined intracranial
and scalp EEG recordings from patients with temporal lobe
epilepsy. Combining both approaches has the potential to shed
light on the role of silent mTL epileptiform abnormalities in
humanAD, opening the door to novel diagnostic, prognostic, and
therapeutic avenues for this disease.

INTRACRANIAL RECORDINGS WITH
FORAMEN OVALE (FO) ELECTRODES

Placement of FO Electrodes for Recording
mTL Activity
Placement of bilateral intracranial foramen ovale (FO) electrodes
is a clinical procedure that has been used worldwide in the pre-
surgical evaluation of both children and adults with suspected
mTL epilepsy (28, 33–37). The technique was first described by
Wieser et al. (37), as a method to directly assess electrical activity
from the mesio-basal temporal lobe. Each mTL is recorded by
a single multi-contact FO electrode, which is inserted through
the ipsilateral cheek and guided into the cranium through the
ipsilateral foramen ovale (a naturally occurring opening at the
base of the skull), using fluoroscopy. The FO electrodes are
positioned to lie in the ambient cistern (the CSF space directly
adjacent to the mTL), where they record mTL activity with
high fidelity. Placement of bilateral FO electrodes is typically
performed in the operating room with the patient under general
anesthesia. The entire procedure typically takes <1.5 h.

Figure 1 illustrates the steps to this procedure, which has
previously been described in detail (33, 37). The cheek is
first prepped with chlorhexidine solution and injected with 1%
lidocaine for local anesthesia. Under fluoroscopy, the ipsilateral
foramen ovale is identified. A 16-gauge introducer needle is used
to pierce the cheek skin approximately 2.5 cm lateral to the labial
fissure. Guided by fluoroscopy, a 10-cm needle with a stylet
is advanced through the skin and soft tissue, toward and then
through the foramen ovale. The final targeted position of the
needle tip is approximately 2mm anterior to the clival line. The
stylet is withdrawn, and a 4-contact, 1mm diameter FO electrode
(Ad-Tech, Racine WI) is advanced through the needle, so that all
electrode contacts are positioned just beyond the tip of the needle.
A lateral fluoroscopic image is obtained to evaluate the final
position of the electrode, and the needle is withdrawn. The FO
electrode is secured to the cheek using 0 silk sutures, and a sterile
dressing is placed over the electrode exit site. The procedure is
then repeated on the contralateral side.

After placement of both FO electrodes, patients are woken
from general anesthesia and monitored closely in the post-
anesthesia recovery room for ∼1 h. A non-contrast head CT
is obtained to verify the final position of the electrodes
relative to the mTL (Figure 2), and the patient is then
transferred to the inpatient Epilepsy Monitoring Unit for
further monitoring while the FO electrodes are in place.
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FIGURE 1 | FO electrode placement procedure. (A) Introducer needle inserted through cheek skin. (B) Fluoroscopy image (oblique view) showing needle (yellow

arrow) passing through the foramen ovale (blue circle). (C) Fluoroscopy image (lateral view) showing advancement of 4-contact FO electrode (red arrow) past the

needle tip. (D) Fluoroscopy image (lateral view) showing removal of the needle, leaving the FO electrode in place. (E) Sutures securing the FO electrode to the cheek.

(F) Sterile dressing placed over the FO electrode. Written informed consent for the use of these images was obtained from the individual shown in the images.

Patients are typically given antibiotic prophylaxis (vancomycin
and ceftriaxone) peri-operatively and over the first 48 h of
hospitalization to prevent infection. A benefit of FO electrode
recordings over other types of intracranial electrodes is that a
full set of standard scalp EEG electrodes can be placed and
simultaneously recorded from, without concern for skull defects
(e.g., burr holes or craniotomies) affecting placement of the scalp
electrodes or causing distortion of scalp EEG signals due to
breach effect.

Patients can remain implanted with FO electrodes for weeks
at a time, though implantation times >8 days are associated with
increased morbidity (35). Once all the necessary information has
been obtained from the FO electrode recordings, removal of FO
electrodes is performed at the patient’s bedside. This is a painless
procedure that does not require sedation or local anesthesia. The
silk sutures are cut, and the electrodes are gently withdrawn by
hand. Patients are monitored closely for a few hours afterwards
for development of headache or other neurological deficits. If
no symptoms develop, patients can be discharged home on the
same day.

Comparison of FO Electrodes With Other
Recording Techniques
Compared to other intracranial recording methods such as
stereotactic depth electrodes or subdural grids and strips,
placement of FO electrodes is considered minimally invasive.
Unlike these other methods, placement of FO electrodes does not
require a craniotomy or drilling burr holes into the skull; the skull
remains entirely intact. Moreover, FO electrodes do not need to
penetrate brain tissue or make direct contact with the brain in
order to record mTL activity. Rather, they float in the CSF space
adjacent to the mTL.

FO electrodes are commonly confused with extracranial
recording methods such as nasopharyngeal or sphenoidal

electrodes. While nasopharyngeal and sphenoidal electrodes can
be placed at the bedside, these are not intracranial electrodes,
and they lack the ability to reliably capture electrical activity
from the mTL (28, 38). On the other hand, 70–95% of the
epileptiform discharges identified on FO electrodes cannot be
seen on scalp EEG, and entire mTL seizures can be recorded
on FO electrodes, without a visible epileptiform change on scalp
EEG (24, 27, 28, 39, 40) Magneto-encephalography (MEG) has
also been used as a non-invasive tool to assess mTL activity
in epilepsy with varying results (29, 41–43). From a practical
standpoint, however, MEG cannot be used to record for more
than a few hours at a time, and performing overnight MEG
recordings to capture natural sleep or rare paroxysmal events
would be nearly impossible.

A major limitation of FO electrodes is that they cannot
be used to assess electrical activity from brain regions other
than the mTL. For this reason, recording with FO electrodes
has largely fallen out of favor in the workup of medication-
refractory epilepsy, where most epileptologists prefer to use
more invasive intracranial recording techniques that permit
a wider sampling of brain regions, in order to definitively
localize the seizure onset zone. However, for patients in whom
there is a high suspicion for mTL epilepsy, but where there
are specific questions related to the laterality of mTL seizures,
FO electrodes can offer a simple and direct test of these
hypotheses (33, 36).

For the purposes of studying silent mTL epileptiform activity
in patients with AD, we believe that recording with FO electrodes
is the current gold standard. No other available and less invasive
recording technique offers the ability to obtain high quality,
long-term recordings directly from the mTL. Moreover, as the
mTL is the primary site of interest in this case, the limitation
that FO electrodes are only able to sample from the mTL
becomes irrelevant.
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FIGURE 2 | Coronal (top) and thin axial (bottom) views on post-operative CT scan, demonstrating FO electrode positioning. Slices are numbered in ascending order

from anterior to posterior (coronal images), and from inferior to superior (axial images). Red arrows show the FO electrodes in each image. Note that the FO electrodes

are only 1mm in diameter but appear larger in these images due to image slice thickness and windowing needed for visualization. Blue circles show the foramen ovale.

FO Electrode Recordings in Alzheimer’s
Disease
In 2017, our group reported the first intracranial electrode
recordings in AD patients, using bilateral FO electrodes (39).
We studied two patients, one with amnestic mild cognitive
impairment (aMCI), and the other withmoderate dementia, both
of whom presented with fluctuations in cognition or behavior.
Both patients had cerebrospinal fluid biomarker-confirmed AD.
As part of their clinical workup, they underwent recordings with
combined scalp EEG and FO electrodes.

The aMCI patient was a 67-year-old woman who had noted
worsening memory over the prior year, including unusual spells
of confusion lasting days at a time. Her FO electrode recordings
demonstrated abundant, sleep-activated spikes (Figure 3A).
Eighty-five percent of these spikes arose from the left mTL,
while 15% arose from the right mTL. Over 95% of the spikes
seen on FO electrodes could not be seen on the corresponding
scalp EEG. mTL spikes were most prevalent during non-REM
sleep, occurring at an average rate of ∼900 spikes per hour

during N3,∼740 per hour during N2, and∼670 per hour during
N1. In comparison, average mTL spike rates were only ∼330
per hour during wakefulness and ∼160 per hour during REM
sleep (44). During the first 12 h of recording, the FO electrodes
captured 3 silent mTL seizures, all occurring during sleep, and
all occurring without any visible evidence of seizures on scalp
EEG (Figure 3B). The patient and her husband had no awareness
of these events. The patient was started on levetiracetam the
following day, resulting in a 65% reduction in overall mTL spike
rate and no further seizures. After treatment with levetiracetam

750mg twice daily, her confusional episodes largely resolved,

with the exception of two occasions where she forgot to take her

medication. Three years later, she has progressed to a stage of
mild dementia.

Our second patient was a 63-year-old woman with moderate
dementia, who had developed memory problems at age 58. She
was noted to have a fairly rapid cognitive decline over the

prior year and presented at age 63 with new-onset fluctuations
in her anxiety levels throughout the day. Her FO electrode
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FIGURE 3 | FO electrode recordings in two AD patients. (A) Silent mTL spikes (arrowheads) seen on the left FO electrode in the MCI patient. Scale: 200 µV, 1 s. (B)

Silent mTL seizure arising seen on the left FO electrode in the MCI patient. Scale: 150 µV, 1 s. (C) Silent mTL spikes (arrowheads) seen on the right FO electrode in the

patient with moderate dementia. Scale: 200 µV, 1 s. (D) Spike frequencies observed on scalp EEG and FO electrodes during wakefulness and sleep, in the two AD

patients. Patient #1 had aMCI and Patient #2 had moderate dementia. In (A–C), scalp EEG is shown as a longitudinal anterior-posterior bipolar montage. L Temp, left

temporal (Fp1–F7, F7–T3, T3–T5, T5–O1); R Temp, right temporal (Fp2–F8, F8–T4, T4–T6, T6–O2); L ParaS, left parasagittal (Fp1–F3, F3–C3, C3–P3, P3–O1); R

ParaS, right parasagittal (Fp2–F4, F4–C4, C4–P4, P4–O2); Vertex (Fz–Cz, Cz–Pz); Coronal, coronal ring (T1–T3, T3–C3, C3–Cz, Cz–C4, C4–T4, T4–T2, T2–T1); LFO,

left FO electrode (LFO1–LFO2, LFO2–LFO3, LFO3–LFO4); RFO, right FO electrode (RFO1–RFO2, RFO2–RFO3, RFO3–RFO4). FO1 is the deepest contact. Figure

adapted with permission from Lam et al. (39). Written informed consent for the publication of these cases was not required as this information is publicly available (39).

recordings demonstrated frequent sleep-activated spikes arising
exclusively from the right mTL, with average rates of 30–80
spikes per hour during non-REM sleep, compared to rates of
11 per hour during wakefulness (REM sleep was not captured)
(44) (Figure 3C). Ninety-five percent of the spikes seen on
FO electrodes were not visible on scalp EEG. During her
hospitalization, she required frequent redirection and reminders
not to pull on her EEG or EKG wires; despite this, she partially
removed the right FO electrode within 24 h of FO electrode
implantation. Given concern that she would also dislodge the
left FO electrode, this was removed by medical staff on the
following day. The patient was started on levetiracetam 500mg
twice daily on discharge from the hospital but did not tolerate
this due to behavioral side effects. She continued to decline
cognitively and passed away 2 years later following a sudden
cardiac arrest.

A comparison between the FO electrode recordings of our
patients raises a few interesting observations and hypotheses,
though at the potential risk of over-interpreting our very
limited data. First, there was a striking difference in mTL
spike rates between our two patients, with the aMCI patient
exhibiting an up to 10-fold increased spike rate compared to
the patient with moderate dementia (Figure 3D). Moreover,
our aMCI patient had several silent mTL seizures, whereas our

patient with moderate dementia did not. These findings could
be congruent with the concept that the earliest stages of AD
are associated with a greater extent of neuronal hyperactivity
compared to later stages of disease, which has been born out in
both fMRI studies of hippocampal activity during memory tasks
in humans, as well as in in vitro and in vivo studies of neuronal
activity in mouse models of AD (45). Second, we found that
mTL spikes from the aMCI patient were largely lateralized to the
left mTL, whereas in the moderate AD patient, they lateralized
to the right mTL. Whether there is an early predilection of left
hemispheric hyperactivity in AD is unclear. Long-term scalp EEG
results from AD patients reported by Vossel et al. (12), as well
as our own ambulatory scalp EEG data in patients with AD
(manuscript under review), also corroborate a left hemispheric
asymmetry in subclinical epileptiform activity in these patients,
though spikes seen on scalp EEGmay not reflect the same process
as spikes seen on FO electrode recordings. Interestingly, there is
imaging data from both anatomical and functional connectivity
modalities to support a susceptibility of the left mTL in early
stages of AD, that may be mediated in part by the APO-E4
allele (46–53). Whether these findings are simply related to
ascertainment bias (i.e., AD patients with dominant hemisphere
pathology may be more likely to present with memory deficits)
is unclear.

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 5 September 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 959

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


Lam et al. Detecting Silent Seizures in AD

Special Considerations Regarding FO
Electrode Recordings in Alzheimer’s
Disease
Placement of FO electrodes in AD patients warrants special
considerations, particularly given the older age, medical
comorbidities, and cognitive impairments that are typical of this
population. These concerns are outlined below.

1) Higher risk of peri-operative delirium and delirium associated
with the inpatient hospital stay. Selecting patients with
less advanced stages of AD (mild cognitive impairment
or mild dementia) and with minimal baseline agitation
may reduce this risk. Precautions to reduce risk of
delirium in this population should be taken (54, 55).
Medications that can worsen delirium, including anti-
cholinergics, benzodiazepines, and narcotics, should be
avoided. Unnecessary labs and monitoring of vital signs
overnight should also be minimized to prevent sleep
disruption. Family members and nursing staff should be
encouraged to be present to re-assure and re-orient the
patient as needed during the hospital stay. Placement of
familiar objects or pictures around the hospital roommay also
be helpful.

2) Higher risk of patients pre-maturely removing the FO electrodes
due to cognitive impairment. As above, this can be minimized
by selecting patients with less advanced stages of AD.
Frequent supervision and re-direction, either by nursing staff
and/or family members, particularly during overnight hours
when sundowning may occur, may also reduce this risk.

3) Medical co-morbidities. AD patients are more likely to be
medically frail compared to a younger epilepsy patient.
Cardiac or pulmonary disease may also be more prevalent
given the older age of AD patients and may preclude these
patients from safely undergoing general anesthesia for the
procedure. All patients should be evaluated pre-operatively
to ensure that it is medically safe for them to undergo
general anesthesia. Concurrent treatment with anticoagulant
medications may also place patients at greater risk for serious
adverse events from FO electrode placement. Patients should
be assessed on an individual basis to determine whether it is
safe to hold the anticoagulant medication peri-operatively and
while FO electrodes are in place. If this is not deemed to be
safe, we would discourage implanting these patients with FO
electrodes, particularly for a research study.

4) Concern that general anesthesia may precipitate a worsening
in cognition or accelerate disease progression in AD patients.
A body of literature from animal models of AD suggests a
potential relationship between anesthesia and neurotoxicity,
though definitive evidence of general anesthesia hastening
clinical progression of AD in human is lacking (55, 56).
Moreover, there is a paucity of data on how best to minimize
this potential risk. The brief length of the FO electrode
placement procedure (typically <1.5 h) may reduce this risk
compare to longer surgical procedures.

5) Ethical considerations regarding capacity to consent to the
procedure. The ethical issues surrounding consent for FO
electrode placement in AD patients bear some similarity

to those that have previously been addressed in clinical
trials studying deep brain stimulation in AD patients (57).
Continued re-evaluation of the capacity for decision-making
in patients with AD is critical, as this abilitymay vary from day
to day, and will decline over time (58). Given the complexity
and potential risk of FO electrode studies, we recommend
that a cognitively normal study partner (typically the patient’s
health care proxy) be present for all study procedures and
provide informed consent for the procedure if the person with
AD lacks capacity to do so.

6) Definitive diagnosis vs. empiric treatment? One could argue
whether placement of FO electrodes to definitively diagnose
silent mTL epileptiform activity in people with AD is really
necessary, or whether people with AD could just be treated
empirically with anti-seizure medications. While easy to
implement, empiric treatments are fraught with problems
that ultimately limit their utility in the long run. An empiric
approach provides essentially no information on (a) how
common silent mTL epileptiform abnormalities are in AD;
(b) how to identify the subset of AD patients who may
have this abnormality; and (c) whether medications being
offered are appropriate and effective for treating silent mTL
epileptiform activity. For example, it is possible that a
small but significant subset of AD patients (e.g., 10–15%)
have silent mTL seizures and that this small subset would
benefit greatly from early treatment with seizure medications.
The signal of this benefit is likely to be lost in a study
that empirically administers treatment to a much larger
population of AD patients, the majority of whom would
not have any benefit. Thus, rather than empirically treat
the entire population, it is essential to first define the sub-
population that stands to benefit from this treatment. It
remains unclear as to whether treatment of silent mTL
seizures will result in improvement in cognition or reduce
the rate of clinical progression in AD. Evaluating this
hypothesis requires first detecting and then suppressing
these seizures.

ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE APPROACHES
TO STUDYING MESIAL TEMPORAL
EPILEPTIFORM ACTIVITY

Further studies with FO electrode recordings in AD patients
are clearly needed, to better understand the role of silent mTL
epileptiform activity in AD. However, as a clinical diagnostic
tool for AD patients in the long run, performing FO electrode
recordings on a large scale is not feasible for a number of reasons,
including cost, requirement for specialized expertise and hospital
resources to perform the monitoring, and willingness of patients
to undergo a surgical procedure for diagnostic purposes. As such,
there is a need to develop non-invasive and inexpensive methods
for diagnosis of silent mTL epileptiform activity that can be
widely implemented.

While a number of approaches based on different
neurophysiologic or imaging modalities are possible, here
we will focus on describing a computational approach that

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 6 September 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 959

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


Lam et al. Detecting Silent Seizures in AD

we have been developing to non-invasively detect silent mTL
epileptiform activity from scalp EEG recordings. The basic
premise of this work is that while silent mTL epileptiform activity
lacks an obvious (visible) epileptiform correlate on scalp EEG,
there may be associated subtle, quantitative changes reflected
on the scalp EEG that would allow this activity to be detected
indirectly. Many studies have now demonstrated that mTL spikes
and seizures induce changes in both local and long-distance
networks (59–64), and we hypothesize that these changes in
network activity could be used to define a scalp EEG-based
“signature” of silent mTL epileptiform activity. We use artificial
intelligence methods to “learn” these scalp EEG signatures of
mTL epileptiform activity.

Our approach uses a large clinical dataset of simultaneous
scalp EEG and FO electrode recordings from patients with
temporal lobe epilepsy (TLE) who were previously evaluated at
our institution. The FO electrodes provide the gold standard
to determine when silent mTL epileptiform activity occurred,
and we use the corresponding scalp EEG signal to identify
signatures of this silent mTL epileptiform activity (Figure 4).
The rationale behind using data from TLE patients is that
these patients, like AD patients, also demonstrate silent mTL
epileptiform activity, including spikes and seizures that are visible
on FO electrodes but not on the scalp EEG. FO electrode
recordings are frequently used in the clinical care of TLE
patients with medication-refractory epilepsy as part of their
evaluation for epilepsy surgery. As such, a large amount of FO
electrode data from TLE patients is available and can be leveraged
to provide the many examples of silent mTL epileptiform
activity needed to learn the subtle scalp EEG correlates of
this activity.

Notably, using FO electrode recordings for this application

has an important advantage compared to datasets from

other types of intracranial recordings (e.g., stereotactic depth
electrodes or subdural grids/strips). Because placement of

FO electrodes does not result in a skull breach (i.e., due
to burr holes or craniotomy), the scalp EEG signals being
analyzed here are not distorted by breach effects, as they
would be with other types of intracranial electrode recordings.
Thus, the scalp EEG signatures and algorithms to detect
silent mTL epileptiform activity that are developed using this

dataset can be applied to patients with intact skulls (i.e.,
most patients).

Scalp EEG-based Detection of Silent mTL
Seizures
We have recently demonstrated the feasibility of this approach
to detect and lateralize silent mTL seizures with high specificity
in patients with TLE (65, 66). In a proof-of-principle study,
we assessed whether silent mTL seizures could be detected on
scalp EEG, based on changes in network activity (65). We
identified 25 silent mTL seizures in 10 patients with TLE and
obtained control records from another 13 patients. We divided
each patient’s scalp EEG recording into 2-second epochs and
extracted coherence features from each epoch. We used these
coherence features as inputs to a logistic regression classifier and
trained it to determine whether a 2-second EEG epoch occurred
during a silent mTL seizure or not. A clustering rule was then
applied to group neighboring epochs classified as seizures into
a single detected event. Using a leave-one-patient-out cross-
validation (which estimates how well the detector would perform
on data from a new patient), the detector correctly identified
and lateralized silent mTL seizures in 40% of patients with silent
mTL seizures. On average, the detector identified 30% of the
silent mTL seizures per patient. The detector had a positive
predictive value of 75% and false alarm rate of 0.3 per day.
Notably, while identifying only 40% of patients with silent mTL
seizures is far from ideal, it is important to note that none of
these patients would have been identified as having silent mTL
seizures, based on our current clinical interpretation of their scalp
EEG data.

An important question is whether scalp EEG-based detectors
that are developed in patients with TLE can be applied
meaningfully to patients with AD. Notably, one of the patients
whose data was used to develop the silent mTL seizure detector
[Patient #9 from (65)] was the aMCI patient described above
(section FO Electrode Recordings in Alzheimer’s Disease), who
had 3 silent mTL seizures in the first night of FO electrode
recording. On cross-validation, the silent mTL seizure detector
successfully identified all 3 of her seizures, while raising only
one false positive detection. While this supports the idea
that detectors of silent mTL epileptiform activity developed

FIGURE 4 | Schematic for developing scalp EEG-based detectors of silent mTL epileptiform activity, using datasets of simultaneous scalp EEG and FO electrode

recordings from TLE patients. The light and dark gray bars represent a simultaneously captured scalp EEG and FO electrode recording, with the horizontal direction

representing time. Silent mTL seizures (filled blue box) and spikes (filled green boxes) can be identified on visual analysis of the FO electrode recordings, and the times

at which these events occur can be easily determined. We translate this timing information to the corresponding scalp EEG (unfilled blue and green boxes,

respectively) and apply signal processing and machine learning approaches to learn the scalp EEG signatures of the underlying silent mTL epileptiform activity.
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in TLE patients can be successfully applied to AD patients,
further validation of this approach in AD patients will certainly
be needed.

In another publication (66), we used the same clinical dataset
of simultaneous FO electrode and scalp EEG recordings from
TLE patients to analyze seizures that start focally in the mTL
as a silent seizure, but that then spread spatially to become
visible on the scalp EEG. We asked whether the initial silent
portion of the seizure could be detected and lateralized on scalp
EEG. This scenario differs from the detector described above, in
that it is clear from the scalp EEG that a seizure has occurred,
though it is not clear whether there was initial silent mTL
seizure activity preceding this, for how long, and on which side.
We used a data set of 86 seizures from 29 TLE patients, with
the silent mTL portion of the seizure ranging from 0 to 42 s.
Seizures that had a silent mTL onset lasting at least 5 s were
defined as having an occult mTL onset, whereas those with a
silent mTL onset lasting <5 s were defined as not having an
occult mTL onset. We extracted scalp EEG spectral power as
an input feature to train machine learning algorithms to detect
the silent mTL portion of these seizures. Using this algorithm,
we correctly classified 73% of seizures with an occult mTL onset
as having one, and we also correctly classified 100% of the
seizures that lacked an occult mTL onset as lacking one. We
were able to predict the length of the silent mTL seizure onset
with high accuracy, with the algorithm predictions exhibiting
strong correlation with the actual length of the silent mTL
seizure onset (r = 0.69). Moreover, the algorithm allowed us to
make predictions on the laterality of seizure onset for 50% of
the seizures with a silent mTL onset; these predictions had an
accuracy of 94%.

Altogether, the studies described above provide the proof
of principle that scalp EEG data can provide important
information to both identify and lateralize silent mTL seizure
activity, in the absence of visible epileptiform activity, and
with relatively high specificity. False positive detections, while
relatively low, remain the major limitation for practical
application of these algorithms for clinical or research use.
Larger datasets with many more examples of silent mTL
seizures are likely to result in substantial improvements in
algorithm performance, however. Particularly for application
in AD patients, these computational methods will require
additional FO electrode recordings from AD patients, which
will be critical for refining and validating these detectors
(developed using data from TLE patients) for use specifically
in AD.

Scalp EEG-based Detection of Silent mTL
Spikes
In addition to silent mTL seizures, the FO electrode recordings
in our two AD patients also demonstrated frequent mTL
spikes. A similar computational approach could also be
used to develop algorithms to detect silent mTL spikes. One
advantage of this is that spikes occur with much higher
frequency than seizures. Spike rates are often measured on
the order of minutes to hours, whereas seizure frequency is
typically measured on the order of days to months. From

a diagnostic standpoint, detection of silent mTL spikes may
be a more efficient way to identify AD patients with mTL
hyperexcitability, as it would require a shorter recording
time compared to detection of silent mTL seizures. From
a computational standpoint, development of algorithms
to detect silent mTL spikes from scalp EEG would also
benefit from a much larger dataset of spike examples
on which to train, compared to seizures. On the other
hand, spikes are very brief events (<70ms in duration)
compared to seizures (typically ∼ 10–120 s), and whether
mTL spikes generate a scalp EEG signature with a signal-
to-noise ratio sufficient to allow detection of single events
remains unclear.

Notably, one group, using a small dataset of combined
FO electrode and scalp EEG recordings (each 20min
long) from 18 TLE patients, was able to develop an
algorithm that could detect silent mTL spikes with
accuracies above chance level, with an area under the
curve of a receiver operating characteristic curve of
0.67 (67). While false positive detections remain the
limiting factor for practical application of this algorithm,
their work supports the concept that scalp EEG signals
can contain important information regarding mTL
epileptiform activity, even in the absence of a visible
epileptiform discharge.

CONCLUSION

The two approaches that we have described above, FO
electrode recordings and development of scalp EEG-based
detectors, provide opportunities to both directly record and
indirectly identify silent mTL epileptiform abnormalities in
AD. Both approaches have the potential to provide important
windows into understanding the role of silent mTL epileptiform
activity in AD, but will need to be further explored and
validated for use in the AD population. While additional
FO recordings will be essential for defining the types and
frequency of silent mTL epileptiform abnormalities that can
occur in AD patients, these recordings can also serve an
important role in the development and validation of non-
invasive, scalp EEG-based detectors of silent mTL epileptiform
activity for use in AD patients. In the long run, scalp EEG-
based detectors of silent mTL epileptiform activity have the
potential to elucidate the prevalence, natural history, and role
of silent mTL epileptiform activity in AD. Moreover, they
could be instrumental for the development of new therapeutic
approaches for AD, based on the modulation of silent mTL
epileptiform activity.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

AL, AC, and SC contributed to the intellectual development of
the concepts and methods described. AL wrote the first draft
of the manuscript. AL, AC, and SC contributed to manuscript
revision, read, and approved the submitted version.

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 8 September 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 959

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


Lam et al. Detecting Silent Seizures in AD

FUNDING

AL was funded by NIH NINDS K23 NS101037 and R25
NS065743, and the American Academy of Neurology
Institute. SC was funded by NIH NINDS R01 NS062092
and K24 NS088568.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Jimmy Yang and Ziv Williams for the photographs
used in Figure 1. We thank Jeffrey Noebels, Alica Goldman,
Gad Marshall, Emad Eskandar, and Ziv Williams for
useful discussion.

REFERENCES

1. Palop JJ, Chin J, Roberson ED, Wang J, Thwin MT, Bien-Ly N, et al. Aberrant

excitatory neuronal activity and compensatory remodeling of inhibitory

hippocampal circuits in mouse models of Alzheimer’s disease. Neuron. (2007)

55:697–711. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2007.07.025

2. Sanchez PE, Zhu L, Verret L, Vossel KA, Orr AG, Cirrito JR, et al.

Levetiracetam suppresses neuronal network dysfunction and reverses synaptic

and cognitive deficits in an Alzheimer’s diseasemodel. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA.

(2012) 109:E2895–903. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1121081109

3. Nygaard HB, Kaufman AC, Sekine-Konno T, Huh LL, Going H, Feldman

SJ, et al. Brivaracetam, but not ethosuximide, reverses memory impairments

in an Alzheimer’s disease mouse model. Alzheimer’s Res Ther. (2015) 7:25.

doi: 10.1186/s13195-015-0110-9

4. Verret L, Mann EO, Hang GB, Barth AMI, Cobos I, Ho K, et al. Inhibitory

interneuron deficit links altered network activity and cognitive dysfunction in

Alzheimer model. Cell. (2012) 149:708–21. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2012.02.046

5. Zhang MY, Zheng CY, Zou MM, Zhu JW, Zhang Y, Wang J, et al. Lamotrigine

attenuates deficits in synaptic plasticity and accumulation of amyloid

plaques in APP/PS1 transgenic mice. Neurobiol Aging. (2014) 35:2713–25.

doi: 10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.06.009

6. Irizarry MC, Jin S, He F, Emond JA, Raman R, Thomas RG, et al. Incidence

of new-onset seizures in mild to moderate Alzheimer disease. Arch Neurol.

(2012) 69:368–72. doi: 10.1001/archneurol.2011.830

7. Hauser WA, Morris ML, Heston LL, Anderson VE. Seizures and

myoclonus in patients with Alzheimer’s disease. Neurology. (1986) 36:1226–

30. doi: 10.1212/WNL.36.9.1226

8. Romanelli MF, Morris JC, Ashkin K, Coben LA. Advanced Alzheimer’s

disease is a risk factor for late-onset seizures. Arch Neurol. (1990) 47:847–50.

doi: 10.1001/archneur.1990.00530080029006

9. Vossel KA, Tartaglia MC, Nygaard HB, Zeman AZ, Miller BL. Epileptic

activity in Alzheimer’s disease: causes and clinical relevance. Lancet Neurol.

(2017) 16:311–22. doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(17)30044-3

10. Vossel KA, Beagle AJ, Rabinovici GD, Shu H, Lee SE, Naasan G, et al. Seizures

and epileptiform activity in the early stages of Alzheimer Disease. JAMA

Neurol. (2013) 70:1158–66. doi: 10.1001/jamaneurol.2013.136

11. Sarkis RA, Dickerson BC, Cole AJ, Chemali ZN. Clinical and

neurophysiologic characteristics of unprovoked seizures in patients

diagnosed with dementia. J Neuropsychiatry Clin Neurosci. (2016) 28:56–61.

doi: 10.1176/appi.neuropsych.15060143

12. Vossel KA, Ranasinghe KG, Beagle AJ, Mizuiri D, Honma SM, Dowling AF,

et al. Incidence and impact of subclinical epileptiform activity in Alzheimer’s

disease. Ann Neurol. (2016) 80:858–70. doi: 10.1002/ana.24794

13. Horváth A, Szcs A, Hidasi Z, Csukly G, Barcs G, Kamondi A. Prevalence,

semiology, and risk factors of epilepsy in Alzheimer’s Disease: an ambulatory

EEG Study. J Alzheimer’s Dis. (2018) 63:1045–54. doi: 10.3233/JAD-170925

14. Busche MA, Chen X, Henning HA, Reichwald J, Staufenbiel M, Sakmann

B, et al. Critical role of soluble amyloid-for early hippocampal hyperactivity

in a mouse model of Alzheimer’s disease. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. (2012)

109:8740–5. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1206171109

15. Busche MA, Eichhoff G, Adelsberger H, Abramowski D, Wiederhold K-

H, Haass C, et al. Clusters of hyperactive neurons near amyloid plaques

in a mouse model of Alzheimer’s disease. Science. (2008) 321:1686–9.

doi: 10.1126/science.1162844

16. Busche MA, Konnerth A. Neuronal hyperactivity - a key defect in Alzheimer’s

disease? BioEssays. (2015) 37:624–32. doi: 10.1002/bies.201500004

17. Bero AW, Yan P, Roh JH, Cirrito JR, Stewart FR, Raichle ME, et al. Neuronal

activity regulates the regional vulnerability to amyloid-β deposition. Nat

Neurosci. (2011) 14:750–6. doi: 10.1038/nn.2801

18. Cirrito JR, Yamada KA, Finn MB, Sloviter RS, Bales KR, May PC, et al.

Synaptic activity regulates interstitial fluid amyloid-beta levels in vivo.Neuron.

(2005) 48:913–22. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2005.10.028

19. Pooler AM, Phillips EC, Lau DHW, Noble W, Hanger DP. Physiological

release of endogenous tau is stimulated by neuronal activity. EMBO Rep.

(2013) 14:389–94. doi: 10.1038/embor.2013.15

20. Wu JW, Hussaini SA, Bastille IM, Rodriguez GA, Mrejeru A, Rilett K, et al.

Neuronal activity enhances tau propagation and tau pathology in vivo. Nat

Neurosci. (2016) 19:1085–92. doi: 10.1038/nn.4328

21. Stargardt A, Swaab DF, Bossers K. The storm before the quiet: Neuronal

hyperactivity and Aβ in the presymptomatic stages of Alzheimer’s disease.

Neurobiol Aging. (2015) 36:1–11. doi: 10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.08.014

22. Reif PS, Strzelczyk A, Rosenow F. The history of invasive EEG

evaluation in epilepsy patients. Seizure Eur J Epilepsy. (2016) 41:191–5.

doi: 10.1016/j.seizure.2016.04.006

23. Kovac S, Vakharia VN, Scott C, Diehl B. Invasive epilepsy surgery evaluation.

Seizure. (2017) 44:125–36. doi: 10.1016/j.seizure.2016.10.016

24. Pacia SV, Ebersole JS. Intracranial EEG substrates of scalp ictal

patterns from temporal lobe foci. Epilepsia. (1997) 38:642–54.

doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1157.1997.tb01233.x

25. Tao JX, Ray A, Hawes-Ebersole S, Ebersole JS. Intracranial EEG

substrates of scalp EEG interictal spikes. Epilepsia. (2005) 46:669–76.

doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1167.2005.11404.x

26. Tao JX, Baldwin M, Ray A, Hawes-Ebersole S, Ebersole JS. The

impact of cerebral source area and synchrony on recording scalp

electroencephalography ictal patterns. Epilepsia. (2007) 48:2167–76.

doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1167.2007.01224.x

27. Ebersole JS, Pacia SV. Localization of temporal lobe foci by ictal EEG patterns.

Epilepsia. (1996) 37:386–99. doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1157.1996.tb00577.x

28. Fernandez Torre JL, Alarcon G, Binnie CD, Polkey CE, Fernández Torre

JL, Alarcón G, et al. Comparison of sphenoidal, foramen ovale and anterior

temporal placements for detecting interictal epileptiform discharges in

presurgical assessment for temporal lobe epilepsy. Clin Neurophysiol. (1999)

110:895–904. doi: 10.1016/S1388-2457(99)00039-5

29. Wennberg R, Valiante T, Cheyne D. EEG and MEG in mesial temporal lobe

epilepsy: Where do the spikes really come from? Clin Neurophysiol. (2011)

122:1295–313. doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.2010.11.019

30. Ramantani G, Maillard L, Koessler L. Correlation of invasive EEG and scalp

EEG. Seizure. (2016) 41:196–200. doi: 10.1016/j.seizure.2016.05.018

31. Koessler L, Cecchin T, Colnat-Coulbois S, Vignal JP, Jonas J, Vespignani

H, et al. Catching the invisible: mesial temporal source contribution to

simultaneous EEG and SEEG recordings. Brain Topogr. (2014) 28:5–20.

doi: 10.1007/s10548-014-0417-z

32. Nayak D, Valentín A, Alarcón G, García Seoane JJ, Brunnhuber F, Juler J,

et al. Characteristics of scalp electrical fields associated with deep medial

temporal epileptiform discharges. Clin Neurophysiol. (2004) 115:1423–35.

doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.2004.01.009

33. Sheth SA, Aronson JP, ShafiMM, Phillips HW,Velez-Ruiz N,Walcott BP, et al.

Utility of foramen ovale electrodes in mesial temporal lobe epilepsy. Epilepsia.

(2014) 55:713–24. doi: 10.1111/epi.12571

34. Nilsson D, FohlenM, Jalin C, Dorfmuller G, Bulteau C, Delalande O. Foramen

ovale electrodes in the preoperative evaluation of temporal lobe epilepsy in

children. Epilepsia. (2009) 50:2085–96. doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1167.2009.02135.x

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 9 September 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 959

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2007.07.025
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1121081109
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13195-015-0110-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.02.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneurol.2011.830
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.36.9.1226
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneur.1990.00530080029006
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(17)30044-3
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2013.136
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.neuropsych.15060143
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.24794
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-170925
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1206171109
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1162844
https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201500004
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2801
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2005.10.028
https://doi.org/10.1038/embor.2013.15
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4328
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.08.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seizure.2016.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seizure.2016.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1157.1997.tb01233.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2005.11404.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2007.01224.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1157.1996.tb00577.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1388-2457(99)00039-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2010.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seizure.2016.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10548-014-0417-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2004.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1111/epi.12571
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2009.02135.x
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


Lam et al. Detecting Silent Seizures in AD

35. Pastor J, Sola RG, Hernando-Requejo V, Navarrete EG, Pulido P. Morbidity

associated with the use of foramen ovale electrodes. Epilepsia. (2008) 49:464–9.

doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1167.2007.01314.x

36. Bick SK, Dolatshahi MS, Grannan BL, Cole AJ, Hoch DB, Eskandar EN.

Preoperative MRI findings and prediction of diagnostic utility of foramen

ovale electrodes. J Neurosurg. (2019). doi: 10.3171/2018.12.JNS182093. [Epub

ahead of print].

37. Wieser HG, Elger CE, Stodieck SRG. The “foramen ovale electrode”: a new

recording method for the preoperative evaluation of patients suffering from

mesio-basal temporal lobe epilepsy. Electroencephalogr Clin Neurophysiol.

(1985) 61:314–22. doi: 10.1016/0013-4694(85)91098-3

38. Sperling MR, Mendius JR, Engel J. Mesial Temporal Spikes: A simultaneous

comparison of sphenoidal, nasopharyngeal, and ear electrodes. Epilepsia.

(1986) 27:81–6. doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1157.1986.tb03505.x

39. Lam AD, Deck G, Goldman A, Eskandar EN, Noebels J, Cole AJ. Silent

hippocampal seizures and spikes identified by foramen ovale electrodes in

Alzheimer’s disease. Nat Med. (2017) 23:678–80. doi: 10.1038/nm.4330

40. Lieb JP, Walsh GO, Babb TL, Walter RD, Crandall PH. A comparison

of EEG seizure patterns recorded with surface and depth electrodes

in patients with temporal lobe epilepsy. Epilepsia. (1976) 17:137–60.

doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1157.1976.tb03392.x

41. Enatsu R, Mikuni N, Usui K, Matsubayashi J, Taki J, Begum T,

et al. Usefulness of MEG magnetometer for spike detection in patients

with mesial temporal epileptic focus. Neuroimage. (2008) 41:1206–19.

doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2008.03.038

42. Kaiboriboon K, Nagarajan S, Mantle M, Kirsch HE. Interictal MEG/MSI in

intractable mesial temporal lobe epilepsy: spike yield and characterization.

Clin Neurophysiol. (2010) 121:325–31. doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.2009.12.001

43. Wennberg R, Cheyne D. Reliability of MEG source imaging of anterior

temporal spikes: analysis of an intracranially characterized spike focus. Clin

Neurophysiol. (2014) 125:903–18. doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.2013.08.032

44. Brown R, Lam AD, Gonzalez-Sulser A, Ying A, Jones M, Chou RC-C,

et al. Circadian and brain state modulation of network hyperexcitability

in Alzheimer’s disease. eNeuro. (2018) 5:ENEURO.0426-17.2018.

doi: 10.1523/ENEURO.0426-17.2018

45. Zott B, Busche MA, Sperling RA, Konnerth A. What happens with the circuit

in Alzheimer’s Disease in mice and humans? Annu Rev Neurosci. (2018)

41:277–97. doi: 10.1146/annurev-neuro-080317-061725

46. Thompson PM, Hayashi KM, de Zubicaray G, Janke AL, Rose SE, Semple J,

et al. Dynamics of gray matter loss in Alzheimer’s disease. J Neurosci. (2003)

23:994–1005. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-03-00994.2003

47. Damoiseaux JS, Smith SM,Witter MP, Sanz-Arigita EJ, Barkhof F, Scheltens P,

et al. White matter tract integrity in aging and alzheimer’s disease.Hum Brain

Mapp. (2009) 30:1051–9. doi: 10.1002/hbm.20563

48. Janke AL, De Zubicaray G, Rose SE, Griffin M, Chalk JB, Galloway GJ.

4D deformation modeling of cortical disease progression in Alzheimer’s

dementia.Magn Reson Med. (2001) 46:661–6. doi: 10.1002/mrm.1243

49. Liu H, Zhang L, Xi Q, Zhao X, Wang F, Wang X, et al. Changes

in brain lateralization in patients with mild cognitive impairment and

Alzheimer’s disease: a resting-state functional magnetic resonance study

from Alzheimer’s disease neuroimaging initiative. Front Neurol. (2018) 9:3.

doi: 10.3389/fneur.2018.00003

50. Wessa M, King A V, Meyer P, Frölich L, Flor H, Poupon C, et al. Impaired

and preserved aspects of feedback learning in aMCI: contributions

of structural connectivity. Brain Struct Funct. (2016) 221:2831–46.

doi: 10.1007/s00429-015-1075-y

51. Yang C, Zhong S, Zhou X, Wei L, Wang L, Nie S. The abnormality of

topological asymmetry between hemispheric brain white matter networks in

Alzheimer’s disease and mild cognitive impairment. Front Aging Neurosci.

(2017) 9:261. doi: 10.3389/fnagi.2017.00261

52. DonixM, Burggren AC, Scharf M,Marschner K, Suthana NA, Siddarth P, et al.

APOE associated hemispheric asymmetry of entorhinal cortical thickness

in aging and Alzheimer’s disease. Psychiatry Res - Neuroimaging. (2013)

214:212–20. doi: 10.1016/j.pscychresns.2013.09.006

53. Geroldi C, Laakso MP, DeCarli C, Beltramello A, Bianchetti A, Soininen H,

et al. Apolipoprotein E genotype and hippocampal asymmetry in Alzheimer’s

disease: a volumetric MRI study. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. (2000) 68:93–

6. doi: 10.1136/jnnp.68.1.93

54. Di Nino G, Adversi M, Samolsky Dekel BG, Fodale V, Rosa G, Melotti

RM. Peri-Operative risk management in patients with Alzheimer’s disease. J

Alzheimer’s Dis. (2010) 22:121–7. doi: 10.3233/JAD-2010-101299

55. White S, Griffiths R, Baxter M, Beanland T, Cross J, Dhesi J, et al. Guidelines

for the peri-operative care of people with dementia. Anaesthesia. (2019)

74:357–72. doi: 10.1111/anae.14530

56. Wu L, Zhao H, Weng H, Ma D. Lasting effects of general anesthetics

on the brain in the young and elderly: “mixed picture” of neurotoxicity,

neuroprotection and cognitive impairment. J Anesth. (2019) 33:321–35.

doi: 10.1007/s00540-019-02623-7

57. Viaña JNM, Bittlinger M, Gilbert F. Ethical considerations for deep brain

stimulation trials in patients with early-onset Alzheimer’s Disease. J of

Alzheimer’s Dis. (2017) 58:289–301. doi: 10.3233/JAD-161073

58. Vaishnav NH, Chiong W. Informed consent for the human research

subject with a neurologic disorder. Semin Neurol. (2018) 38:539–47.

doi: 10.1055/s-0038-1668077

59. Tyvaert L, LeVan P, Dubeau F, Gotman J. Noninvasive dynamic imaging

of seizures in epileptic patients. Hum Brain Mapp. (2009) 30:3993–4011.

doi: 10.1002/hbm.20824

60. Khoo HM, von Ellenrieder N, Zazubovits N, Dubeau F, Gotman J. Epileptic

networks in action: Synchrony between distant hemodynamic responses. Ann

Neurol. (2017) 82:57–66. doi: 10.1002/ana.24973

61. Naftulin JS, Ahmed OJ, Piantoni G, Eichenlaub J-B, Martinet L-E, Kramer

MA, et al. Ictal and preictal power changes outside of the seizure

focus correlate with seizure generalization. Epilepsia. (2018) 59:1398–409.

doi: 10.1111/epi.14449

62. Cunningham CBJ, Goodyear BG, Badawy R, Zaamout F, Pittman DJ, Beers

CA, et al. Intracranial EEG-fMRI analysis of focal epileptiform discharges

in humans. Epilepsia. (2012) 53:1636–48. doi: 10.1111/j.1528-1167.2012.

03601.x

63. Vulliemoz S, Carmichael DW, Rosenkranz K, Diehl B, Rodionov

R, Walker MC, et al. Simultaneous intracranial EEG and fMRI of

interictal epileptic discharges in humans. Neuroimage. (2011) 54:182–90.

doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2010.08.004

64. Aghakhani Y, Beers CA, Pittman DJ, Gaxiola-Valdez I, Goodyear BG, Federico

P. Co-localization between the BOLD response and epileptiform discharges

recorded by simultaneous intracranial EEG-fMRI at 3 T. NeuroImage Clin.

(2015) 7:755–63. doi: 10.1016/j.nicl.2015.03.002

65. Lam AD, Zepeda R, Cole AJ, Cash SS. Widespread changes in network activity

allow non-invasive detection of mesial temporal lobe seizures. Brain. (2016)

139:2679–93. doi: 10.1093/brain/aww198

66. Lam AD, Maus D, Zafar SF, Cole AJ, Cash SS. SCOPE-mTL: A non-

invasive tool for identifying and lateralizing mesial temporal lobe seizures

prior to scalp EEG ictal onset. Clin Neurophysiol. (2017) 128:1647–55.

doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.2017.06.040

67. Spyrou L, Martín-Lopez D, Valentín A, Alarcón G, Sanei S. Detection

of Intracranial Signatures of interictal epileptiform discharges

from concurrent scalp EEG. Int J Neural Syst. (2016) 26:1650016.

doi: 10.1142/S0129065716500167

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was

conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could

be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Lam, Cole and Cash. This is an open-access article distributed

under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,

distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original

author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication

in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use,

distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 10 September 2019 | Volume 10 | Article 959

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2007.01314.x
https://doi.org/10.3171/2018.12.JNS182093
https://doi.org/10.1016/0013-4694(85)91098-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1157.1986.tb03505.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm.4330
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1157.1976.tb03392.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2008.03.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2009.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2013.08.032
https://doi.org/10.1523/ENEURO.0426-17.2018
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-neuro-080317-061725
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-03-00994.2003
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20563
https://doi.org/10.1002/mrm.1243
https://doi.org/10.3389/fneur.2018.00003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00429-015-1075-y
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnagi.2017.00261
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pscychresns.2013.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp.68.1.93
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-2010-101299
https://doi.org/10.1111/anae.14530
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00540-019-02623-7
https://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-161073
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0038-1668077
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20824
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.24973
https://doi.org/10.1111/epi.14449
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2012.03601.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2010.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nicl.2015.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/aww198
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinph.2017.06.040
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129065716500167
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles

	New Approaches to Studying Silent Mesial Temporal Lobe Seizures in Alzheimer's Disease
	Introduction
	Intracranial Recordings With Foramen Ovale (FO) Electrodes
	Placement of FO Electrodes for Recording mTL Activity
	Comparison of FO Electrodes With Other Recording Techniques
	FO Electrode Recordings in Alzheimer's Disease
	Special Considerations Regarding FO Electrode Recordings in Alzheimer's Disease

	Artificial Intelligence Approaches to Studying Mesial Temporal Epileptiform Activity
	Scalp EEG-based Detection of Silent mTL Seizures
	Scalp EEG-based Detection of Silent mTL Spikes

	Conclusion
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	References


