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Usefulness of intraoperative neurophysiological monitoring for supratentorial brain
tumor surgery

Seol-Hee Baek”

Department of Neurology, Korea University Anam Hospital, Seoul, Korea

ABSTRACT

The goals of the supratentorial brain tumor surgery are the maximum resection of the brain tumor lesion and the minimum risk of neurological
complication. Intraoperative neurophysiological monitoring (IONM) is a useful tool for the early detection of possible neurologic deterioration
and the prevention of postoperative neurological complications. Multimodal IONM, including somatosensory evoked potentials (SSEP), motor
evoked potentials, and visual evoked potentials, could be used in supratentorial brain tumor surgery. Brain mapping, especially the motor
cortex and corticospinal tract, could be done by using SSEP and direct cortical and subcortical stimulation. In this review, we discuss IONM
modalities and the efficacy of IONM for supratentorial brain tumor surgery.
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M2 3 &FA3A T A (intraoperative  neurophysiological
monitoring, [ONM)7} 58514 &84 &= it & F40]
ARlojl A BhA¥sH= & 9 F:A1A 9] E%tumor)S & A= AR =K supratentorial brain tumor) $& Al

SHmeniny)olH BsHe PPEY B71 B, OIS BeEls IONME] AR B 8400 oo sl ek
o) oF o= A5, 259, S99 L 75 5 o
o WARITHIL Aol SR AAHEYprimary  E2

brain tumor)2 WA|E(glial cell) 7] €o] 7P @om wH -

AlZZglioblastoma)?] 4% 7kt 2t EAIE k= Ao] 1. HNUZIQETQ|(somatosensory evoked potential,

HEH2]. HEYF & A FHe Ut B2 5% 24 SSEP)

= AAISHAA 71541 2 HESHs Zolth tik oA AR (SSEP)= IONMOA %83t AHAL 5 5}
715802 £33 9498 £87]5%YY(eloquent area)O| Uz S&7)15-d&XA 80 (dorsal column-medial lemni-
2}l gttt RAo R 5t AE AARE-ET A (primary scus pathway)?] 7152 B718 4= = AAlo|t} 5&71%

motor cortex), AZF& BIoh= FAA A2 A(primary EARTE 2 Asa 2 154 A9 SRR, 1

somatosensory cortex), 1012} ©o}7] 7|50 dTd = Hub IHdoA ddd gZAlsEe] wxAly, SHEA44E
AFETH S5, AL 7sd diE 3594 5°] At w=t (dorsal root ganglion), H5=& o551 ﬁi](medulla)

A ZF9 A wt 24EE l% | =21, 5 Alole o =5, o]% WAHdecussation)sto] HIthS: QHE4-R-]
0|59 7|52 gt HESHAA TS gt FAlsH] ¢ £ wt A(thalamus)®] FoI555(ventral postero-
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lateral nucleus)= A4 LA 420] A (primary soma-
tosensory cortex)°ll =23ttt SSEPQ] AF=EELQl= AFR|o]
A BEA1%(median nerve)oltt HZA1H (ulnar nerve)=
A=otal, skl F74E 41 (posterior tibial nerve)o|tt H]
Z41%(peroneal nerve)s A3ttt A= AR RFO
0.2-0.3 ms FAFYA(constant-current pulse)s FH,
A7t 99 38 Ei= 2R 28 Are] HEA A =4
Z(supramaximal intensity)E FtH3l. A=HlEE F2
4.7 = 5.1 Hz& A=3P, 50 T 60 Hz F3Hartifact)
£ Hsp7] f8 50 E+= 609 UGE A=FSHA] §=TH3l.
SSEPQ] 7|2A=2 24| 10-104A412] S4(central) T +7
A 49 Aol YRS CPz, CP3, CP40] A5}, 22417
9] 2= vkl wet CP3%}F CP4+= B5(CPi) e BHiS
(CPo)2oz 7153ItH3). AAISEPY 718452 CPc-CPi,
CPc-Fz, E= CPc-CPzS F& 0|85, SHX|SEP+= CPz-
Fpz, CPz-Fz, E¥ CPz-CPc & A= o83t} SSEP=
obitsld A(nitrous oxide)2t 22 FUTAY FFS o
H, YA skof et 717 A= ZFo] Ha
Sh= QRARS HQItH4,5]. ZEXE(propofol), Hu|wHERL
(remifentanil) 52 ]85t AWl (total interanveous
anesthesia, TIVA)7} HEH6-8]. SSEP= oAl &
FE WA o=t

IONMOJIA] SSEPS] 47| URHaog 3] XFo]
50% oV HAsAY TP FE7|7F 10% oV AdH B¢
o|tH3]. o= TP A aefste] 19 Felmlet
W3} o8 w5 gkt 20194 7ho|=eRRlofAl= Ajd
go] 2 AHHI7F 20% mIThE= 30% o X1E9] A%
Fonlgt Mgk 4= qlom, AfAo| gl B-H(H3} 50%
2= 1ol AAS Fough HEte 7HskRkal AA5H
oH3I.

AR ZOR 20 4] SSEP= E41 313 (central sulcus)
< THokedl REotA &8¥th EdYolR(Rolandic
gyrus) FH $&351= 749 SSEPY A FHFH(phase re-

(grid electrode)o|ut AEH H=Hstrip electrode)& F4]
1FoE Y7 FEo| YXA7|L, YRAES AT
T SEPHRQ FA7E dojus FHE FRISTHIL
Cedzich 52 997 % 98%°llA SSEP HARE A5,
91%0llA1 VIEFAS ERIsti o, 9% A= N20 = P20
1j5go] AAER= Aol TAEJITHI]. Romstock G 230
g9 SXE Ao E SSEPS] S ol 85t FAIH
< SIS A3 92%0A FF3HoE FAIHS IRIT &
UATHI0]. sHARE, F¥2] A7t SAZ] A IAY
F3HolHpostcentral gyrus)oll Y= -Folle oF 85%%

FHEEEde] gl= o] griFos 2 43&S EATH10]

2. 25WT2|(motor evoked potential, MEP)

Lo TIAAMEP)= & § +5AFAE AN = 9L
£ Atk MEP= A7 A Be APEASS S 5 22
L IONMOA= A71A=E oh= Zo] © a8 os A=
o= ot T3 FNEE Rote] Aok AR A ik
of A AFsk= Wo] dem A AFsh= HAF Aol
A u A+ direct cortical stimulation)® T AR
(subcortical stimulation)2 2 JHE 4= k.

1) AEIWM7| K= (transcranial electrical stimulation, TES)

BAENAZIAZHTES) Y A2 vsAZH needle elect-
rode), Z2IAI =8 corkscrew needle electrode)
= EEGHEATS ol8sto] A= 4= Stk dueart 2o
H =2 AFRE QIR 23S Aokt ERol Hed, FE
FATFFHFo| vsd=olY EEGEAZ vlof oA}
W2 oltH{11]. FAMEPS] A=452 =A| 10- 104401
Al C1/C2 Tx= C3/C400 AIRIH11,12]. SHAIMEP A=A
=9 A= HFsHA AL 5= e, Cz/Fz A5E o8
St= A% 4F S MEPE BAl0] A= 4= Qlk= o]
QItH11). A= F=A = anodal stimulation)e] & a4
o|cH13]. TESE &df A=} /Jok]d neh| A2
9] A EJ3t= WA¥sk= D-ago] ARt D-g2 vt
FA Tz6kA] ko, ddx=o R nS S5 4= QA
T 718852 A99(epidural) E+= 95K subdural) M=
= ol-&sto] A= Hjof| A|sfiof HIFRSE eolA 573
5}7] offth. SMEP= A Ot 25004 578 ol A
Ae F2 & 3894 At deles F873Ktibialis
anterior muscle), YA|E7EHEPZ(abductor hallucis
muscle)ollA S43th ZSMEPE ol-8sh= B¢, teEA
A= 2 o83t @A H(interpulse interval)2 2-
4 mso|H, TP trainolAl 3-53] o} BAASE o83t
TH11,12,14]. MEP= D-12 wiA|Q] JFS AA #A]|
9k SMEP= HEAIS] FFE Bt 595 SYrEAl=
1= JAISHEE IONMOA MEPHAIE k= A-%ol= T
sflokstc}15,16). AlAZAFHA(neuromascular blockabe)
© TSMEP BgS AR 7hatt AMSSHA| Q= Alo]
Z 01} HEAAZXHA|(partial neuromuscular blockade)
+ ZAg AR stollA AT 4= ltH16]. oFHAAR
(opioidtt AeM(ketamin) 52 ZSMEP°|| 4gfo| &2
HoltH16]. TSMEP FHAolA= ZEXET ol H{AAIE
o]-g35F MUl HILETH13].

TEMEP Tfo] &4s] AAH FeE 9 AHa|soly,
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u7IEe] W) UL S F GTH EL AAHCL v
of 733k olEQAAIILH17). EMEP TRgo] 50% ol st
A9E 38 AL7)2ITHI7). MEP A3e] 9517} Folais
A9E 8 BINE F sholeh

2) AMIOEX=(direct cortical stimulation)

AZJu A= duFdol 25949 F871539l
U BF F871599Y AAE gRlstar, FUF EAH
& ZHolk=t ZFol "ot AR Alofle ==
(anodal stimulation)2 Al3¥sk= Zo| a3t&o|ct. 21
A= W 27HA] A= o] Q1T Pentfield WPyt
Taniguchi ¥#Ho|tH18]. Penfield B2 193740 A<
27N, 1991807 IONMoY| SHA| 74 =]Qlct. F=247t
(Bipolar probe)g& ©85t% 50 &+ 60 Hzol ¥l A=
o1, AU (pulse width)+= 200-1,000 us, A=AI7E 2
-5z A2 A=IIH18]l. Taniguchi WS th=Eizt
(monopolar probe)E &3l 250-500 Hz9| HIE=Z =3}
], AU (pulse width)= 500 ps, AFAIZES 20 psolth
(18]. 7 BT A= = 1 mAQA Aldbsto] @A 2o
2 =94 F9 20 mA E= T (after discharge)o] &
g 7pA] S7HAZIGHI8]. wE AR electrocortico-
graphy)E 3 Algste] A= & sk S (after
discharge) o 9 F#9] T4 o|RE z7]q gRlck= A
o] Zrt.

3) LGk (subcortical stimulation)

A= AHLEE AAE FRIok=t R-83t
AAelot. AAMTEE AR AT 3A HEA] kot 3
A= Alol= =& cathodal stimulation)S = Z
o] aIAo[tH19]. TR} FEMALE o]-85to] 7t
7} 50 Hz 9825 s3T5, A= 4
msy& APer A5 Blusie o, dEENHAE ol8s
SEARSE AR 9ol 7P A= Aot wWekow, o
e} o ARLE L MEPTFEO] T 2 5T A
= EAtH20]. HEHSE B3l A=7olA Hads27t
A AYE A& & e, A5 A= 1 mA F A=E
TAHLE Alo]o] AZ|7F 1 mm A& ol 0= ALkt
& SITH19.211.

3. AjQeiTe|(visual evoked potential, VEP)
NZEASVEPYE AZ742E Alshed] $-83 A4
oot Al 2= Yo| kS ASstH E/38H=7] AR
Shct, ke WS $2801 AR S A E(rod cell)
9} L&A Z(cone cel)E ZF3E o] Ao AlmZo= 14

¢

£

Eof glom, Wl A= o]F FEAIE AX A4 CE MY
o, o]& AJAA WX optic chiasm), A7dZ(optic tract),
7IEE=A(lateral geniculate body), AlZEA4Hoptic
radiation)& A4 TFHY LA I (primary visual
cortex)2. &2 HLHTH22]. VEPE A=ok= v w2t 4
H(flash), ¥ onset/offset, IEEH (pattern reversal) S
2 ET 5= Qlo22]. Rty os ofFff fRjoA AlFsh=
AAks tiegbd VEPA|EE IONMOlAE 384 VEPE A
B3Itk Aol= IONMF Ald¥sk= VEP= AfdAdo] Wil
37} Alsto] IONMe] &-8st710] Algte] irH23,24]. 514
9k 23T LEDE o]8st] B3RS = 4% FHo]
1 Af@do] =2 VEP 1S E53 4= Utk d+27=0]
B 1= tH25,26]. Kodama 52 LEDE ©l&ste 0-175
mCd =9 Y3 AFA= VEP ZAIE AFsHL, 5378
9] EHZF 10670 )l A=t 2k, 10370(97%)2] =4
APH o2 0YE AESIATH25]. Sasaki 5= 10092 &
A diO& LEDE 3o 500-20,000 Lx =9 AgA=
VEP ZHAIE Al38et A3t 187709 =ollA] P&l T3S &
E51TH26). IONMOA VEPE A=HIEE F 1 Hz WIER
A5k, ZF A= 717 10-20 msec®]tH25,26]. VEPL}:
SHA| kA 9 A A electroretinography) S Alg8shd W&}
o] gato]l Hs| A=t =A] Ielok=t] o] Hrt. 7]
242 international 10-20 system©l| e} 9JR5H=d],
FE A 90l AL A2 A, e FFE L SFE SOz,
01, 02), Z2#aL m89] 7keH| Cz, Fz A= YIAAIXITH
EofE W2 SRR 2ok MO A5, 2 355 39S 7|
Fog 2} ¢ 75 cm HH22 10, RO A, TF5 54
S 71F0%2 F, ¢ 710 cm ZHEO2 LT, RT A, 1283
FHE5A(nion)A 12 cm Aol AFAELA(midline
frontal) A=E F+= WE Qo VEPL 75 ms FofA]
PA== negative peak(N75)2} 100 ms A oA FA= =
positive peak(P100)] peak-to-peak AZO & H7IE st
o} VEP g2 wiEA|9] ks Wol ftoH = 4% VEP
TAIE MBS whi= viA] Agof AgsfoF girt. 2E &
Al AR VEPY T@S AAIAZIH, opitabEa
(nitrous oxide)2} T2 FUUIAIE VEP 9] 74 € &
AL 2t 4= QIt}27,28]. T2 X E(propofol) 2-3 g/
mL= VEPY Z1Fo]| o] §lout 4 pg/mLojlAl= FHast
7] AZ3IcH29]. Blebd(fentanyl), R]HEFL (remifenta-
nil), Z2EEE o]83t FHAMulH(total intravenous
anesthesia)2 VEPO|| H|z]= F&Fo] &2 Ho|t}H30,31].
IONMOJIA VEPS] 4117|152 VEPS] HZEo] 50% o4t 7t
ASEAY VEP 1hago] AAE A-9oltt. Sasaki 5= N70-
P100 #2187 1Eo] 50% oV T7F Ts AT BE
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ofw]et tHE} ot e S VEP g Hsprt
9o} 2% T A]7|50] AolE Hol A9 1.2%(2/169)%
QC’JQS&EHZG]. & $ VEP 1go] 3% glo] 50% oV %

?

a9 F9= 14719] olA FEEeH, B e 3o
A7159 ool A= AH26]. Kodama 5= N70-P100

137k 7Zo] 50% o4t AT H-E fou|gt BislE £
Fololedl, % 3 VEP 339 Bisht glglouy o4 § A
7159] AslE Hol AL 1.1%(1/93), 3|E glo] 50% o4t
9] Mgt TEE Aol BF & T A5 ¥sht
TEEQITH7/7)(25]. Gutzwiller 5& 20% o4+ XZo] Zha
3 A5 Fojulgt Hole ERaHEd, 62.5%(5/8)2] Tzt
9} 83.8%9] FAgEEE HFATH32]. Tao 52 N75-
P100 - 7F AE E= P100-N145 3@ 7E #EZ0] 50%
o} Zradhe B9 fouist Wstz HFel3on, N75-
P100 33zt AFofA Fomft Hol= 5 & A7159]
ool WL 2=H|(odds ratio)7t 12.971(95% Al=413t
3.31049.426)& %ﬂﬂﬂﬂuﬂ P100-N145 147 A=
oA Fejuldt Msh= & F A17159 ool WA 24|
7} 4.828(95% A1=F7E 1.313-17.753) 2.2 ERI=|ITHA3].

% WSk A4A £42 270 Bt
3 4 F TS A F85 Aol hie

O A A]ﬁ o]—X—] _?lf_)r?_‘_o] tﬂ-/\g%_]- H
= sielsha, 445 9l
3 4 HABSok Bk, it AAPPES 0182 IONM
° AUYPREFrEIA Y] FRII5IGS 1S Tl
I, 4% F WSS AAENS 2710] WSk AT
% g Ble] 5 5 WA s ASH S Hasls

< 783 282 =+ At
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