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ABSTRACT 

Objectives 

To investigate the relationship between N20-P25 peak-to-peak amplitude (N20p-P25p) of Somatosensory 

Evoked Potentials (SEPs) and the occurrence of abnormalities of the peripheral and/or central sensory 

pathways and of myoclonus/epilepsy, in 308 patients with increased SEPs amplitude from upper limbs 

stimulation 

Methods 

We compared cortical response (N20p-P25p) in different groups of patients identified by demographic, 

clinical and neurophysiological factors and performed a cluster analysis for classifying the natural occurrence 

of subgroups of patients. 

Results 

No significant differences of N20p-P25p were found among different age-dependent groups, and in patients 

with or without PNS/CNS abnormalities of sensory pathways, while myoclonic/epileptic patients showed 

higher N20p-P25p than other groups. Cluster analysis identified four clusters including patients with 

myoclonus/epilepsy, patients with central sensory abnormalities, patients with peripheral sensory 

abnormalities, patients with neither myoclonus nor sensory abnormalities. 

Conclusions 

Increased N20p-P25p correlated to different pathophysiological conditions: strong cortical hyperexcitability in 

patients with cortical myoclonus and/or epilepsy and enlarged N20p-P25p, while milder increase of N20p-

P25p could be underpinned by plastic cortical changes following abnormalities of sensory pathways, or 

degenerative process involving the cortex. SEPs increased in amplitude cannot be considered a specific 

correlated for myoclonus/epilepsy, but it in several neurological disorders may represent a sign of adaptive, 

plastic and/or degenerative cortical changes. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Somatosensory Evoked Potentials (SEPs) are a well-established neurophysiological technique for the 

evaluation of the somatosensory pathways from peripheral nerve to cortex.[1]  Without considering their role 

in the intensive care unit,[2] SEPs are largely used in the diagnostic workup of the neurological diseases 

affecting the Central Nervous System (CNS)[1] and, albeit some cautions, even in those affecting the 

Peripheral Nervous System (PNS), as a complementary tool of ElectroNeuroGraphy (ENG), in revealing the 

abnormalities of the proximal tract of PNS.[3] 

First described by Dowson,[4] SEPs increased in amplitude (SEPIA), the so-called “giant SEPs”, have been 

usually related to cortical myoclonus and especially to Progressive Myoclonic Epilepsies (PMEs).[5-7] 

Among others, giant SEPs were reported in anoxic brain injury,[8] epilepsy,[9] Creutzfeldt-Jakob Disease 

(CJD)[10] and neuronal ceroid lipofuscinosis [11]. Our group contributed to clarify the relationship between 

cortical hyperexcitability, reflex myoclonus and SEPIA.[12-13] 

However, the finding of SEPIA without any evidence of myoclonus or epilepsy is not uncommon in the daily 

clinical practice, albeit “sporadic” in literature, as suggested by few studies on Multiple System Atrophy 

(MSA),[14] Progressive Supranuclear Palsy (PSP),[15] Autosomal Recessive Cerebellar Ataxia type 3,[16] 

Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis (ALS) and Motor Neuron Diseases (MND),[17]. Especially two recent works 

[18,19] reopened the debate on the SEPIA and their clinical significance: the vast majority [19] or all of the 

patients [18] included in these samples suffered from various non-epileptic and non-myoclonic disorders, 

implicitly suggesting that SEPIA are not exclusively related neither to epilepsy and/or reflex cortical 

myoclonus not to a definite disease. Unfortunately, it is still poorly understood the relationship between 

SEPIA and the abnormalities of central and peripheral sensory pathways and the presence of myoclonus 

and epilepsy, as well as the possible significance in the daily clinical practice of SEPIA in patients without 

myoclonus or epilepsy.  

Hence, we retrospectively evaluated all the SEPs performed in an extended sample of adult patients 

collected in our laboratory in the latest 2.5 years. Data of SEPs were related to diagnosis, presence/absence 

of sensory conduction abnormalities and presence/absence of myoclonus/epilepsy. Finally, to explore 

natural subgroups in our cohort, we performed a cluster analysis to establish particular grouping of 

individuals based on their features. 

 

METHODS 

Patients and data collection 

 

We retrospectively evaluated all (2365) the SEPs performed for diagnostic purposes in our laboratory at the 

Neurological Institute “Carlo Besta” of Milan, from 2019, January 1st, to 2021, June 30th.  

We included all the people with age > 14 years who completed SEPs examination in standard laboratory 

setting, with the exception of patients with disorder of consciousness and/or in intensive care unit. We 

identified patients with earlier cortical response for upper limbs stimulation (N20p-P25p) exceeding 7.44 μV 

in at least one side of stimulation, i.e., the mean value + 3 standard deviations (SD) of our internal normative 
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data for SEPs evoked from contralateral median nerve stimulation (normative value of N20p-P25p 4.26+1.06 

μV) [1,25]. Patients were included in the sample only once.  

For all the patients selected we collected the following data: age, diagnosis and diagnostic group (see 

below), presence/absence of cortical myoclonus and/or epilepsy and of abnormalities of CNS/PNS sensory 

conduction, N20p-P25p for both side of stimulation.  

 

Diagnosis and diagnostic groups 

 

All the patients were organized in 16 groups including different neurological diseases (table 1), i.e. 

autoimmune disorders affecting CNS (CNS-IMM); leucoencephalopaties (CNS-LEUCO); CNS tumors (CNS-

TUM); vascular encephalopathies (CNS-VASC); cognitive disorders (COG.DIS); epileptic and/or myoclonic 

syndromes (EPI-MYO); hereditary spastic paraparesis (HSP); motor neuron diseases (MND); myopathies 

and disorders of the neuromuscular junction (MYOP); neuropathies (NEUROP); Parkinson disease (PD), 

parkinsonisms and related disorders (PARK), spino-cerebellar ataxia (SCA); disorders affecting the spine 

(SPINE). Patients affected by a neurological disease not included in the previous lists were included in “other 

neurological disease” (OTHER-NEU); patients with functional symptoms without definite neurological 

diseases/syndromes were included in the group of “non-organic” (NON-ORGANIC); patients without a 

definite diagnosis or with two or more neurological diseases/syndromes were included in 

“unknown/undetermined” (UNK/UND). 

 

Table 1. Overview of the diagnosis for all patients and their inclusion into groups 

Etiological group (N patients) 

CNS-IMM (30) 
Autoimmune Encephalitis (2), Autoimmune Limbic Encephalitis (1), Devic 
Syndrome (2), RR-Multiple Sclerosis (16), PP-Multiple Sclerosis (1), SP- Multiple 
Sclerosis (1), Myelitis (5), Isolated Optic Neuritis (2) 

CNS-LEUCO (12) 
Adrenomyeloneuropathy (2), Alexander disease (1), Adrenoleucodystrophy (7), 
Undertemined leucoencephalopaty (2) 

CNS-TUM (13) Ependymoma (3), Meningioma (3), Metastasis (3), Ependimoma (3), Neurinoma (1) 

CNS-VASC (7) 
Vascular encephalopathy [ischemic] (3), Lacunar stroke [ischemic] (2), Hemorragic 
stroke (2) 

COG DIS (23) 
Alzheimer disease and mixed dementia (3), Fahr Syndrome (1), Fronto-temporal 
dementia(5), Idiopathic normal-pressure hydrocephalus (3), Lewy-Body Dementia 
(1), Prion disease-CJD (8), Prion disease-FFI (1), Prion disease-GSS (1) 

EPI-MYO (20) 

15q11.2 duplication (1), Aicardi syndrome (1), Neuronal ceroid lipofuscinosis-3 (1), 
Progressive myoclonic epilepsy type 1 (2), Jeavons syndrome (1), Juvenile 
myoclonic epilepsy (1), KCNA1 mutation (1), KCNA2 mutation (1), SCNA1 mutation 
(1), Sialidosis  (1), Undetermined epileptic/myoclonic syndrome (9) 

HSP (10) 
KIF1A-mutation (1), Spastic Paraplegia type-4 (2), Spastic Paraplegia type-5 (1), 
Undetermined hereditary progressive paraparesis (6) 

MND (50) 

Genetic forms of MND – ARGHX (1), Genetic forms of MND – C9ORF72 (2), 
Genetic forms of MND – OPTN (1), Genetic forms of MND – RUNX2 (1), Genetic 
forms of MND – SOD1 (2), Genetic forms of MND – TARDBP (1), Genetic forms of 
MND – UBQLN2 (1), Sporadic- Bulbar onset ALS (8), Sporadic- Limb onset ALS 
(24), Post-polio Syndrome (1), Primary Lateral Sclerosis (7) 

MYOP (13) Myotonic dystrophy type 1 (1), Inclusion body myositis (1), Myasthenia gravis (3), 
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Stiff-person syndrome (3), Undetermined myopathy (5) 

NEUROP (18) 

Brachial plexus neuritis (2), Alcoholic neuropathy (1), Anti-MAG peripheral 
neuropathy (1), Diabetic neuropathy (2), Hereditary sensory-motor neuropathy (2), 
MGUS related neuropathy (1), Amyloidosis (1), Vincristine-induced peripheral 
neuropathy (1), Small fiber neuropathy (1), Postherpetic neuralgia (1), 
Undetermined neuropathy (5) 

PARK (28) 
Corticobasal degeneration (4), Multiple system atrophy (14), Parkinson Disease (3), 
Progressive Supranuclear Palsy (4), Vascular Parkinsonism (2), Undetermined 
parkinsonism (1) 

SCA (8) 
Autosomal recessive cerebellar ataxia 2 (1), CANVAS (1), Undetermined spino-
cerebellar ataxia (6) 

SPINE (32) 
Chiari Malformation type 1 (2), Spinal Arteriovenous Fistula (2), Discal herniation 
[cervical] (1), Discal herniation [lumbar] (2), Hirayama disease (3), Traumatic injury 
(2), Spinal stenosis (20) 

OTHER-NEU (20) 
AMPPE (1), Bechet disease (1), Dystonia (2), Fibromyalgia (2), Headache (4), 
Neurosyphilis (1), Combined sclerosis [carential] (3), Paraneoplastic neurological 
syndromes (3), Essential tremor (3) 

NON-ORGANIC (9) Non-organic disorders 
UNK/UND (15) Unknown or undetermined etiology 
Legend: RR = Relapsing–Remitting; PP = primary progressive; SP = secondary progressive; CJD = 
Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease; FFI = Fatal familial insomnia; GSS= Gerstmann-Sträussler-Scheinker disease; 
MND = Motor Neuron Disease; ALS = Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis; MGUS = Monoclonal Gammopathy 
of Undetermined Significance; CANVAS = Cerebellar Ataxia with Neuropathy and bilateral Vestibular 
Areflexia Syndrome; AMPPE = Acute multifocal placoid pigment epitheliopathy 
 

Somatosensory Evoked Potentials 

 

SEPs examination were performed according to the recommendations for the clinical use of SEPs.[1] Data 

were collected with Nicolet EDX system, Natus Neurology, Middleton, WI, USA, at sampling frequency of 2 

kHz and filtered in 5–2000 Hz band. The value of the N20p-P25p for the upper limbs SEPs was collected for 

the subsequent analysis. 

Two clinical neurophysiologists (DRS and DC) revised SEPs and, in 201 of the total 308 patients, ENG, in 

order to assess abnormalities of the CNS and/or PNS sensory pathway. The raters independently evaluated 

SEPs and ENG, classifying them in a dichotomic way, i.e. presence or absence of CNS and/or PNS sensory 

abnormalities, respectively. In case of disagreement, they reviewed the examinations together, until a shared 

decision was reached. 

 

Statistical analysis 

 

In order to analyze difference of N20p-P25p amplitude related to age, gender and groups of patients with or 

without epilepsy/myoclonus, CNS and PNS sensory pathways abnormalities, Kruskall-Wallis and Mann–

Whitney U tests were used. To analyze difference of N20p-P25p related to age, we divided the sample in 

age-related quartiles. Patients without ENG were excluded from the comparison of N20p-P25p amplitude; 

viceversa, for the cluster analysis, we assumed these patients were without PNS sensory abnormalities, for 

the normality of the peripheral response in the SEPs examination and the lacking of sensory symptoms. 
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To identify the natural occurrence of subgroups of patients, a two-step cluster analysis with Schwarz's 

Bayesian Criterion was applied considering age, presence of epilepsy/myoclonus, presence of abnormalities 

in CNS and/or PNS pathways and left and right SEP amplitudes. This is a hybrid approach to determine the 

number of clusters based on a statistical measure of fit and to use both categorical and continuous variables 

at the same time. To verify whether the clusters were different from one another, we performed statistical 

analysis using Kruskall-Wallis and chi-square tests with the cluster group as between-subjects factor. All of 

the statistical analyses were carried out using Statistical Package for the Social Sciences software, version 

27 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, U.S.A); p-values of < 0.05 were considered statistically significant. 

 

RESULTS 

 

Characteristics of the sample and descriptive statistics 

 

All the data are summarized in table 2, figure 1 and figure 2. 

 

Table 2. Data summary grouped by age-related quartiles and by etiological groups  

 
Numb
er of 

patient
s 

Age 
(years) 

Sex 
(M/F) 

N20p-P25p 
amplitude (μV) Sensory 

CNS 
abnormaliti

es (Y/N) 

Sensory PNS 
abnormalities 

(Y/N/undetermin
ed) 

Presence 
of 

epilepsy 
and/or 

myoclon
us (Y/N) 

Left Right 

Age quartiles 

First 79 14-46 33/46 9.9±4.3 9.8±3.7 21/58 6/38/35 19/60 

Second 72 47-59 29/43 8.6±2.5 9.0±2.6 23/49 10/33/29 8/64 

Third 77 60-68 30/47 9.6±3.0 9.3±3.2 35/42 17/41/19 7/70 

Fourth 80 69-91 31/49 9.4±3.0 9.9±3.6 42/38 19/37/24 6/74 

 308 14-91 
123/18

5 
9.4±3.3 9.5±3.3 122/186 52/151/105 40/268 

Etiological groups 

CNS-
IMM 

32 
45.6+17.

9 
6/26 9.1±1.7 9.0±3.2 18/14 1/4/27 2/30 

CNS-
LEUCO 

12 
27.5+18.

8 
9/3 9.8±3.9 9.5±2.5 8/4 2/10/0 4/8 

CNS-
TUM 

10 
57.4+16.

0 
5/5 8.0±2.5 8.3±3.2 7/3 1/2/7 1/9 

CNS-
VASC 

7 
63.1+16.

6 
2/5 9.7±4.6 9.8±1.2 4/3 0/1/6 0/7 
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COG.DI
S 

23 66.9+9.0 10/13 9.1±1.6 9.2±2.3 6/17 1/8/14 10/13 

EPI-
MYO 

20 
28.4+19.

4 
8/12 

13.9±6.
7 

12.1±5.
6 

4/16 3/6/11 20/0 

HSP 10 
43.7+21.

6 
6/4 

10.7±4.
1 

8.9±3.3 1/9 0/7/3 0/10 

MND 49 
62.4+13.

2 
16/33 8.5±2.0 8.7±2.2 16/32 4/45/0 0/49 

MYOP 13 
56.2+19.

9 
6/7 8.5±1.4 9.1±1.9 3/10 1/12/0 0/13 

NEURO
P 

18 
62.3+20.

2 
11/7 9.1±2.2 9.5±2.5 5/13 18/0/0 0/18 

PARK 28 69.4+8.1 11/17 9.8±4.3 
10.1±3.

3 
11/17 4/15/9 2/26 

SCA 8 60.0+5.9 3/5 9.3±1.6 7.9±3.0 7/1 1/4/3 2/6 

SPINE 32 
56.4+18.

9 
13/19 9.4±2.6 9.8±4.1 17/15 10/14/8 1/31 

OTHER-
NEU 

22 
53.0+18.

8 
9/13 9.2±2.5 9.3±3.0 9/13 2/11/9 0/22 

NON-
ORGANI
C 

9 
54.3+16.

7 
1/8 9.0±3.7 

11.6±4.
8 

0/9 0/4/5 0/9 

UND/UN
K 

15 
58.7+17.

6 
7/8 9.2+3.1 

10.2+3.
6 

5/10 3/3/9 0/15 

 308 
55.3±19.

7 
123/18

5 
9.4±3.3 9.5±3.3 122/186 52/151/105 40/268 

 

We identified 308 patients (123 males, mean age 55.2 years, range 14-91 years) with SEPIA. Mean N20p-

P25p was 9.4 + 3.3 and 9.5 + 3.3 μV for left and right median nerve stimulation, respectively. A minority of 

them showed abnormalities of the CNS or PNS sensory pathways (39.6% and 16.6%, respectively). Epilepsy 

and/or myoclonus occurred only in the 13.0% of the patients. 

The main group of patients were MND (15,9% of the total), followed by CNS-IMM and SPINE (for both, 

10.3% of the total), PARK (9.1% of the total), COG.DIS (7.5% of the total), EPI-MYO (6.2% of the total) and 

NEUROP (5.8% of the total). With the exception of the OTHER-NEU group (7.1% of the total), a group 

composed of patients with various etiologies, no other group reached 5% of the total. Patients with 

unknown/undetermined diagnosis were 4.9% of the total. 

 

 

Statistical analysis  
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N20p-P25p were neither significantly different in presence of CNS alterations (left: U=6411, p=0.779; right: 

U=6492, p=0.676) nor PNS alterations (left: U=11083, p=0.763; right: U=10338, p=0.201), while it was 

significantly higher in patients with epilepsy and/or myoclonus (left: 9.06±2.73 µV vs. 11.81±5.24 µV, 

U=3125, p<0.001; right: 9.28±3.08 µV vs. 11.07±4.29 µV, U=3731.5, p=0.002). See table 2 for details. 

The asymmetric distribution of the sample across ages caused different interval of ages for the quartiles: 14-

46 (N=79, 26.3±11.7 years), 47-59 (N=72, 54.2±3.4 years), 60-68 (N=77, 64.7±2.5 years, 69-91 (N=80, 

75.6±4.6 years). No differences in N20p-P25p were found among quartiles, (left: H(3)=5.92, p=0.115; right: 

H(3)=3.06, p=0.383, table 2). 

Excluding groups consisting of less than 10 subjects or with unknown etiology, a statistically significant 

difference in SEP amplitudes between the different etiological was found only for left side (H(9) = 18.89, p = 

0.026). Post-hoc test revealed that patients with myoclonus or epilepsy had greater left N20p-P25p 

amplitudes with respect to all the other groups. 

 

Clusters analysis 

 

Data of cluster analysis are summarized in table 3 and figure 3. 

Table 3.  Cluster analysis 

 Cluster 
#1 

Cluster 
#2 

Cluster 
#3 

Cluster 
#4 p Post-hoc test 

Number of patients 124 52 46 86 

Age (years) 52.3+18.5 45.4+24.4 64.6+18.5 60.4+17.0 H(3)=31.3, 
p<0.001 

p<0.001 between 
#1 and #3, #4; 

p<0.001 between 
#2 and #3, #4 

Gender (M/F) 40/84 20/32 25/21 38/48  

N20p-P25p 
amplitude 

(μV) 

Left 8.5+1.8 13.0+5.3 9.1+2.5 8.8+2.2 H(3)=47.8, 
p<0.001 

p<0.001 between 
#2 and #1,#3,#4 

Right 9.2+2.2 12.5+5.2 9.3+2.7 8.4+2.4 H(3)=31.0, 
p<0.001 

p<0.001 between 
#2 and #1,#3,#4 

PNS abnormalities 
(Y/N) 0/124 6/46 46/0 0/86 χ2(3,308)=270.2, 

p<0.001 

CNS abnormalities 
(Y/N) 0/124 14/38 21/25 86/0 χ2(3,308)=217.3, 

p<0.001 
Presence of 

seizures/myoclonus 
(Y/N) 

0/124 40/12 0/46 0/86 χ2(3,308)=226.3, 
p<0.001 

Number of patients per etiological group 

CNS-IMM 12 3 1 16 

χ2(45,308)=293.9, 
p<0.001 

CNS-LEUCO 2 5 1 4 
CNS-TUM 2 0 1 7 
CNS-VASC 2 1 0 4 

COG.DIS 8 10 0 5 
EPI-MYO 0 20 0 0 
HSP 6 3 0 1 

MND 30 0 4 15 
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MYOP 10 0 1 2 
NEUROP 0 0 18 0 

PARK 13 4 4 7 
SCA 1 1 2 4 
SPINE 11 3 10 8 

OTHER-NEU 11 0 2 9 

NON-ORGANIC 8 1 0 0 
UNK/UND 8 1 2 4 
 

The two-steps cluster analysis identified four clusters, with the ratio largest/smallest clusters 2.70 (124: 46 

patients). Patients included in the cluster#1 showed no abnormalities of CNS or PNS sensory pathways and 

absence of epilepsy and myoclonus. In cluster #2 most of the patients had epilepsy and/or myoclonus. All 

the patients included in cluster #3 showed PNS abnormalities of the sensory pathways; in cluster #4 all the 

patients showed abnormalities of CNS sensory pathways. 

Post-hoc tests revealed that the differences were significant for the following parameters: both clusters #1 

and #2 had patients younger than #3, #4, patients of cluster #2 had N20p-P25p higher than #1, #3 and #4, 

while there were no significant differences in the male/female ratio between the clusters. Moreover, clusters 

differed from each other for the presence/absence of CNS and PNS abnormalities, epilepsy and/or 

myoclonus and for the composition of patients. 

DISCUSSION 

 

Characteristics of the whole sample and statistical analysis 

 

Characteristics of our sample were comparable to similar studies,[18,19] even if there was a higher 

prevalence of SEPIA in our group. The mean age of our population was similar to [19], while patients 

included in [18] were older. The predominance of females in our sample was probably related to the higher 

prevalence of some diseases, as autoimmune diseases, in the female population. Anyway, no significant 

differences of N20p-P25p related to age or sex and between patients with or without CNS or PNS sensory 

abnormalities were found.  

In literature the term “SEPIA” and “giant SEPs” are indifferently used. Despite in former works reporting 

myoclonic patients, the term giant SEPs was restricted to a N20p-P25p reaching very high values (>15 μV), 

[12,13] in more recently ones [18,19] the same nomenclature has also been adopted for much smaller SEP 

amplitude. We think therefore that the term "giant" is more suitable for very enlarged SEPs amplitude, 

usually related to the presence of myoclonus, while “increased” can be referred to SEPs with only a mild 

increase with respect to the normative data; this subtle difference is not only lexical, because it might imply 

different pathophysiological conditions. In order to avoid misunderstandings, in our study we preferred to use 

SEPIA, because we included both myoclonic and non-myoclonic patients and because we could not to 

propose a limit value to differentiate between the ”increased” and the “giant” SEPs (even considering 

confounding factors which we could not disentangle retrospectively, such as the intake of antiepileptic 

drugs). We found that myoclonic/epileptic patients had a significantly higher N20p-P25p with respect to other 

patients, confirming that an uncommonly large, “giant” cortical response to somatosensory input is usually 

related to the presence of myoclonus/epilepsy.  
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In the same line, according to our interpretation of the cluster analysis, SEPIA could be related to different 

pathophysiological conditions: a “strong” cortical hyperexcitability reflected in the very large N20p-P25p, in 

cortical myoclonus and, albeit to a lesser extent, epilepsy, as in patients of #2; “mild” cortical hyperexcitability 

related to a degenerative process involving cortex, as in patients of #1 or to plastic (maladaptive) cortical 

changes following PNS or CNS abnormalities of sensory pathways, as in patients of #3 or #4, respectively.  

Patients included in #2 were associated with cortical hyperexcitability for a long time, as for PMEs and other 

myoclonic[6-7,15] or epileptic syndromes,[12] prion diseases, [10] and some forms of parkinsonism with 

myoclonus.[20] In these patients, SEPIA are related to an abnormal response to the input occurring in the 

somatosensory and motor primary cortex due to their “intrinsic” hyperexcitability,[21] further enhanced by a 

cortical-subcortical (thalamic) loop.[22] This pathophysiological aberrant circuitry is also involved in the 

genesis of the reflex cortical myoclonus.[6-7,12,22] 

In patients included in # 3 and # 4, SEPIA are related to plastic changes in somatosensory cortex following 

alterations in the body representation, due to peripheral and/or central body-brain pathways abnormalities. 

As demonstrated in studies based on functional neuroimaging, a remapping of the cortical somatotopy is 

present in patients following limb amputation[23] or brachial plexus avulsion,[24] in spinal cord injury,[25] in 

MS,[26] in stroke,[27]  and in neuropathic painful syndromes.[28] The plastic changes to sensory deprivation, 

with deafferented areas replaced by neighbouring representations, result in a remodelling of the boundaries 

of the body map of the somatosensory cortex.[25] Some works even stated that these plastic changes could 

be maladaptive [25,29], thus contributing to secondary pathological conditions, such as hyperalgesia, 

allodynia, and neuropathic pain and phantom sensations.[23] To date, little is known about the link between 

SEPIA, (maladaptive) plastic changes after damage of the sensory pathways and the occurrence of sensory 

symptoms. Interestingly, temporary deafferentiation determines increase of earlier components of SEPs, 

included N20 and P25.[30-31] Hence, we could speculate that partial deafferentation of somatosensory 

cortex may produce a similar increase in the patients of clusters #3 and #4. Indeed, #3 and #4 were 

populated by patients with peripheral neuropathies (NEUROP) and with abnormalities of the ascending 

sensory pathways (SPINE, SCA, CNS-LEUCO, most CNS-IMM groups), respectively.  

In cluster #1 no patients showed abnormalities of sensory pathways, myoclonus or epilepsy. Hence, we 

assume that in cluster #1 SEPIA were related to pathophysiological (degenerative?) changes occurring at 

the cortical or cortico-subcortical level, as for the patients included in the MND and PARK groups (included 

MSA, PSP) and with primary dementia. Few studies assessed the presence of SEPIA in neurodegenerative 

diseases: patients affected by ALS had a larger N20p-P25p, with respect to the healthy subjects; moreover, 

median survival time after examination was shorter in the group of ALS with N20p-P25p greater than 8 

μV.[17] This large N20p-P25p was interpreted as a sign of cortical hyperexcitability in the sensorimotor 

cortical areas in the first stages of ALS, due to the early loss of cortical interneurons, preceding the loss of 

the upper motor neuron. SEPIA was found in PSP[15] and in MSA;[14] again, this finding probably reflected 

a mild form of cortical hyperexcitability. To our knowledge, no other studies focused on SEPIA, even if it is 

well known that unbalancing of the cortical excitability is present in several neurodegenerative disorders, 

including dementia Alzheimer type, sporadic ALS, fronto-temporal dementia, PD and parkinsonisms,[32] in 

MS [33] and in genetic form of ALS/FTD patients.[34] All together these data corroborate our hypothesis.  
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At individual level, two or more processes could contribute in determining presence of SEPIA, especially for 

diseases in which both a degenerative cortical process and an involvement of CNS sensory pathways are 

expected, such as ALS, MSA, MS.   

Not all patients fit fully into our interpretative model; some patients in #2 showed neither myoclonus nor 

epilepsy: the inclusion in this cluster probably depended by the large N20p-P25p amplitude which have 

influenced the composition of #2. Then, sensory abnormalities in myopathies and in neuromuscular junction 

diseases are largely underestimated, even in neurophysiological examinations.[35] Hence, the patients in 

group MYOP probably showed increased N20p-P25p as a result of plastic changes related to sensory 

abnormalities, as example proprioceptive, due to the myopathy; their inclusion in #1 was due to the fact that 

these abnormalities were unrevealed by conventional neurophysiological examination. 

 

The possible use of SEPs increased in amplitude in the clinical context 

 

In our case series, different neurological disorders were represented, validating the hypothesis that SEPIA 

could not be considered per se as neither a marker of a specific disease, nor of a sign (myoclonus) and nor 

to a definite pathophysiological process. Nevertheless, some useful information can be obtained for clinical 

use by the presence of SEPIA: our data open a window in considering SEPIA more than a “simple” 

neurophysiological sign of cortical myoclonus and, even considering that SEP examination is a low-cost, 

largely used technique, we propose it as a first-level diagnostic tool for all the conditions in which a 

degenerative or plastic rearrangement of somatosensory cortex can be hypothesized; especially in non-

myoclonic patients, the occurrence of a large N20p-P25p should induce clinicians to further investigate a 

possible degenerative process involving somato(motor) cortex considering the clinical, neurophysiological 

and neuroradiological picture as a whole.In ALS patients, SEPIA highlight subclinical early cortical 

involvement and a worse prognosis;[17] in parkinsonisms, SEPIA are probably more frequent in MSA and 

PSP than in PD; in cognitive disorders, very large N20p-P25p strongly relates to a prion disease (first of all 

CJD).  

Furthermore, the existence of patients with functional disorders with SEPIA, was certainly the most 

counterintuitive finding of our study, because it is problematic to imagine for them adaptive or degenerative 

cortical changes. Anyway, other Authors[19] reported in their sample some cases which could be referred to 

“functional” disorders. Gurses et al. [36] reported a single case-report of a very large increased of the P25 

component in a patient with a motor conversion disorder, while another child showed transient 

disappearance of cortical response to the stimulation of the lower limbs associated to transient 

paraparesis;[37] moreover, imagined paralysis decreased SEP amplitude even in healthy subjects.[38] 

Although contradictory, all these studies endorse the hypothesis that changes in bodily self-representation 

can modulate even “low-level” somatosensory processing.[39] Further studies need to clarify if SEPIA could 

be a hallmark of modified self-awareness and/or self-representation in functional patients. 

Finally, it has to be considered if SEPIA may become an index of plasticity in treatments aimed to restore 

cortical functioning. 

 

Limitations 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273791doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273791


12 

 

Some limitations must be accounted; the prevalence of SEPIA found in our study may not reflect the real one 

in the neurological disorders: we more frequently included diseases for which the execution of SEPs was 

integrated in the routinely diagnostic work-up. This sample bias depended on the retrospective nature of our 

study. 

Again, the division of patients into various "diagnostic groups" could be disputed; we did so to facilitate the 

interpretation of results, even though we had accounted for diagnostic groups in neither statistical nor cluster 

analysis. Therefore, although questionable, this subdivision of patients did not influence the methods and 

results. 

Finally, we took into consideration only the earliest cortical components of SEPs, while previous works 

stressed also later components and the dynamics of the recovery of SEPs could be abnormal [7,15]. 

However, our primary aim was to investigate about the significance of a finding (i.e., increased N20p-P25p) 

usually underestimated in the daily diagnostic work-up.  
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FIGURE CAPTIONS 

Figure 1: single data of the N20p-P25p amplitude for the left and right median nerve stimulation related to 

the age of patients are represented as dark grey diamonds and light grey squares, respectively; in the same 

colors, the means and the standard deviations of the N20p-P25p amplitude for the left and right median 

nerve are grouped in four quartiles of age. 

Figure 2: the percentage of patients with PNS and CNS abnormalities of the sensory system and of patients 

with epilepsy/myoclonus are represented together with the means and the standard deviations of the N20p-

P25p amplitude for the left and right median nerve stimulations. 

Figure 3: The different features of the four groups identified by the cluster analysis are shown: for each 

cluster, the percentage of patients with PNS and CNS abnormalities of the sensory system and of patients 

with epilepsy/myoclonus are represented in the upper part of the figure, together with the means and the 

standard deviations of the N20p-P25p amplitude for the left and right median nerve stimulations in the lower 

one (see also table 3). Cluster #2 showed significantly higher N20p-P25p values with respect to other groups 

(here represented by means of asterisks) 
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