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Abstract 
Defining eloquent cortex intraoperatively, traditionally performed by neurosurgeons to preserve 
patient function, can now help target electrode implantation for restoring function. Brain-machine 
interfaces (BMIs) have the potential to restore upper-limb motor control to paralyzed patients but 
require accurate placement of recording and stimulating electrodes to enable functional control of 
a prosthetic limb. Beyond motor decoding from recording arrays, precise placement of stimulating 
electrodes in cortical areas associated with finger and fingertip sensations allows for the delivery 
of sensory feedback that could improve dexterous control of prosthetic hands. In our study, we 
demonstrated the use of a novel intraoperative online functional mapping (OFM) technique with 
high-density electrocorticography (ECoG) to localize finger representations in human primary 
somatosensory cortex. In conjunction with traditional pre- and intraoperative targeting approaches, 
this technique enabled accurate implantation of stimulating microelectrodes, which was confirmed 
by post-implantation intra-cortical stimulation of finger and fingertip sensations. This work 
demonstrates the utility of intraoperative OFM and will inform future studies of closed-loop BMIs 
in humans. 
 
KEY WORDS intraoperative functional mapping; online functional mapping; brain-computer 
interface; brain-machine interface; intra-cortical microstimulation; microelectrode array (MEA); 
electrocorticography (ECoG) 
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Introduction 
Functional localization has long been utilized by neurosurgeons primarily to spare eloquent cortex 
during resection surgeries.1–5 However, novel neurotechnologies can utilize functional localization 
for targeting of restorative neural implants. Brain-machine interfaces (BMIs) have the potential to 
restore function to paralyzed patients via brain control of neuroprostheses.6–11 Building on 
evidence demonstrating the importance of finger and fingertip sensations in upper-limb control12, 
sensory feedback through cortical stimulation has been incorporated into closed-loop BMIs to 
improve motor control.13 To guide implant placement within hand or arm representations in 
somatosensory cortex, BMI researchers have traditionally relied on preoperative neuroimaging in 
humans14,15 or surgical atlases in non-human primates (NHP).16 However, the development of fully 
dexterous neuroprostheses requires novel surgical approaches to precisely place stimulating 
electrode arrays in finger eloquent cortex. 
 
Online functional mapping (OFM) can provide high temporal and spatial information to clinicians 
in real-time to assist in functional localization. OFM displays task-based cortical activity gathered 
from electrocorticography (ECoG) electrodes placed on the surface of the brain. It has been used 
to define eloquent cortex in the epilepsy monitoring unit17–20 and intraoperatively.21,22 For closed-
loop BMIs, a high-density ECoG (hd-ECoG) array can maximize the opportunity of identifying 
finger-specific sensory activations at a high spatial resolution.23,24 Combining OFM with more 
traditional preoperative (neuroimaging) and intraoperative (neuromonitoring, neuronavigation) 
approaches can provide a more defined map of finger representations in somatosensory cortex. 
 
Here we report the novel use of hd-ECoG intraoperative OFM during vibrotactile stimulation of 
individual fingers to guide placement of stimulating microelectrode arrays (MEAs) within finger 
and fingertip regions in bilateral somatosensory cortices in a paralyzed patient (Fig. 1). We present 
preoperative and intraoperative strategies for optimizing sensory electrode placements with 
confirmation via post-operative intracortical microstimulation (ICMS). 
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FIG. 1. Summary overview of the intraoperative OFM mapping process. High density ECoG grids were 
placed on the pre- and postcentral gyrus for mapping purposes (only the postcentral gyrus grids are 
shown for clarity). Finger sensory stimulation was provided via vibrotactile motors to the right (A) and 
left (B) hands with resultant high gamma results mapped onto the ECoG grid (grid colors correspond to 
finger-specific responses). Black boxes on the cortex demarcate final implant locations as determined by 
post-implantation photographs. Post-operative intra-cortical microstimulation results are shown for the 
left (C) and right (D) hemisphere arrays. Projected fields are marked on the MEA and hands with 
corresponding colors (that is, stimulation at the specific electrode elicited sensations at finger regions 
indicated by the colors). Solid colors indicate the palmar surface of the hand while hashed colors indicate 
the dorsal surface. 
 
Methods 
Patient History 
A man in his 40’s with C5-C6 ASIA B tetraplegia (several decades post-injury) gave informed 
consent for a chronic bilateral implant study under a protocol approved by the Johns Hopkins 
Institutional Review Board, NIWC Pacific IRB, and FDA IDE 170010. Clinical assessments 
showed intact sensation to light touch stimulation on all fingers, but only partial sensation to 
pinprick (intact on first two digits and absent on last three digits of each hand).   
 
Preoperative Planning 
Two months prior to surgery, structural and functional neuroimaging (fMRI) were obtained. For 
motor mapping, the patient was instructed to attempt and imagine various movements with each 
upper limb. For sensory mapping, a wire assembly was used to deliver peripheral sensory 
stimulation by pulling on glove-fitted rings in sync with videos of stimulation on individual fingers 
(thumb, index, pinky) on each hand. Preoperative motor and sensory implant locations were 
determined utilizing 3-dimensional reconstructed functional maps (Fig. 2A). Sensory implant sites 
targeted right- and left-hand thumb/index and right-hand ring/pinky activations. 
 
The day before the surgery, the patient underwent a high-resolution surgical MRI scan to be 
utilized in the neuronavigation system. The preoperative implant targets were manually co-
registered to the surgical MRI scan (Fig. 2B). Co-registration of the fMRI results failed due to 
technical considerations. The patient was also introduced to vibrotactile stimulators to assess 
perceptual quality. The intensity and frequency of vibration was optimized to isolate sensations to 
individual fingers. 
 
Surgical and Anesthesia Protocol 
The patient underwent an asleep-awake-asleep surgery protocol. The patient was placed in a supine 
position with both arms slightly abducted to allow access to the palmar finger areas. Induction of 
anesthesia was performed with 100 mg lidocaine, 200 mg propofol, and was maintained with 
sevoflurane via a laryngeal mask airway (LMA). After placement of Mayfield pins, the scalp was 
infiltrated with 20 ml of 0.5 % bupivicaine. A dexmetetomidine infusion at 0.4 mcg/kg/hr was 
initiated prior to removal of the LMA and emergence from anesthesia and then weaned to optimize 
awake mapping, which included no additional sedation. Upon completion, sedation with 
dexmetetomidine 0.4 mcg/kg/hr and propofol 50mcg/kg/min was used until surgical closure. Oro-
tracheal intubation was performed with a fiberoptic bronchoscope to facilitate closure and general 
anesthesia was maintained with sevoflurane.  
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Intraoperative Mapping: Traditional Approach 
After initial sedation, the patient was co-registered to the Medtronic StealthStation S7 Navigation 
system (Fig. 2C), which was used to guide craniotomy locations (Fig. 2E) and provide an initial 
assessment of the preoperative implant targets relative to the underlying cortical anatomy. The 
central sulcus was localized by performing intraoperative neurophysiologic monitoring (IONM). 
A 1x8 ECoG strip was placed perpendicular to putative central sulcus, and phase reversal of the 
evoked potentials was recorded during median nerve stimulation according to established clinical 
protocol (Fig. 2F). 
 
Intraoperative Mapping: Novel Online Functional Mapping Addition 
The patient was then awakened for intraoperative OFM, performed first on the left hemisphere, 
followed by the right. In each hemisphere, sensory mapping was followed by motor mapping (each 
session took about 20 minutes/hemisphere).  
 
Two 3x21 hd-ECoG strips (1 mm contacts, 3 mm spacing) were placed along the central sulcus to 
cover the pre-central and post-central gyri (Fig. 2G). Broadband high-gamma activity (70-110 Hz), 
analyzed similar to previous studies,18,20 was mapped onto computer renderings of the ECoG strips 
during vibrotactile stimulation of each finger on the contralateral hand (Fig. 2H). The left ring 
finger was not mapped because it was not needed for setting or bounding implant targets. Prior to 
starting the craniotomies, vibrotactile motors were attached to fingertips on both hands with soft 
cotton dressings used to isolate the fingers from neighboring vibrotactile stimuli (Fig. 2D). Each 
finger was stimulated 50 times, each at 60Hz for 500ms followed by a jittered 1.5-2.5s pause. 
 
To visualize finger-specific activation patterns on the cortical anatomy, sensory OFM results were 
manually transferred in real-time, using Adobe Illustrator (Adobe Inc, San Jose, USA), to a grid 
diagram overlaid on a photograph of the brain surface (Fig. 2I). Similar maps were created while 
the patient was instructed to attempt hand gestures, but these data were not used to inform motor 
MEA placement due to inconclusive results (poor patient involvement due to anesthesia). 
 
 
 
FIG. 2. Flow chart of stimulating electrode placement timeline. A patient is recruited six or more months prior to 
surgery. One to two months prior to surgery, the patient undergoes pre-operative MRI and fMRI imaging which is 
analyzed to generate a set of candidate implant locations (A). The day before surgery, the patient undergoes a 
surgical MRI for use in the neuronavigation system and candidate implant sites are co-registered with the MRI (B). 
The vibrotactile stimulators are tested with the patient the day prior to surgery to ensure finger-specific sensation. 
The day of the surgery, the patient MRI is co-registered with the patient through the neuronavigation system (C) to 
provide real time feedback of candidate implant targets. The vibrotactile stimulation hardware is placed prior to 
incision (D). After the craniotomies (E), a 1x8 ECoG strip is placed for phase reversal mapping of central sulcus 
(F). The novel intraoperative mapping, utilizing high density ECoG arrays (G), is performed to refine finger-specific 
implant targeting. High gamma activity of vibrotactile stimulation of individual fingers is mapped onto ECoG 
figures (H). These results are combined and transferred manually to a diagram overlaid on intraoperative 
photographs (I) so that the team can debate final target locations and pedestal/wire arrangements (I, in green). The 
final targets locations (J) are relayed to the surgeon via a tablet interface for device implantation (K). 
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Results 
Online Functional Mapping Results 
High gamma finger activation patterns (Fig. 2H) were combined and mapped onto an 
intraoperative photograph to enable comparisons and implant targeting (Fig. 2I). The finger 
activity followed a clear medial to lateral somatotopic arrangement of pinky to thumb (Fig. 1A/B). 
Based on these results, the team selected new targets (vs. preoperative targets) for sensory MEA 
placement, targeting thumb/index cortex and middle/ring cortex in the left hemisphere, and 
thumb/index cortex in the right hemisphere (Fig. 2I, green arrays). 
 
Implantation 
Final target locations were displayed to the surgeon via tablet interface (Fig. 2J). In total, six MEAs 
(Blackrock Microsystems, Salt Lake City, Utah) were implanted bilaterally in the patient’s motor 
and somatosensory cortices (Fig. 2K). Two pairs of arrays were implanted in the left hemisphere, 
and one pair was implanted in the right hemisphere. Each pair consisted of a 96-channel motor 
MEA (4x4mm, platinum tip) and a 32-channel sensory MEA (4x2.4mm, sputtered iridium oxide 
film) wired to a skull-mounted transcutaneous pedestal. Of the four available MEA pairs, three 
pairs with the least number of channels with impedance outside the acceptable range (> 800 kΩ 
for motor, > 80 kΩ for sensory MEA) were selected to be implanted into the brain. Arrays were 
implanted using a high-speed pneumatic inserter.11  
 
Postoperative Confirmation 
Structural confirmation consisted of overlaying photographs of the surgical site before and after 
insertion of implants onto the intraoperative ECoG activation maps to compare the final implant 
location with preoperative targets derived from fMRI and intraoperative targets derived from OFM 
(Fig. 3). For the stimulating electrodes, there was an average shift (measured array center to center) 
of 4.3mm from preoperative to intraoperative targets (4.8mm shift from preoperative to final 
implant location) with a smaller 2.3mm shift from intraoperative target to final implantation 
location. A comparison with a postoperative CT scan was uninformative due to significant shifting 
of the brain within the skull after a lengthy surgery. 
 
The implant locations were also explored functionally by means of ICMS, as described in more 
depth25. In the left hemisphere, stimulation evoked right-hand thumb and index finger and fingertip 
percepts from the lateral array, and right-hand middle and ring finger and fingertip percepts from 
the medial array (Fig. 1C). Stimulation of the right hemisphere array evoked left-hand thumb, 
index, and middle fingertip percepts (Fig. 1D). 
 
 
FIG. 3. Comparison of pre-operative (dotted lines), intraoperative (dashed lines), and post-operative 
(solid lines) implant locations for left (A) and right (B) hemisphere. Array implant target sequences are 
noted by similar color markings in the corner to assist identification of single implants. The arrays are 
overlaid on intraoperative OFM results to highlight differential functional location of pre-operative and 
intended stimulation plans. The large shift in the medial left hemisphere motor cortex recording array 
denoted by a green corner in (A) was due to surface vasculature, which can be seen inside the pre-
operative dotted array square. As noted in the text, the pre-operative stimulating electrode planned 
orientations were already rotated versus the original plan at the time of the surgery. C.S. indicates 
central sulcus. 
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Discussion 
We report a novel technique of intraoperative functional mapping to guide placement of 
stimulating electrode arrays in somatosensory cortex, which enabled finger- and fingertip-specific 
stimulation in three cortical surface arrays implanted across two hemispheres (Fig. 1). As BMI 
capabilities advance, there is an increased need to precisely target sensory areas to enable 
dexterous closed-loop control. Our technique builds upon traditional approaches which rely on 
preoperative imaging to target implantation of microelectrode arrays. The systematic approach 
detailed above can be utilized by clinical researchers interested in precisely mapping eloquent 
cortex for chronic human BMI studies and other surgical purposes. 
 
We utilized a three-axis approach for targeting anatomical fingertip somatosensory 
representations. The first axis is a rostral-caudal determination of central sulcus to identify the 
postcentral gyrus. Reconstructions derived from preoperative imaging allowed team members to 
familiarize themselves with the patient’s unique peri-hand knob gyral anatomy to increase 
intraoperative surface anatomy recognition (aided by intraoperative neuronavigation). IONM 
SSEP helped confirm the central sulcus. 
 
The second axis, a medial-lateral sensory somatotopy along postcentral gyrus, was explored to 
identify finger-specific regions. Preoperatively, we utilized literature studies3,4,26,27 and our prior 
finger functional mapping studies23 to determine a priori regions of interest (ROI) spanning from 
immediate posterior to the hand knob to ~2 cm lateral along postcentral gyrus.27,28 Preoperative 
fMRI narrowed our ROI, primarily for right thumb and left index, with less information gained for 
medial ring/pinky activations. Once OFM demonstrated clear somatotopy, it took precedence in 
determining final targets (Fig. 2I). There was a clear difference between the preoperative and 
intraoperative plans, with an average MEA shift of 4.3mm. 
 
The third axis, a rostral-caudal finger base to fingertip axis, was determined through OFM of 
peripheral vibrotactile stimulation of patient fingertips. Prior work demonstrated an intra-digit 
somatotopy within sensory cortex 29,30 and along the crown of the postcentral gyrus.4 Our arrays 
were designed with higher electrode density on the caudal portion to take advantage of this finding 
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(though the orientation of the implants rotated during surgery). However, as we did not 
peripherally stimulate other regions of the finger (beyond spread of vibrations), it is unclear if our 
intraoperative approach clearly defined fingertip versus non-fingertip regions or indicated general 
finger activity. Future studies could clarify these results by stimulating proximal finger areas to 
contrast with fingertip representations and optimizing peripheral stimulation type (e.g., local 
electrocutaneous).  
 
Limitations and Next Steps 
The current procedure was conducted with a single patient, which may limit generalizability. 
However, we successfully demonstrated use of this approach for all three stimulating arrays across 
two hemispheres, which suggests procedure reproducibility. 
 
Another major question is the generalizability to patients with complete spinal cord injuries (SCI). 
However, recent studies have demonstrated retained sensory pathways in some patients deemed 
clinically complete SCI, termed sensory discomplete.31–33 Patients with clinically complete injuries 
could be evaluated prior to surgery for the presence of sensory discomplete lesions (e.g, fMRI 
activity present for finger sensations), which could benefit from the same approach described in 
this study. 
 
Implanting patients with truly complete SCI (i.e. minimal/no sensory activation) may entail 
additional localization difficulties. Preoperative structural imaging can provide historical group 
ROI coordinates for finger activation (posterior to hand knob and 1-2 centimeters lateral, with 
fingertips represented caudally), but this may not lead to confidence in targeting individual patient 
anatomy. Functional neuroimaging of attempted finger movements has the potential to show 
finger-specific activation patterns, as demonstrated in amputee patients34 and a combination of 
imagined and actual sensory stimulation in another chronic BCI study.15 However, targeting 
surgical implants within areas of neuroimaging activation may be imprecise.35 Non-invasive brain 
stimulation holds potential for functional mapping, with focused ultrasound36 demonstrating better 
focality than transcranial magnetic stimulation37 for hand sensory stimulation, but further work is 
needed to demonstrate reliable fingertip-specific percepts. Intraoperative OFM could potentially 
be used to define lateral margins of finger ROIs by demarcating facial sensory representations, 
which would most likely be present immediately lateral to the critical thumb area.4 
 
Another approach in complete SCI patients would be to conduct awake electrical cortical 
stimulation (ECS), which could provide evidence for finger sensory representations.3,4 However, 
eliciting positive reports of sensory percepts instead of negative (numbness) reports or inactivating 
motor functions transiently5 may be difficult,38 and prior studies have demonstrated low specificity 
and variability of cortical stimulation,39 including overlapping activations of multiple fingers due 
to direct cortical stimulation.40,41 Recent studies with high density (3mm inter-electrode distance) 
ECoG-based stimulation have demonstrated higher degree of individual finger specificity,42,43 
although it is unclear if this approach could delineate fingertip versus more proximal finger/palm 
regions. Researchers have found a correlation between cortical stimulation, perception of 
sensation, and high gamma activity, pointing to overlap of the OFM and ECS methods.44 
 
A technical area for improvement includes automating display of real-time OFM results. Initially, 
OFM results were only displayed on grid diagrams (Fig. 2H), but were subsequently added 

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 July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021


manually via editing software, to the intraoperative photographs to provide more realistic 
visualizations for both the research team (Fig. 2I) and the surgeon (Fig. 2J). Automating this 
process (possibly via computer vision grid recognition or and utilizing augmented reality 
interfaces) could maximize deliberation time and minimize overall surgical time. 
 
In our study, we obtained OFM results through an awake vibrotactile stimulation session. Whether 
intraoperative stimulation must be performed while the patient is awake is a critical consideration 
due to the increased time and risk imposed by an awake procedure. Prior studies in humans have 
demonstrated decreased power in high-gamma frequencies of ECoG recordings under anesthesia.45 
If accurate delineation of individual finger/fingertip regions can be demonstrated in patients under 
anesthesia, then the awake portion of the online mapping may not be required. 
 
Additionally, our intraoperative motor mapping did not contribute to motor array placements. 
Similar to other BMI groups8,11 we relied on a priori localization of hand motor areas through 
preoperative structural and functional imaging of hand knob targets. Final placement was only 
modified by surface vasculature anatomy (Fig. 3A). It is unclear whether the failure of motor 
mapping was primarily due to the patient’s inability to fully participate in the motor tasks after 
awakening, or if motor activity mapped to an ECoG grid could not guide motor anatomy 
determination beyond structural determination of the hand knob. 
 
As with all surgical procedures, the benefits of functional localization must be weighed against the 
risks of increased operation time and performing an awake craniotomy. These risks can be 
minimized by assembling a research team with diverse expertise and experience collaborating 
together with clinicians skilled in performing awake craniotomies. 
 
Conclusions 
This study demonstrates the potential for online functional mapping, used in conjunction with 
preoperative imaging and IONM, to improve targeting of finger and fingertip regions of human 
somatosensory cortex. Accurate targeting of key sensory areas is a necessary step in developing 
fully dexterous closed-loop neuroprosthesis. Future studies are needed to replicate and improve 
this approach while demonstrating its utility in a diverse patient population.  

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 July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021


Acknowledgements: We thank the study participant for his active participation and 
contributions throughout the study. This research was developed with funding from the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency’s (DARPA, Arlington) Revolutionizing Prosthetics 
program (contract number N66001-10-C-4056). The views, opinions, and/or findings expressed 
are those of the author(s) and should not be interpreted as representing the official views or 
policies of the Department of Defense or the U.S. Government. Development of experimental 
setup and support for regulatory submissions associated with this study were provided by a grant 
from the Alfred E. Mann Foundation. Study software infrastructure and study preparation were 
developed with internal funding from Johns Hopkins University Applied Physics Laboratory and 
Johns Hopkins University. Personnel was also supported by NIH (R01NS088606). We thank Dr. 
Jenessa Malin for her assistance in editing the manuscript.  

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 July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021


References 
1.  De Witt Hamer PC, Robles SG, Zwinderman AH, Duffau H, Berger MS. Impact of 

Intraoperative Stimulation Brain Mapping on Glioma Surgery Outcome: A Meta-Analysis. 
J Clin Oncol. 2012;30(20):2559-2565. doi:10.1200/JCO.2011.38.4818 

2.  Ojemann GA. Individual variability in cortical localization of language. J Neurosurg. 
1979;50(2):164-169. doi:10.3171/jns.1979.50.2.0164 

3.  Penfield W, Boldrey E. Somatic motor and sensory representation in the cerebral cortex of 
man as studied by electrical stimulation. Brain. 1937;60(4):389-443. 
doi:10.1093/brain/60.4.389 

4.  Roux F-E, Djidjeli I, Durand J-B. Functional architecture of the somatosensory homunculus 
detected by electrostimulation. J Physiol. 2018;596(5):941-956. doi:10.1113/JP275243 

5.  Scerrati A, Mongardi L, Cavallo MA, et al. Awake surgery for skills preservation during a 
sensory area tumor resection in a clarinet player. Acta Neurol Belg. Published online May 
5, 2020. doi:10.1007/s13760-020-01368-5 

6.  Aflalo T, Kellis S, Klaes C, et al. Decoding motor imagery from the posterior parietal 
cortex of a tetraplegic human. Science. 2015;348(6237):906-910. 
doi:10.1126/science.aaa5417 

7.  Benabid AL, Costecalde T, Eliseyev A, et al. An exoskeleton controlled by an epidural 
wireless brain–machine interface in a tetraplegic patient: a proof-of-concept demonstration. 
Lancet Neurol. 2019;18(12):1112-1122. doi:10.1016/S1474-4422(19)30321-7 

8.  Bouton CE, Shaikhouni A, Annetta NV, et al. Restoring cortical control of functional 
movement in a human with quadriplegia. Nature. 2016;533(7602):247. 
doi:10.1038/nature17435 

9.  Collinger JL, Wodlinger B, Downey JE, et al. High-performance neuroprosthetic control by 
an individual with tetraplegia. The Lancet. 2013;381(9866):557-564. doi:10.1016/S0140-
6736(12)61816-9 

10.  Gilja V, Pandarinath C, Blabe CH, et al. Clinical translation of a high-performance neural 
prosthesis. Nat Med. 2015;21(10):1142. doi:10.1038/nm.3953 

11.  Hochberg LR, Serruya MD, Friehs GM, et al. Neuronal ensemble control of prosthetic 
devices by a human with tetraplegia. Nature. 2006;442(7099):164. 
doi:10.1038/nature04970 

12.  Johansson RS, Flanagan JR. Coding and use of tactile signals from the fingertips in object 
manipulation tasks. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2009;10(5):345-359. doi:10.1038/nrn2621 

13.  Flesher SN, Downey JE, Weiss JM, et al. Restored tactile sensation improves 
neuroprosthetic arm control. bioRxiv. Published online May 31, 2019:653428. 
doi:10.1101/653428 

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 July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021


14.  Armenta Salas M, Bashford L, Kellis S, et al. Proprioceptive and cutaneous sensations in 
humans elicited by intracortical microstimulation. Romo R, ed. eLife. 2018;7:e32904. 
doi:10.7554/eLife.32904 

15.  Flesher SN, Collinger JL, Foldes ST, et al. Intracortical microstimulation of human 
somatosensory cortex. Sci Transl Med. 2016;8(361):361ra141-361ra141. 
doi:10.1126/scitranslmed.aaf8083 

16.  O’Doherty JE, Lebedev MA, Ifft PJ, et al. Active tactile exploration using a brain–
machine–brain interface. Nature. 2011;479(7372):228-231. doi:10.1038/nature10489 

17.  Brunner P, Ritaccio AL, Lynch TM, et al. A Practical Procedure for Real-Time Functional 
Mapping of Eloquent Cortex Using Electrocorticographic Signals in Humans. Epilepsy 
Behav EB. 2009;15(3):278-286. doi:10.1016/j.yebeh.2009.04.001 

18.  Milsap G, Collard M, Coogan C, Crone NE. BCI2000Web and WebFM: Browser-Based 
Tools for Brain Computer Interfaces and Functional Brain Mapping. Front Neurosci. 
2018;12:1030. doi:10.3389/fnins.2018.01030 

19.  Wahnoun R, Benson M, Helms-Tillery S, Adelson PD. Delineation of somatosensory finger 
areas using vibrotactile stimulation, an ECoG study. Brain Behav. 2015;5(10):n/a-n/a. 
doi:10.1002/brb3.369 

20.  Wang Y, Fifer MS, Flinker A, et al. Spatial-temporal functional mapping of language at the 
bedside with electrocorticography. Neurology. 2016;86(13):1181-1189. 
doi:10.1212/WNL.0000000000002525 

21.  Ogawa H, Kamada K, Kapeller C, Hiroshima S, Prueckl R, Guger C. Rapid and Minimum 
Invasive Functional Brain Mapping by Real-Time Visualization of High Gamma Activity 
During Awake Craniotomy. World Neurosurg. 2014;82(5):912.e1-912.e10. 
doi:10.1016/j.wneu.2014.08.009 

22.  Taplin AM, de Pesters A, Brunner P, et al. Intraoperative mapping of expressive language 
cortex using passive real-time electrocorticography. Epilepsy Behav Case Rep. 2016;5:46-
51. doi:10.1016/j.ebcr.2016.03.003 

23.  Hotson G, McMullen DP, Fifer MS, et al. Individual finger control of a modular prosthetic 
limb using high-density electrocorticography in a human patient. J Neural Eng. 
2016;13(2):026017. doi:10.1088/1741-2560/13/2/026017 

24.  Prueckl R, Kapeller C, Kamada K, et al. Distinction of individual finger responses in 
somatosensory cortex using ECoG high-gamma activation mapping. In: 2015 37th Annual 
International Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society 
(EMBC). ; 2015:5760-5763. doi:10.1109/EMBC.2015.7319701 

25.  Fifer MS, McMullen DP, Thomas TM, et al. Intracortical Microstimulation Elicits Human 
Fingertip Sensations. medRxiv. Published online June 8, 2020:2020.05.29.20117374. 
doi:10.1101/2020.05.29.20117374 

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 July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021


26.  Kolasinski J, Makin TR, Jbabdi S, Clare S, Stagg CJ, Johansen-Berg H. Investigating the 
Stability of Fine-Grain Digit Somatotopy in Individual Human Patients. J Neurosci. 
2016;36(4):1113-1127. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1742-15.2016 

27.  Kurth R, Villringer K, Curio G, et al. fMRI shows multiple somatotopic digit 
representations in human primary somatosensory cortex. Neuroreport. 2000;11(7):1487-
1491. 

28.  Holmes NP, Tamè L, Beeching P, et al. Locating primary somatosensory cortex in human 
brain stimulation studies: experimental evidence. J Neurophysiol. 2018;121(1):336-344. 
doi:10.1152/jn.00641.2018 

29.  Kaas JH, Nelson RJ, Sur M, Lin C-S, Merzenich MM. Multiple Representations of the 
Body Within the Primary Somatosensory Cortex of Primates. Science. 
1979;204(4392):521-523. 

30.  Sanchez-Panchuelo RM, Besle J, Beckett A, Bowtell R, Schluppeck D, Francis S. Within-
Digit Functional Parcellation of Brodmann Areas of the Human Primary Somatosensory 
Cortex Using Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging at 7 Tesla. J Neurosci. 
2012;32(45):15815-15822. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2501-12.2012 

31.  Awad A, Levi R, Lindgren L, et al. Preserved somatosensory conduction in a patient with 
complete cervical spinal cord injury. J Rehabil Med. 2015;47(5):426-431. 
doi:10.2340/16501977-1955 

32.  Ganzer PD, Colachis SC, Schwemmer MA, et al. Restoring the Sense of Touch Using a 
Sensorimotor Demultiplexing Neural Interface. Cell. 2020;0(0). 
doi:10.1016/j.cell.2020.03.054 

33.  Wrigley PJ, Siddall PJ, Gustin SM. New evidence for preserved somatosensory pathways in 
complete spinal cord injury: A fMRI study. Hum Brain Mapp. 2018;39(1):588-598. 
doi:10.1002/hbm.23868 

34.  Kikkert S, Kolasinski J, Jbabdi S, et al. Revealing the neural fingerprints of a missing hand. 
eLife. 2016;5:e15292. doi:10.7554/eLife.15292 

35.  Spena G, Nava A, Cassini F, et al. Preoperative and intraoperative brain mapping for the 
resection of eloquent-area tumors. A prospective analysis of methodology, correlation, and 
usefulness based on clinical outcomes. Acta Neurochir (Wien). 2010;152(11):1835-1846. 
doi:10.1007/s00701-010-0764-9 

36.  Lee W, Chung YA, Jung Y, Song I-U, Yoo S-S. Simultaneous acoustic stimulation of 
human primary and secondary somatosensory cortices using transcranial focused 
ultrasound. BMC Neurosci. 2016;17:68. doi:10.1186/s12868-016-0303-6 

37.  Cohen LG, Bandinelli S, Findley TW, Hallett M. Motor reorganization after upper limb 
amputation in man. A study with focal magnetic stimulation. Brain. 1991;114 ( Pt 1B):615-
627. doi:10.1093/brain/114.1.615 

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 July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021


38.  Borchers S, Himmelbach M, Logothetis N, Karnath H-O. Direct electrical stimulation of 
human cortex — the gold standard for mapping brain functions? Nat Rev Neurosci. 
2012;13(1):63-70. doi:10.1038/nrn3140 

39.  Pallud J, Mandonnet E, Corns R, et al. Technical principles of direct bipolar 
electrostimulation for cortical and subcortical mapping in awake craniotomy. 
Neurochirurgie. 2017;63(3):158-163. doi:10.1016/j.neuchi.2016.12.004 

40.  Hiremath SV, Tyler-Kabara EC, Wheeler JJ, et al. Human perception of electrical 
stimulation on the surface of somatosensory cortex. PLOS ONE. 2017;12(5):e0176020. 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0176020 

41.  Lee B, Kramer D, Armenta Salas M, et al. Engineering Artificial Somatosensation Through 
Cortical Stimulation in Humans. Front Syst Neurosci. 2018;12. 
doi:10.3389/fnsys.2018.00024 

42.  Kramer DR, Kellis S, Barbaro M, et al. Technical considerations for generating 
somatosensation via cortical stimulation in a closed-loop sensory/motor brain-computer 
interface system in humans. J Clin Neurosci. 2019;63:116-121. 
doi:10.1016/j.jocn.2019.01.027 

43.  Kramer DR, Lee MB, Barbaro M, et al. Mapping of primary somatosensory cortex of the 
hand area using a high-density electrocorticography grid for closed-loop brain computer 
interface. J Neural Eng. Published online 2020. doi:10.1088/1741-2552/ab7c8e 

44.  Muller L, Rolston JD, Fox NP, Knowlton R, Rao VR, Chang EF. Direct electrical 
stimulation of human cortex evokes high gamma activity that predicts conscious 
somatosensory perception. J Neural Eng. 2018;15(2):026015. doi:10.1088/1741-
2552/aa9bf9 

45.  Breshears JD, Roland JL, Sharma M, et al. Stable and dynamic cortical electrophysiology 
of induction and emergence with propofol anesthesia. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 
2010;107(49):21170-21175. doi:10.1073/pnas.1011949107 

   

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 July 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.10.20149021

