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Summary 

Objective: Ultra long-term subcutaneous EEG (sqEEG) monitoring is a new modality with 

great potential for both health and disease, including epileptic seizure detection and 

forecasting. However, little is known about the long-term quality and consistency of the 

sqEEG signal, which is the objective of this study. 

Methods: The largest multicenter cohort of sqEEG was analyzed, including fourteen 

patients with epilepsy and twelve healthy subjects, implanted with a sqEEG device (24/7 

EEGTM SubQ), and recorded from 23 to 230 days (median 42 days), with a median data 

capture rate of 75% (17.9 hours/day). Median power spectral density plots of each subject 

were examined for physiological peaks, including at diurnal and nocturnal periods. Long-

term temporal trends in signal impedance and power spectral features were investigated 

with subject-specific linear regression models and group-level linear mixed effects 

models. 

Results: sqEEG spectrograms showed an approximately 1/f power distribution. Diurnal 

peaks in the alpha range (8-13Hz) and nocturnal peaks in the sigma range (12-16Hz) 

were seen in the majority of subjects. Signal impedances remained low and frequency 

band powers were highly stable throughout the recording periods. 

Significance: The spectral characteristics of minimally-invasive, ultra long-term sqEEG 

are similar to scalp EEG, while the signal is highly stationary. Our findings reinforce the 

suitability of this system for chronic implantation on diverse clinical applications, from 

seizure detection and forecasting to brain-computer interfaces. 
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Key Points 

• Subcutaneous EEG shows similar spectral characteristics to scalp EEG 

• The subcutaneous EEG signal is highly stable throughout weeks and months of 

recording 

• Subcutaneous EEG systems are well suited for chronic implantation, for seizure 

detection and seizure forecasting 

 

Introduction 

Technological advances in recent decades are bringing in a new generation of devices 

capable of continuous, remote, ultra long-term monitoring of brain activity.1–4 The potential 

applications of these systems are broad, and include monitoring disease activity in 

dynamic brain conditions such as epilepsy1,5,6 or migraine;7 brain-computer interfaces for 

overcoming static neurological deficits in ALS, stroke or spinal cord injury;8 or as tools for 

basic or applied neuroscience research. 

Scalp EEG monitoring is limited to a few weeks at most. Electrodes must be held fixed to 

the skin, with potential for skin injury, inconvenience due to the visibility of the electrode 

wires, and signal quality degradation with drying of conductive gel and electrode 

displacement. Mobile EEG caps with dry electrodes9 may overcome some of these 

limitations but signal quality tends to degrade after one hour.8 Behind-the-ear or in-the-

ear EEG has been studied in patients with epilepsy but its long-term signal quality is 

unknown10,11. All of these systems are also sensitive to physiological artefacts. 

Chronic intracranial EEG systems, such as NeuroVista,1 RNS NeuroPace6 or Medtronic 

RC+S4 have high signal quality with low contribution of physiological artefacts. However, 

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, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.15.21255388doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/YvWE+C195+zICo+jpWv
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/c38H+YvWE+rXt9
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/CPQv
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/xCYr
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/ii6v
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/xCYr
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/XCGs+9Fd0
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/YvWE
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/rXt9
https://paperpile.com/c/mBv4mx/jpWv
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.15.21255388


 

6 

they are invasive systems requiring major procedures and are subject to severe 

complications, and in some of these6 data storage may be limited.  

Subcutaneous EEG (sqEEG) systems could offer a trade-off between minimal 

invasiveness / low risk and good signal quality.2 One sqEEG device has been approved 

in Europe for continuous EEG monitoring, and a single center nine-patient study reported 

its feasibility and safety in patients with epilepsy.5 In a controlled environment, sqEEG 

signal quality has been shown to be objectively12 and subjectively13 at least as good as 

overlapped scalp EEG electrode signals. In addition, several types of artefacts are likely 

attenuated compared to scalp (sudation, high impedance, some movement artefacts).13  

Reliable and stable signal quality is an essential element to the development and 

validation of automated tools for signal processing, including seizure or spike detection, 

and seizure prediction.14–16 However, the question remains whether signal quality is 

stable or consistent through time in real-life settings with this system, given the multitude 

of factors that could deteriorate signal quality.  

In parallel, the large amount of subject-specific data generated from ultra long-term 

sqEEG offers a great opportunity to investigate the long-term intra-individual variability of 

the human EEG, limited in previous studies by highly-controlled settings and limited 

data.17,18 Stable EEG features would be optimal candidates for disease endophenotypes 

(“traits”), while highly variable features could be correlates of transient brain “states” or 

responses to a variety of stimuli.  

In this study, analyzing data from a multicenter cohort, we aimed to assess the signal 

quality and characteristics of an ultra long-term sqEEG system, focusing on signal 

impedance and power spectral density over time.  
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Methods 

Population 

Fourteen adult patients diagnosed with refractory epilepsy (median age 44, 66% female) 

were included from two clinical centres: Zealand University Hospital (ZUH), Denmark 

(nine patients5) and King’s College London (KCL), United Kingdom (five patients from an 

ongoing seizure forecasting study (ClinicalTrials.gov NCT04061707)). Exclusion criteria 

were common in both centres: other paroxysmal conditions mimicking epileptic seizures 

(e.g. psychogenic nonepileptic seizures), lack of evidence for electrographic correlates 

for seizures, potential clinical risk of device implantation (e.g. concomitant treatment with 

anti-thrombotic medication), inability to comply with study procedures, low seizure 

frequency (< 1 seizure/week in the ZUH study and <2 seizures / month in the KCL study) 

or planned MRI during the study period (for full list of eligibility criteria, see 5 and 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04061707). One patient from King’s College 

London  (ID S01) underwent reimplantation following a device malfunction, in a different 

location of implantation to the initial device. We treated this as a separate dataset (ID 

S01_2). A cohort of twelve adult healthy subjects (Hospital of South West Jutland, DK, 

median age 35, 58% female) was also included in the analysis. Each study was approved 

by their institutional review boards, and participants provided written informed consent.  

 

EEG recording  

All subjects used the 24/7 EEGTM SubQ system. The sqEEG implant (UNEEG SubQ™) 

consists of a 3‐contact lead wire (yielding 2‐channel bipolar EEG) and a small ceramic 
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housing, implanted unilaterally under local anesthesia, over the region of pre‐identified or 

presumed ictal EEG changes. The three cohorts were inherently unbalanced with regards 

to location of the implantations (Supplementary Table 1). While different locations were 

allowed in both patient groups, all healthy control subjects were implanted over the right 

central region, in a vertical position of the electrode. Recording usually started one to 

three weeks after implantation. An external recorder connects to the implant housing via 

an inductive link, powering the implant and storing data. The two-channel EEG signal 

passes through a uniform amplifier, and the data are recorded with a sampling rate of 

207Hz. Impedance measurements are taken during every device connection, usually 

several times per day. Subjects were asked to use the system as much as possible during 

their everyday life. 

Median recording duration was 46 days (IQR 41 days), ranging from 23 to 231 days, and 

was higher in patients than in controls (medians 80 vs. 42 days), due to the different 

nature of the studies (Supplementary Table 1). Median adherence to the recording device 

was 75% (average 17.9 recording hours per day), ranging from 25% in one patient and 

one healthy subject, to 93% in a patient. There was no significant difference in daily 

adherence between the three cohorts, for the full 24-hour period, (Kruskal-Wallis test, 

p=0.16), day-time period (p=0.25) and nighttime period (p=0.18), although some subjects 

showed a predisposition to record more either during the day (e.g. HC04) or during the 

night (e.g. S04).  
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EEG preprocessing and power spectra computation 

The EEG was bandpass filtered at 0.5 - 48Hz with a finite-impulse-response equiripple 

design and 40 dB attenuation filter. The EEG data for each subject were partitioned into 

non-overlapping 1-minute-long segments. We considered this length as a good balance 

between temporal resolution and minimizing the effect of random fluctuations in the 

signal.  

The power spectra for each channel and segment were estimated via an adapted version 

of Welch’s method. Non-overlapping epochs of 4-second duration were mean normalized 

and tapered with a Hann window. Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) was performed and the 

frequency range of interest was selected at 0.5 - 40Hz. The magnitude of the FFT 

coefficients was squared, multiplied by two (for a one-sided spectrum) and scaled by 

window energy. The power spectral density (PSD) was averaged for every minute 

segment by taking the median instead of the mean (to reduce the effect of outliers in a 

highly skewed distribution). Epochs containing flat signal (due to temporary 

disconnections) or artefacts due to impedance measurements (yielding a signal with high 

power at 34.5Hz), as well as their adjacent epochs, were excluded from the analysis. 

Power was converted to dB/Hz units (10*log10(power)). 

Median power spectra were plotted for each subject-channel pair, over the whole dataset, 

as well as only for presumed daytime periods (10am to 4pm) and nighttime periods (11pm 

to 5am), to assess well known power spectral differences between these periods. The 

power spectrum plots were visually inspected for physiological peaks. In addition, for each 

segment, we calculated the median absolute power in each of the IFCN-defined (2017 
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version19) canonical frequency bands (delta [0.5-4Hz], theta [4-8Hz], alpha [8-13Hz], beta 

[13-30Hz]), as well as the sigma band [12-16Hz].  

To explore between-group comparisons (patients vs. healthy subjects), frequency band 

power was converted to relative power (by dividing by the total broadband power of the 

EEG signal), to account for differences in signal attenuation/volume conduction of 

different subjects (e.g. different skull thickness or depth of the implant in the subgaleal 

space), and was averaged between channels. 

 

Statistical analysis 

Descriptive analysis was summarized using median and interquartile ranges (IQR) for 

continuous variables and counts (percentage) for categorical variables. Between-group 

differences in relative powers and in demographic information were tested using the 

Wilcoxon rank-sum test or Fisher’s exact test.  

To investigate the long-term stability of sqEEG signal impedance and frequency band 

absolute power, at the individual level, linear regression models were performed for each 

subject-channel-signal measure. All impedance values or the daily median of each power 

measure were set as the dependent variable, and time (in days since start of the 

recording) as the independent variable. The slope value and the R2 of each model were 

inspected to assess the gradient of change and the fit of the model, respectively. 

At the group level, a multilevel linear mixed-effects model was applied. The input variable 

(and fixed effect to be tested) was time (in days since start of recording), and grouping 

variables were study subject and sqEEG channel nested within subject. The analysis was 

repeated splitting daytime and nighttime data, given the different proportions in adherence 
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to these periods by the study subjects and the difference in spectral characteristics. 

Finally, we explored an effect of patient status (vs. healthy subject) in the stability of the 

signal by adding a “patient X time” interaction term. All data and statistical analyses were 

performed in MATLAB (Mathworks, R2020a, USA). 

 

Results 

After exclusion of epochs containing undesired data (as described above and comprising 

0.16 to 2.29% of the datasets per patient), a total of 1249 days (41 months) of data from 

27 subjects was included in the analysis. 

 

Power spectral density 

Figure 1 shows the median power spectra for each patient from diurnal and nocturnal 

periods, respectively. Overall, power decreased with increasing frequency, and 

resembled a 1/f distribution in most study subjects. This was less evident during the 

daytime period when high frequency power was of larger amplitude, and the 1/f slope 

flattened (particularly in the beta band). Overall higher broadband power was seen during 

daytime compared to nighttime. A bi-modal distribution was seen in most patients when 

plotting the histogram of frequency band power, with each peak being mostly represented 

by diurnal and nocturnal periods, respectively (Supplementary Figure 1). Even with long-

term averaging, peaks in the alpha range during daytime periods were seen in the majority 

(63%) of subjects (17/27), while peaks in the lower beta / sigma band were seen at 

nighttime in 16/27 (59%) subjects.  
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Consistency of the sqEEG signal 

The long-term behavior of median daily frequency-band absolute powers was stable for 

most subjects, albeit some interindividual variability (Figure 2). Individual subject-

channel-band linear regression models showed overall gradients close to zero and R2 

values with low fit (Supplementary Figures 2 and 3). In some subjects there was a slow 

positive trend (C, I). In others there appeared to be a small increase in the first days, 

followed by stabilization (F, E, S01).  

Group-level linear mixed effects models for each frequency band power showed a small 

but significant increase in power with time (Figure 3a). Accounting for the full 24-hour-

period, broadband power increased by 0.38 dB/month (95% CI 0.31-0.45). Power 

increase was larger during the day than during the night (0.53 [0.46-0.61] vs. 0.21 [0.14-

0.27] dB/month, respectively). Frequency-band-specific power models showed larger 

positive slopes for higher frequencies than for lower frequencies for the diurnal period but 

not the nocturnal period. There was no significant effect of patient status on the gradient 

broadband power or frequency band power change (when adding the patient-time 

interaction term). 

Electrode impedance measurements taken throughout the study, for every subject. All 

remained low (all below 5kOhm) and were highly stable within-subjects, with linear 

regression models showing long-term trends close to zero (Supplementary Figure 4). 

Group-level analysis showed a very small decreasing trend with time (-0.018 

kOhms/month [95% CI -0.024 to -0.012]) (Figure 3b). 
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Between-group comparisons of ultra long-term frequency band powers 

We explored differences in frequency band power from ultra long-term recordings 

between healthy subjects and patients with epilepsy. No significant differences were seen 

when comparing median relative powers in any frequency range, between both groups 

(Table 1). 

 

Discussion 

We report the largest cohort of human ultra long-term (multiple months) subcutaneous 

EEG monitoring, pooling over three years of recordings in total, in healthy subjects and 

patients with epilepsy. Signal quality metrics such as impedance and frequency-band 

specific power remained relatively stable over weeks and up to seven months.  

We show that the sqEEG power spectra follow similar patterns to scalp EEG, with an 

approximate 1/f power distribution and physiological peaks present as expected. This 

decreasing power with higher frequencies, is similar to what is seen in scalp EEG resting 

state.20,21 In our study, we are averaging over long periods of time, encompassing 

activities of everyday life, including active movements and meals, which likely add 

myogenic artifact. This probably explains the flattening of the 1/f curve during the day in 

several subjects, with enhanced muscle activity, which is reflected as a broadband 

increase in power. Besides the different shape of the power spectrum curve, in most 

subjects there were clear differences in the power spectrum distribution between 

presumed daytime and nighttime periods. This highlights the ability of such systems to 

differentiate awake from sleep states.22  
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Even with long-term averaging, peaks in oscillatory activity were seen. The most 

prevalent diurnal peak appeared in the alpha range (e.g. HC12) and, in some patients 

with epilepsy, in the low alpha / upper theta range (e.g. H, E, A). We strongly suspect this 

corresponds to the posterior dominant rhythm, or alpha rhythm.23 Enhanced alpha on eye 

closure has previously been demonstrated with sqEEG,13 even with limited spatial 

sampling, and it is known that the alpha rhythm has a wide spatial distribution.23 The peak 

alpha frequency has been shown in numerous previous studies to be lower in patients 

with epilepsy.24–26 possibly explained by the effects of some antiseizure medications.27 

structural network changes25 or, related to this, as a marker of poor seizure control.24 

Although no significant difference in relative alpha power was seen between patients and 

controls in this cohort, we compared across the full 24-hour period, and have not 

quantified the peak alpha frequency or its variability, calling for future studies in this topic.  

Nocturnal power spectra showed, in the majority of subjects, a characteristic peak in the 

sigma range. Sigma is the frequency correlate of sleep spindles.28 It is interesting to note 

that sigma peaks appear clearer in subjects with a vertical or oblique implantation, which 

likely captures more midline cerebral activity where sleep spindles often predominate in 

amplitude. Interestingly, a sigma peak is seen in the second (more vertical) implantation 

of S01 (S01_2), but not in the first, horizontal / temporal implantation. Variation in sigma 

activity could correlate with sleep staging, and this finding may be related to the 

reasonable accuracy of a sqEEG sleep classifier.22 

We found overall high stability of sqEEG over the study period for each subject. Signal 

stability has been investigated in implants for long-term intracranial EEG monitoring. 

Nurse et al. analysed subdural electrocorticography from the NeuroVista device, showing 
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robust spectral features at group level, despite high interindividual variability.29 Ung et al. 

found, in the same dataset, a significant decline in several EEG features relevant for 

seizure detection and prediction (mean EEG signal powers, mean line length, energy and 

half-wave) at a group level in the first 100 days recording, followed by stabilization.30 Sillay 

et al. investigated ECoG electrode impedances of the NeuroPace RNS device, showing 

short-term (12-weeks) impedance increases, followed by stabilization in the long-term.31  

To our knowledge, this is the first report of long-term signal stability of a minimally-invasive 

EEG device. We found high consistency in sqEEG electrode impedance measurements 

for all subjects across their periods of monitoring, from the start of the recording. This 

represents a significant technological advance in EEG monitoring. The low signal stability 

of scalp electrodes is an obvious limitation in long-term EEG monitoring, requiring regular 

attention by EEG technologists.  

We also found overall high consistency in frequency band power throughout the recording 

periods, albeit with some interindividual variability. A proportion of patients showed a mild 

power increase with time, both across the whole spectrum and within specific frequency 

bands, namely more at higher frequencies during the day (Figure 3, Supplementary 

Figure 2). Several possible explanations could account for this effect. Even though 

recordings started 2-3 weeks after implantation, remodeling of tissue with changes at the 

electrode-tissue interface could still be seen after this period, affecting power especially 

at the early stage. However, examination of the shape of the long-term trends in power 

does not seem to show an initial increase in power, followed by stabilization, in most 

patients. Secondly, subjects’ behavior might change throughout the time of the study, with 

subjects becoming more active after having recovered from the implantation procedure. 
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Thirdly, long-term cyclical changes in brain activity have been  described; in particular, 

spike rates and seizure rates have been shown to vary both at circadian but also at multi-

day timescales 32–34. This could also be reflected in frequency band activity, or indirectly 

in patients’ behavior. Longer recordings might help to explore this phenomenon further. 

There is also the possibility for seasonal factors affecting the EEG.35–38  

Overall, the consistency of sqEEG recordings highlights their potential usefulness not only 

for epilepsy, but for other applications. For example, stable signal quality makes this 

device useful for BCI applications. Rhythms in the beta and mu range are detectable and 

stable, which may be useful for sensorimotor rhythm paradigms.8 Inter-session variability 

would not be an issue anymore, nor the need for calibration data at the beginning of each 

session. This would significantly improve subject training time as well.8  

We found no significant differences in median relative frequency band powers between 

healthy subjects and patients with epilepsy. Previous studies have shown some 

consistent and other inconsistent differences in EEG spectral features,39–41 however 

these studies assessed resting-state EEG, while our study assessed a grand average 

encompassing the full 24-hour period. 

Several limitations in our study should be mentioned. There were different implant 

locations between healthy subjects and controls, and the number of subjects was rather 

low limiting group comparisons. We also restricted the consistency and between-groups 

analysis to consensus-defined frequency bands. Only one study subject was recorded for 

more than 6 months, and longer periods of monitoring will be necessary to explore the 

longer term stability of sqEEG.  
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In conclusion, overall, our findings add confidence to the reliability of sqEEG, and 

reinforce its potential utility in a variety of clinical and research applications. In particular, 

the high stationarity and minimal settling time of sqEEG shown are strong indicators that 

this system is well suited to chronic implantation for seizure detection and seizure 

forecasting.  
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Table 1. Differences between healthy subjects and patients with epilepsy, comparing 

basic demographic features and median frequency band relative powers, after averaging 

both channels and calculated for the entire 24-hour period. 

 PWE (n=15*) HC (n=12) P value 

Age (median, IQR) 44 (16) 35.5 (14.25) 0.067+ 

Gender (Female)  66% 58% 1.000# 

Relative Delta (median, IQR) 0.45 (0.27) 0.53 (0.06) 0.714+ 

Relative Theta (median, 

IQR) 

0.08 (0.04) 0.11 (0.02) 0.092+ 

Relative Alpha (median, 

IQR) 

0.08 (0.04) 0.09 (0.03) 0.067+ 

Relative Sigma (median, 

IQR) 

0.06 (0.03) 0.06 (0.02) 0.575+ 

Relative Beta (median, IQR) 0.21 (0.14) 0.18 (0.02) 0.643+ 

*One patient underwent two implantations at different sites. These are treated as two 

separate datasets when comparing relative powers. IQR – Interquartile range; PWE – 

patients with epilepsy; HC – healthy controls. + Wilcoxon rank-sum test. # Fisher’s exact 

test. 
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Figures 

 

Figure 1. Power spectral density plots for each subject (average of both channels), 

divided into daytime (10am to 4pm - light red) and nighttime periods (11pm to 5am - light 

blue). Dark lines represent medians and shaded areas interquartile ranges of the 1-

minute segments. Vertical lines represent boundaries of canonical frequency bands. Note 

that subject H04 recorded little sqEEG during the night and hence data dispersion is large. 
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Figure 2. Long-term variation in absolute power (in dB) in different frequency bands. Each 

plot depicts the median daily power at each frequency band, averaged over both 

channels, throughout the study period for each subject. Days with low (<50%) adherence 

were removed from the plots. Note that the study duration (x-axis) is different for each 

subject.  
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Figure 3. a) Results of group-level linear mixed effects (LME) models on median daily 

absolute powers, calculated for the 24-hour period, diurnal and nocturnal periods (left to 

right panels). Bars represent the coefficient of the fixed effect of time (in dB/month and 

kΩ/month), and error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. All were statistically 

significant (i.e. 95% CI not including zero). b) impedance change throughout days of the 

study. Red line and shaded area represent the mean and standard deviation of daily 

impedance measurements, respectively. Black asterisks denote the end of the recording 

for each subject. Black line represents the result of the group-level LME model, with an 

intercept of 2.35 kOhms and slope of -0.018 kOhms/month. Note that only the first 95 

days of recording  are represented in the graph, as only one subject recorded longer than 
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this period, and note higher fluctuations at the end of the graph, due to fewer subjects 

contributing to the model. 
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