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Whole-brain activity is often chosen to quantitatively normal-
ize peri-ictal and interictal SPECT scans before their subtrac-
tion. This use is not justified, because significant and ex-
tended modification of the cerebral blood flow can occur
during a seizure. We validated and compared 2 automatic
methods able to determine the optimal reference region,
using simulation and clinical data. Methods: In the first
method, the selected reference region is the intersection of
peri-ictal-interictal areas with no significantly different z val-
ues. The other method relies on a 3-dimensional iterative
voxel aggregation. The increase of the selected volume is
stopped by using 2 different variance tests (Levene and SE).
These algorithms were tested on 39 epileptic patients and
were validated using 1 interictal and 10 peri-ictal scans sim-
ulated from the mean image of 22 healthy subjects. Results:
In the patient studies, the mean relative activity of the se-
lected regions, compared with whole-brain activity (classic
normalization), was 122.6%. Their average relative size (com-
pared with the size of the whole brain) was 33.2% for the z
map method, 22.8% for the SE test, and 11.8% for the
Levene test. After application of our automatic processes,
subtraction of the simulated images revealed a recovery of
abnormal regions up to 45% larger than the region obtained
with classic normalization. Conclusion: These results illus-
trate the role of normalization on the subtracted peri-ictal and
interictal images. Our methods are automatic and objective
and give good results on various simulated images. The z
map construction is worth considering because it is simple,
selects large parts of the brain, and requires little computa-
tion time.
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NorwmaALizATION oF lctaL SPECT ¢ Boussion et al.

Brain imaging has become a mandatory step in the
preoperative evaluation of refractory partial epilepsy.
SPECT provides useful information about the location of
the epileptogenic focus and is currently the only modality
able to routinely provide information during the peri-ictal
state. When the injection is given soon after seizure onset,
the typical peri-ictal SPECT scan depicts a local increase in
cerebral blood flow (CBF) well correlated with the location
of the focus 1-3).

The sensitivity of the detection is, however, increased
by building peri-ictal-interictal difference images, which
aid identification of cerebral areas with significantly dif-
ferent CBFs between the 2 statds-{). The construction
of these subtracted images implies coregistration of the
scans, quantitative normalization, voxel-by-voxel sub-
traction, and superimposition on MRI to improve spatial
localization 8-11).

Quantitative normalization of images is of paramount im-
portance because injected activities are not equal and global
CBF can change during a seizut), The mean peri-ictal and
interictal activities of the whole brain are often chosen to
normalize the image<6), whereas some investigators prefer
to choose the cerebellun?)( In a previous studyi@), we
showed that the choice of the whole brain was not the most
relevant and that, for unilateral temporal lobe epilepsy, the
contralateral lobe could be chosen as a reliable reference re-
gion. However, determining the lateralization of the focus is
not always easy, and manually delimiting the reference region
of interest (ROI) is long and tedious. Furthermore, in the case
of extratemporal epilepsy, defining the areas unaffected by the
seizure can be difficult because of the potentially large extent
of the seizure network and the frequently low relative increase
of CBF in extratemporal focd). In all cases, falsely localizing
SPECT findings can lead to an inappropriate surgical decision
(14,15).

Besides these points, the normalization step remains a
subtle issue because the classic methods, as well as the new
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approaches, can be difficult to validate. The misunderstood
phenomena underlying the epileptic pathology, and the un-
predictability of its appearance, prevent us from considering
any reference technique to be the gold standard.

In this study, we introduced and compared 2 automatic
techniques able to find adequate reference regions for nor-
malization. To evaluate the differences between classic nor-
malization (by global brain activity) and our methods, we
applied them to 39 patients whose refractory epilepsy was
being evaluated before surgery. We also proposed a tech-
nical validation using simulated foci of various sizes and
intensities added to the mean image of healthy subjects
CBF scans.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Patients and Image Acquisition

Interictal and peri-ictal SPECT scans were prospectively ob-
tained for 39 patients (23 women, 16 men; mean age, 29 y) during
presurgical investigation of their refractory epilepsy. Twenty-five
patients had a unilateral temporal focus (left, 15; right, 10), 5 had
aunilateral frontal focus (left, 2; right, 3), and 3 had bitemporal or
multiple foci. These locations, deduced from deep-electrode im-
plantation or postsurgical outcome, were not available for 6 pa-
tients still being evaluated.

Both scans were acquired after injection of ®™Tc-ethylcystein-
ate dimer. The peri-ictal scan was acquired during video electro-
encephalographic monitoring, with the injection being adminis-
tered as soon as possible after visua detection of the onset of
electric (electroencephalographic) or clinical abnormalities. The
peri-ictal and interictal images were acquired on a Prism 2000
(Picker International, Cleveland Heights, OH; 31 patients) or Vari-
cam (Elscint Inc., Haifa, Isragl; 8 patients) gamma camera with
low-energy, high-resolution collimators. Both scans of each pa-
tient were acquired on the same machine. The images (128 X 128
voxel slices) were reconstructed with classic tools and filtering
(Butterworth or Wiener).

Finaly, the images were spatialy coregistered with an algo-
rithm maximizing their normalized mutual information, calculated
from the joint histogram (11). In this step, the peri-ictal scan was
defined asthe target image, on which the interictal scan was shifted
and reconstructed.

Simulated Data

To quantitatively evaluate the impact of normalization, we
simulated 1 interictal and 10 peri-ictal scans with foci of known
sizes and intensities (Fig. 1). Both kinds of images were built from
the mean of 22 healthy subject scans obtained at the Department of
Nuclear Medicine of the Queen Elizabeth Hospital in Adelaide,
Australia. These examinations were acquired on a triple-head
camera with ultra-high-resolution fanbeam collimators, after an
injection of %mTc-hexamethylpropyleneamine oxime, and were
reconstructed as 91 transverse slices of 91 X 109 isotropic voxels
(2 X 2 X 2 mm). These images are available in the Statistical
Parametric Mapping software (Wellcome Department of Cognitive
Neurology, Institute of Neurology, University College, London,
U.K)).

Construction of Interictal Image. In this mean image, we man-
ually drew an ROI completely delineating the right anterior tem-
poral lobe. Each voxel inside this temporal ROl was multiplied by
0.9 to model a 10% interictal decrease of CBF.
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-10% decreased CBF
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FIGURE 1. Example of simulated SPECT images. (A) Interictal
scan. Arrow shows 10% decrease of CBF in whole right tem-
poral lobe. (B) One of 10 peri-ictal scans. Arrows show frontal
and temporal hyperperfused areas.

Construction of Peri-Ictal Images. We first multiplied al the
voxels of the mean image by 0.85 to simulate a lower injected
activity. This step aimed at modeling the radioactive decay be-
tween the filling of the syringe and the injection time. Then, we
drew a focus inside the temporal ROI about half its size. Each
voxel of this focus was multiplied by 1.05, 1.1, 1.15, ..., or 1.5,
yielding 10 different peri-ictal scans with different increased tem-
poral blood flows (+5%, +10%, +15%, ..., or +50%). Further-
more, in each of these 10 scans, we added in the left frontal lobe
(frontal ROI) a small ellipsis-shaped ROI with a 10% increase of
CBF to simulate a remote activated area. The result gave the 10
simulated peri-ictal SPECT scans, each having the same frontal
hyperperfusion and a different level of right temporal hyperperfu-
sion. The size of the temporal ROI was 61.2 cm? (7,650 voxels),
and the size of the frontal ROI was 1.3 cm? (168 voxels).
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Noise. Uncertainty was added to the simulated data by using a
simple multiplicative process and our clinical images. Applying
the formula of Budinger (16), we calculated the percentage of
noise in each of the 78 SPECT scans included in our clinical study
(2 scans for each of the 39 patients):

120 x Vo7

% of noise:T,

where V is the number of voxelsin the reconstructed brain and
N is the total number of counts. The mean value in our set of
78 images was 13.5% (minimum, 9.3%; maximum, 18.3%).
As a conseguence, we multiplied each voxel value of the
simulated images by a number randomly extracted from the set
[—13.5%;+13.5%)]. The aim of this step was to limit the smooth-
ing effect caused by the construction of the initial mean scan from
22 real images, in order to provide more clinically realistic images.

Automated Search of Reference Area

z Map Approach. As afirst step, a common peri-ictal—interictal
mask was built with a simple threshold (40% of the maximum
count). The mean and the SD of the voxel values were then
calculated within the mask in the peri-ictal and interictal scans, and
each voxel value “i” was replaced by its z value. Finally, 2 z maps
were constructed, in which each voxel represented the distance
between its value and the mean activity, normalized by the global
SD: z= li — MI/SD, where M is the mean. We arbitrarily eliminated
the z values higher than 1, in order to keep the areas with values close
to the average CBF. Thefinal reference region was the intersection of
the z < 1 peri-ictal area and the z < 1 interictal area.

Voxel Aggregation Approach. As for the previous method, a
common mask was built, and the same threshold was used in order
to start with an identical volume in both approaches. The principle
of the technique relies on a 3-dimensional iterative voxel aggre-
gation starting from asmall volume (3 X 3 X 3 voxel cube), which
we refer to as the seed point. The region stops increasing when a
criterion, to be defined later in the text, is no longer verified.

Our agorithm contains 4 main steps. Let us consider the kth
iteration. In step 1, the peri-ictal and interictal variances of the
counts (Vpx and Viy, respectively) in the current kth region are
caculated. In step 2, the Vpy and Vi are compared using a
statistical test (the criterion to be defined later). In step 3, which is
used if Vpy and Viy do not significantly differ, the current region
is dilated and then steps 1 and 2 are repeated. In step 4, which is
used if Vp, and Vi significantly differ, the algorithm is stopped
and the region k — 1 is selected as the reference region.

The isotropic dilatation of the current region at each iteration
was performed using simple morphologic mathematics tools (17).
This kth volume was dilated by convolution with a simple struc-
turing element, a 3-dimensional cross alowing intra- and interslice
dilatation. Thanks to this growing process, the volume was itera-
tively thickened by a 1-voxel layer.

Comparison of Variances. We chose to apply 2 different teststo
compare the variances as a stopping criterion of voxel aggregation.
The hypothesiswas that if aregion is not influenced by the seizure
spread, its relative CBF distribution is not modified. Thus, we
postulated that similar peri-ictal and interictal variances of the
counts would indicate that the investigated area has no involve-
ment in the seizure process and therefore could be chosen as a
reference. We selected and compared the Levene test (18) and the
SE test (13,19), both of which were elaborated to compare 2
variances (P < 0.05).
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Final Choice of Reference Area. Obviously, the result of this
algorithm could depend on the seed point localization. To obtain a
fully automated method, we regularly and automatically moved the
seed point in the common mask (every 3 voxelsin each direction).
Thefina selected reference region was the largest obtained among
all the regions born from each seed point.

Collected Data in Set of Patient Scans

The classic quantitative normalization process initially calcu-
lates both peri-ictal and interictal mean activities in the reference
region and then equalizes these means to make the global peri-
ictal—-interictal CBF comparable. To be reliable, areference region
should be as large as possible, so that it is representative of the
mean typical CBF. In addition, the mean value in such areference
region should be different from that of the global brain activity,
especialy when the peri-ictal and interictal scans vary consider-
ably.

As a consequence, for each patient and for each method, the
peri-ictal and interictal mean activities of the selected reference
region, and its size, were calculated and then compared with the
whole-brain activity and size. These 2 relative parameters were
respectively referred to as ACTIV and SIZE and were compared
using F tests.

Collected Data in Set of Simulated Scans

The aim of these computer-generated foci was to evaluate the
effect of the different normalization choices on the subtracted
images, because no reference is available in clinical images. We
built the difference images by using a peri-ictal—interictal voxel-
by-voxel subtraction after normalization, with the mean activities
calculated by each of the 3 methods. The 2 ROIs identified by
subtraction were then compared with their rea sizes (7,650 and
168 voxels). The same was done using the classic normalization
process, with the mean activity in that case calculated in the whole
brain.

RESULTS

Figure 2 shows typical results obtained with each tech-
nique. For each of the 33 patients with well-defined epi-
lepsy, the reference area never included the focus. For the
other 6 patients, reference regions always excluded areas
with evident peri-ictal and interictal abnormal CBF.

Patient Data

Sze of Selected Reference Area. Table 1 shows mean,
SD, SD/mean, and minimal and maximal SIZE parameters
for the 3 methods. The size of the reference area never
reached the size of the whole brain, the largest value being
42.8%. This point demonstrates that systematically, some
areas in the brain (in fact, those with a high or alow CBF
compared with global CBF) were not included in the refer-
ence region. Table 1 aso shows that the z map method
provided larger reference areas (the mean size being 33.2%,
vs. 22.8% and 11.8% for the aggregation approaches) and
more homogeneous results (the SD/mean value being 0.1,
vs. 1.1 and 0.4 for the other 2 methods).

Calculated Mean Activities in Selected Reference Area.
The calculated activities in the reference region found by
the algorithms, compared with the whole-brain activity
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FIGURE 2. Typical example of selected reference region
found by the 3 methods in patient with left temporal lobe epi-
lepsy. (A) Original transverse slices in temporal orientation. In-
terictal images, at top, show decrease of CBF in left temporal
lobe (white arrow). Peri-ictal images, at bottom, show global
decrease of CBF in left hemisphere (gray arrow), except in
temporal lobe containing focus and characterized by significant
CBF increase (white arrow). (B) Reference regions (white areas)
obtained with z map method. (C) Reference regions (white ar-
eas) obtained with Levene test. (D) Reference regions (white
areas) obtained with SE test. In C and D, region boundaries
sometimes look like lines because of cubic shape of seed point
and symmetric shape of structuring element (3-dimensional
Cross).

(ACTIV parameter), are presented in Table 2. These calcu-
lated values were aways higher than 100%, implying that
the mean activity in the regions was higher than the global
brain activity.

Data Analysis Using Fisher Satistics. The aim was to
evaluate the significance of the differences between the
parameters calculated from the 3 methods.

For SIZE parameter values, the methods were compared
2 by 2. The results were F = 18.0 (P < 0.001) for Levene
versus SE, F = 24.6 (P < 0.001) for z map versus SE, and
F = 103.6 (P < 0.001) for zmap versus Levene. The zmap
and the aggregation approaches gave regions of very differ-
ent size. The 2 aggregation methods provided more compa-
rable results, even if till significantly different.

For ACTIV parameter values, the results for the interictal
and the peri-ictal sets, respectively, were F = 23.0 and 17.8
for z map versus SE (P < 0.001), F = 16.9 and 19.8 for z
map versus Levene (P < 0.001), and nonsignificant for
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Levene versus SE. Thus, the 2 aggregation methods gave
areas with comparable mean activities, whereas the z map
technique provided results different from those of either of
these methods.

Simulated Data

Table 3 shows the volume of the regions revedled by
subtraction, compared with the actual volume of the regions
of interest (7,818 voxels). Values are given for our 3 meth-
ods and for the classic normalization method, applied on the
10 peri-ictal scans. Figure 3 also presents the percentage of
region recovery but separates the results obtained for the
frontal and tempora ROIs.

These data show, first, that the volume of the abnormal
regions revealed by our methods was always higher than
the volume of the abnormal regions revealed after global
normalization; second, that for all methods, volume de-
creased when temporal focal activity reached +35% or
more; and third, that this decrease was significantly larger
with the global normalization method than with our
methods. For the +50% focus, our methods revealed
76.1% of the real regions of interest whereas the classic
process revealed only 40.1% of the information. The
difference was even larger with the frontal ROl only—
57.2% versus 12.4%.

As an illustration, Figure 4 shows subtraction of the
interictal scan from the +50% peri-ictal scan, as obtained
with our methods and with the classic normalization
process. The temporal focus was correctly revealed by all
methods (Fig. 4A), including classic normalization.
However, our methods revealed the complete extent of
the interictal temporal CBF decrease—an extent that was
not revealed using the classic process (Fig. 4B). Further-
more, our techniques exposed a larger part of the frontal
focus (Fig. 4C).

Lastly, Figure 5 illustrates the gain of volume recovery
obtained by subtraction with our methods compared with
the results of the classic process. This figure shows that our
techniques can reveal up to 45% larger areas.

DISCUSSION

The aim of the peri-ictal-interictal differenceimagesisto
underline the cerebral areas in which CBF differs between
the interictal state and the peri-ictal state. These subtracted
images improve the localization of the epileptic focus (4,5)

TABLE 1
SIZE Parameter: Size of Selected Region Compared with
Size of Whole Brain

Levene’s
Category test SE test zZ map
Mean = SD (%) 11.8 =124 22.8 + 9.8 33.2 + 4.4
Minimum (%) 0.6 6.0 26.4
Maximum (%) 38.4 42.5 42.8
SD/mean 1.1 0.4 0.1
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TABLE 2
ACTIV Parameter: Activity in Selected Reference Region Compared with Activity in Whole Brain

In interictal scan

In peri-ictal scan

Category Levene’s test SE test zZ map Levene’s test SE test z map
Mean = SD 124.1 = 8.98 124.0 £ 6.6 117.7 £ 46 127.0 = 11.5 124.7 = 8.1 117.6 = 6.2
Minimum 102.2 108.9 107.7 104.8 108.1 106.6
Maximum 140.3 136.5 126.8 147.2 142.9 136.3
A (maximum — minimum) 38.1 27.6 19.1 42.4 34.8 29.7

Data are percentages.

essentially because they avoid the uncertainty due to sub-
jective visual comparison of scans. Traditionally, the whole
brain is chosen to calculate the mean peri-ictal and interictal
activities that will further be used to normalize the scans.
But in epilepsy, large, distant, and numerous areas can be
involved during a single seizure, and the CBF increase in
such regions may be quite high. Therefore, the choice of the
whole brain is controversial, because pathologic CBF vari-
ation of cortical areas implicated in the underlying pathol-
ogy isincluded in the calculation of normalization activity
(13).

The aim of our normalization methods was to give the
process more objectivity and to automatically find areas that
had no significant CBF variation and were large enough to
be representative of the globa and standard CBF. The
automatic approach was chosen to suppress the subjective
steps such as ROl drawing or whole-brain selection.

In z map construction, we chose a z < 1 threshold to
eliminate extreme values of CBF in the normalization pro-
cess. The size of the selected area was then about 33% of the
whole brain (Table 1). This arbitrary choice, which was
made after several trials, seemed to be the most acceptable
choice after a visual analysis of the selected regions. The
threshold appeared to be a good compromise between the
rejection of high and low CBF areas and the selection of

TABLE 3
Volume of Areas Obtained by Subtraction Compared with
Actual Volume of ROIs (7,818 Voxels)

Peri-ictal Classic Levene’s
scan normalization test SE test Z map
+5 94.3 95.5 96.1 94.9
+10 94.1 95.8 96.1 94.3
+15 94.6 96.1 96.7 95.8
+20 95.2 96.7 97.3 95.8
+25 95.4 97.2 97.8 96.9
+30 96.1 98.4 97.0 97.0
+35 89.0 96.7 95.2 96.8
+40 68.9 88.0 88.9 88.8
+45 51.2 82.8 84.1 83.6
+50 40.1 75.4 76.9 75.9

Data are percentages.
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sufficiently large reference regions, as illustrated by Figure
6. This figure shows that for a z < 2 threshold, the SIZE
parameter becomes high, increasing the risk that activated
areaswill betaken into account, whereasaz < 0.5 threshold
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FIGURE 3. Percentage of simulated ROI retrieval for frontal
ROI (A) and temporal ROI (B). Curves represent size of areas
revealed by subtraction, compared with actual size of simulated
ROls. Results were obtained after normalization by our auto-
mated processes and by classic method (whole brain).
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FIGURE 4. Subtraction of +50% peri-
ictal and interictal simulated images. From
left to right, images are peri-ictal scan
(PER); interictal scan (INTER); and abnor-
mal regions retrieved after z map (2), Lev-
ene (L), SE, and classic (whole brain [WB])
normalization methods. Results are shown
for pole of right temporal lobe (peri-ictal,
+50% increased CBF; interictal, —10%
decreased CBF) (A), for higher slice of right
temporal lobe (peri-ictal, normal; interictal,
—10% decreased CBF) (B), and for left
frontal lobe (peri-ictal, +10% increased
CBF; interictal, normal) (C).
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can lead to the selection of reference regions that are too
small (less than 20%).

An advantage of the z map method is the rapidity of
detection, which takes 5 s, compared with the 15 min
required for voxel aggregation. Therefore, this technique is
better adapted for clinical use. The calculation in the aggre-
gation process is long because every 3-voxel increment in
every direction is successively chosen as a seed point. This
systematic test is, however, fundamental because the aggre-
gation process is origin dependent.

In other respects, our results show that the 2 tests of
variance do not provide similar results. The Levene test is
known to be more robust than the SE test when large
samples are studied, but the Levene test gives mediocre
results for small samples. This point may explain why voxel
aggregation with the Levene test sometimes stops with very

Z threshold

FIGURE 5. Recovery improvement in each subtracted image
for frontal ROI (A) and temporal ROI (B). Curves represent dif-
ference between size of regions revealed by our methods and
size of regions revealed using classic normalization.
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FIGURE 6. Influence of z threshold on SIZE parameter. Top
curve is for patient with maximum SIZE parameter, bottom
curve is for patient with minimum SIZE parameter, and middle
curve is mean SIZE for whole set of 39 patients.
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small areas (Table 1). Thus, a conceivable improvement
would be a strategy of combining both tests, with the
Levene test being used only after the region has reached a
given size.

The use of our algorithms on the simulated peri-ictal and
interictal images emphasizes the weight of the normaliza-
tion process on the difference images and justifies an accu-
rate choice of reference region. After subtraction, our nor-
malization methods underlined areas up to 35% larger than
those obtained with the classic process (tempora ROI). The
gain of data was even higher with the frontal ROI: +45%
(Fig. 5). This means that these automated approaches allow
the retrieval of a greater number of abnormal regions than
does classic normalization, because the automated ap-
proaches detect areas of small spatia extent or of little CBF
variation, particularly when the peri-ictal scan contains an
intense focus (Fig. 4). This capability is important if one
wants information about the spread of ictal abnormalities,
mainly if the ictal injection occurred too long a time after
the beginning of the crisis.

Our simulated images were constructed from hexameth-
ylpropyleneamine oxime reference data. Even if a dlight
difference in normal distribution exists with ethylcysteinate
dimer (20), its results should be identical because of the
important peri-ictal and interictal CBF modifications com-
pared with the normal areas.

At last, to improve validation, we could consider the
use of a phantom or a computed simulator modeling the
SPECT reconstruction. In addition, alarger clinical study
could be performed, because our preliminary results (39
patients) agreed with our initial hypotheses. For instance,
the calculated mean activity in a selected reference area
should always be higher than the mean activity in the
whole brain, because the labeled molecule is less taken
up in the white matter than in the cortex and because the
signal is lower in the deep brain structures because of
attenuation. Our results agreed with this statement be-
cause they showed a significant increase in the ACTIV
parameter.

Furthermore, in all patient studies the reference regions
were smaller than globa brain size—a satisfactory result
considering our initial requirements. However, this point
cannot lead to a definitive clinical validation, because as
long as we do not understand the whole epileptogenic
process, it remains problematic to evaluate our quantitative
results without a reference methodology.

CONCLUSION

The 2 methods we have described increased the sensitiv-
ity of focus detection by subtraction SPECT, thanks to
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normalization improvement. The main interest of our study
was the increase in objectivity brought about by automation
of the process. Furthermore, the results obtained from the
simulated data established the degree of confidence that one
can giveto the clinical results. Lastly, these approaches can
be applied at any other functional imaging investigation
involving 2 different cognitive or pathologic states requiring
normalization and comparison.

REFERENCES

1. Duncan JS. Imaging and epilepsy. Brain. 1997;120:339-377.

2. Grunwald F, Menzel C, PavicsL, et al. Ictal and interictal brain SPECT imaging
in epilepsy using technetium-99m-ECD. J Nucl Med. 1994;35:1896—1901.

3. Newton MR, Berkovic SF, Austin MC, Rowe CC, McKay WJ, Bladin PF.
SPECT in the localisation of extratemporal and temporal seizure foci. J Neurol
Neurosurg Psychiatry. 1995;59:26-30.

4. O'Brien TJ, So EL, Mullan BP, et al. Subtraction ictal SPECT co-registered to
MRI improves clinical usefulness of SPECT in localizing the surgical seizure
focus. Neurology. 1998;50:445-454.

5. Véra P, Kaminska A, Stievenart JL, et a. Icta-interictal SPECT difference
images coregistered to MRI makes the localization of seizurefoci easier and more
reproducible [abstract]. J Nucl Med. 1998;39(suppl):27P.

6. Zubal |G, Spencer SS, Imam K, et a. Difference images calculated from ictal and
interictal technetium-99m-HMPAO SPECT scans of epilepsy. J Nucl Med. 1995;
36:684—689.

7. Lewis PJ, Siegel A, Siegel AM, et al. Does performing image registration and
subtraction in ictal brain SPECT help localize neocortical seizures? J Nucl Med.
2000;41:1619-1626.

8. Alpert NM, Bradshaw JF, Kennedy D, Correia JA. The principal axe transfor-
mation: a method for image registration. J Nucl Med. 1990;31:1717-1722.

9. Pelizzari CA, Chen GTY, Spelbring DR, Weichselbaum RR. Accurate three-
dimensional registration of CT, PET, and/or MR images of the brain. J Comput
Assist Tomogr. 1989;13:20-26.

10. Woods RP, Cherry SR, Mazziotta JC. Rapid automated algorithm for aigning
and redlicing PET images. J Comput Assist Tomogr. 1992;16:620—633.

11. Maes F, Coallignon A, Vandermeulen D, Marcha G, Sueten P. Multimodality
image registration by maximization of mutua information. |[EEE Trans Med
Imaging. 1997;16:187-198.

12. Syed GMS, Eagger S, Toone BK, Levy R, Barrett JJ. Quantification of regional
cerebral blood flow (rCBF) using 99Tcm-HMPAO and SPECT: choice of the
reference region. Nucl Med Commun. 1992;13:811-816.

13. Boussion N, Ryvlin P, Isnard J, Houzard C, Mauguiére F, Cinotti L. Towards an
optimal reference region in single photon emission tomography difference images
in epilepsy. Eur J Nucl Med. 2000;27:155-160.

14. Ostrowsky K, Isnard J, Ryvlin P, Guenot M, Fischer C, Mauguiere F. Functional
mapping of the insular cortex: clinical implication in temporal lobe epilepsy.
Epilepsia. 2000;41:681—686.

15. Jooma R, Yeh HS, Privitera MD, Rigrish D, Gartner M. Seizure control and
extent of mesial temporal resection. Acta Neurochir. 1995;133:44—49.

16. Budinger TF. Physical attributes of single-photon tomography. J Nucl Med.
1980;21:579-592.

17. Serra J. Image Analysis and Mathematical Morphology. London, England: Ac-
ademic Press; 1982.

18. Snedecor GW, Cochran GC. Statistical Methods. 8th ed. Ames, I1A: lowa State
University Press; 1989.

19. Daniel Schwartz. Satistical Methods in Medicine and Biology [in French]. Paris,
France: Flammarion Médecine Sciences; 1989.

20. Oku N, Matsumoto M, Hashikawa K, et al. Intra-individual differences between
technetium-99m-HMPAO and technetium-99m-ECD in the normal medial tem-
pora lobe. J Nucl Med. 1997;38:1109-1111.

1425



