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Highlights: 

• Transcranial magnetic stimulation was used to study synaptic plasticity in patients with 

manifest hepatic encephalopathy. 

• Patients with hepatic encephalopathy exhibited decreased synaptic plasticity of the 

primary motor cortex. 

• This decrease may be caused by disturbances in the glutamatergic neurotransmission due 

to the known hyperammonemia. 

 

Abstract 

Objective: Hepatic encephalopathy (HE) is a potentially reversible brain dysfunction caused by 

liver failure. Altered synaptic plasticity is supposed to play a major role in the pathophysiology of 

HE. Here, we used paired associative stimulation with an inter-stimulus interval of 25 ms (PAS25), 

a transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) protocol, to test synaptic plasticity of the motor cortex 

in patients with manifest HE. 

Methods: 23 HE-patients and 23 healthy controls were enrolled in the study. Motor evoked 

potential (MEP) amplitudes were assessed as measure for cortical excitability. Time courses of 

MEP amplitude changes after the PAS25 intervention were compared between both groups. 

Results: MEP-amplitudes increased after PAS25 in the control group, indicating PAS25-induced 

synaptic plasticity in healthy controls, as expected. In contrast, MEP-amplitudes within the HE 

group did not change and were lower than in the control group, indicating no induction of 

plasticity. 

Conclusion: Our study revealed reduced synaptic plasticity of the primary motor cortex in HE. 

Significance: Reduced synaptic plasticity in HE provides a link between pathological changes on 

the molecular level and early clinical symptoms of the disease. This decrease may be caused by 

disturbances in the glutamatergic neurotransmission due to the known hyperammonemia in HE 

patients. 



PAS25 demonstrates altered plasticity over M1 in HE 

p. 3 

 

Key words: transcranial magnetic stimulation, paired associative stimulation,  
hepatic encephalopathy, critical flicker frequency, motor evoked potential,  
synaptic plasticity.  



PAS25 demonstrates altered plasticity over M1 in HE 

p. 4 

 

1. Introduction 

Hepatic encephalopathy (HE) is a potentially reversible brain dysfunction due to liver failure 

(Häussinger et al., 2021; Häussinger and Schliess, 2008; Häussinger and Sies, 2013), which occurs 

in about 30 to 45 % of patients with liver cirrhosis (Vilstrup et al., 2014). HE comprises a broad 

spectrum of neuropsychiatric impairments, including motor impairments, deficits in visual and 

tactile perception, cognitive dysfunction, and impaired consciousness (Felipo, 2013; Henderson, 

2008; Kircheis et al., 2002; Lazar et al., 2018). While historically, HE has been viewed as a single 

syndrome, the diversity of symptoms is currently thought to be mediated by different underlying 

mechanisms (Felipo, 2013). Yet, it is generally agreed that both systemic inflammation and 

hyperammonemia are crucial for symptom development (Coltart et al., 2013; Desjardins et al., 

2012; Rose, 2012). Although potentially reversible, manifest HE often results in frequent and 

recurring hospitalization and thus constitutes a substantial burden for both patients and 

healthcare systems (Stepanova et al., 2012). 

Previous work demonstrated decreased cortical synaptic plasticity in HE (Wen et al., 2013). 

Presumably, such alterations result from oxidative stress in neurons and glial cells due to 

accumulation of neurotoxins, especially ammonia (Häussinger and Schliess, 2008). Specifically, 

hyperammonemia has been connected to reductions in extrasynaptic reserve pools of AMPA-

type glutamate receptors, which in turn severely limits synaptic plasticity (Schroeter et al., 2015). 

Importantly, alterations in synaptic plasticity are interpreted as precursor for the global cortical 

slowing of neuronal oscillatory activity (Butz et al., 2013; May et al., 2014; Timmermann et al., 

2005), which is suggested to lead to the perceptual (Baumgarten et al., 2018; Götz et al., 2013) 

and motor deficits (Cantarero et al., 2013; Timmermann et al., 2008) present in HE. Thus, cortical 

synaptic plasticity changes are thought to represent a key mechanism connecting disease-related 

effects on the molecular level with impaired behavioral parameters. Although different forms of 

cortical synaptic plasticity have been described, the present work focusses on long-term 

potentiation (LTP; Malenka and Bear, 2004), since this process can be experimentally assessed in 

vivo in HE patients directly by means of non-invasive brain stimulation methods. 
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Transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) offers a non-invasive and painless method to investigate 

cortical physiology (Hallett, 2000; Rothwell, 1997). Paired associative stimulation (PAS; Stefan et 

al., 2002, 2000), an experimental TMS paradigm combining afferent electrical and cortical 

magnetic stimulation in a precise temporal regime, allows for the investigation of motor cortical 

plasticity in particular. To this end, an electrical stimulation of the median nerve is temporally 

paired with a TMS pulse over the contralateral primary motor cortex (M1). In one variant of PAS, 

median nerve stimulation is applied 25 ms before the TMS pulse, a protocol that is referred to as 

PAS25. As the afferent input from the median nerve needs 21 - 23 ms to reach M1, the electrically-

induced neural signal arrives at M1 immediately before the TMS pulse (Wolters et al., 2003). 

Hence, the PAS25 protocol is known to enhance excitability within M1, where excitability evolves 

rapidly and remains present for an extended duration, inducing long-term potentiation (LTP) of 

synaptic efficacy (PAS25LTP). Conceptually, an increase in excitability is interpreted as spike timing 

dependent plasticity (STDP), which is considered as one of the core mechanisms driving LTP 

(Stefan et al., 2002, 2000). Consistently, long-term depression (LTD) effects are also known to 

occur when the afferent input from the median nerve arrives at M1 after the TMS pulse (Di 

Lazzaro et al., 2009; Wolters et al., 2003). 

While the PAS25 protocol offers an established and mechanistically well understood option to 

non-invasively study motor cortical plasticity in healthy subjects and patient populations 

(Golaszewski et al., 2016), motor cortical plasticity has been investigated with various different 

TMS protocols, e.g., PAS21.5 (Hamada et al., 2012) or intermittent theta-burst stimulation (Huang 

et al., 2005). Although both PAS21.5 and PAS25 induce LTP-like changes in the motor cortex, 

subsequent studies have highlighted different pathways underlying these effects (Hamada et al., 

2012; Popa et al., 2013; Strigaro et al., 2014). Whereas PAS21.5 is thought to rely on signal 

transduction by means of a direct sensory pathway to the motor cortex, PAS25 is mediated by 

comparatively complex circuits (Hamada et al., 2012), including slow extra-lemniscal relays and 

cerebellar inputs (Butler et al., 1992; Popa et al., 2013). In the present study, we selected the 

PAS25 protocol as it represents the most frequently used PAS protocol variant to elicit LTP-like 

effects (reviewed in Wischnewski and Schutter, 2016). Furthermore, the complex circuit dynamics 



PAS25 demonstrates altered plasticity over M1 in HE 

p. 6 

 

involved in PAS25 allow for investigation of a wide range of plasticity mechanisms potentially 

impaired in HE. Such a global approach is motivated by the broad symptom spectrum associated 

with HE. 

Although PAS protocols offer an intriguing possibility to non-invasively study motor cortical 

plasticity in patient populations (Golaszewski et al., 2016), earlier reports describe considerable 

inter-individual variability in responses to PAS. Regarding PAS25 for example, about half of the 

subjects are known to not respond to the study protocol (López-Alonso et al., 2014). Because of 

this high variability, it is possible that up to 50% of the subjects even develop signs of LTD 

(PAS25LTD), opposing general protocol expectations (Müller-Dahlhaus et al., 2008). 

Here, we investigated synaptic plasticity of M1 in patients with manifest HE in different stages of 

disease severity and healthy controls. We hypothesized that healthy participants demonstrate 

LTP-like effects after PAS25 intervention, while such effects would be diminished or absent in HE 

patients. 

2. Materials & Methods 

2.1. Participants 

23 patients (15 male, 8 female; age: 60.83 ± 1.35 (mean ± SEM)) with hepatic encephalopathy 

(HE) and 23 healthy volunteers (13 male, 10 female; age: 61.45 ± 1.46) participated in the present 

study (see Tab. 1 for details). All participants provided written informed consent prior to study 

participation. The study was performed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki (World 

Medical Association, 2013) and was approved by the ethics committee of the Medical Faculty, 

Heinrich Heine University Düsseldorf, Germany (study number: 5179R). Patient inclusion criteria 

were clinically confirmed liver cirrhosis and the diagnosis of HE. Grading of HE severity was based 

on the West-Haven criteria (Ferenci et al., 2002), the critical flicker frequency (Kircheis et al., 2014, 

2002), and a clinical assessment of the mental state and consciousness assessed by an 

experienced clinician. Healthy volunteers were recruited as an age-matched control group. 

Exclusion criteria for both patients and controls included contraindications to TMS (e.g., due to 

metallic and/or magnetic implants), severe intestinal, neurological, or psychiatric diseases (except 
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the diagnosis of HE for the patient group), the use of any medication acting on the central nervous 

system (e.g., benzodiazepines, anti-epileptic and/or psychotropic drugs), blood clotting 

dysfunction, pregnancy, and diagnosed peripheral/retinal neuropathy. Further, patients had to 

confirm alcohol abstinence for  4 weeks prior to measurement. 

2.2. Experimental design 

Participants were seated in a comfortable reclining chair with arms placed on cushioned armrests 

during the entire experiment. Recording of the individual critical flicker frequency was performed 

prior to the TMS-protocol. Electromyographic electrodes were attached to the right abductor 

pollicis brevis (APB) in belly-tendon montage. Then, the individual location for TMS (i.e., the 

“hotspot”) was determined in steps of 0.5 to 1 cm (starting 5 cm lateral and 1.5 cm anterior from 

the vertex) at the stimulation site at which moderately supra-threshold TMS resulted in the 

largest consistent APB MEP amplitude. Here, the MEP-amplitude was defined as consistent, if it 

remained the same in at least 5 out of 10 trials. The hotspot was marked directly on the scalp to 

ensure constant placement of the TMS coil throughout the session. Based on this hotspot, TMS 

intensities for resting motor threshold (RMT), as well as for evoking MEP of 0.5 mV amplitude 

were determined. Next, the electrodes for the electrical stimulation of the median nerve were 

positioned on the right wrist and the individual perceptual threshold was determined. 

MEP recordings were performed in four subsequent sessions: (i) Before paired associative 

stimulation (PAS) serving as baseline, (ii) 5 min after PAS, (iii) 15 min after PAS, and (iv) 25 min 

after PAS (Fig. 1). To ensure comparability, all measurements were carried out during the early 

afternoon (i.e., between 1:00 pm and 3:00 pm), since cortical plasticity is known to be influenced 

by circadian rhythms (Sale et al., 2007). Through the course of the entire experiment, muscle 

relaxation was visually monitored online on an oscilloscope. Participants were instructed to look 

at a fixation cross centered in front of them and silently count the number of magnetic pulses 

applied to maintain similar levels of attention. 

2.3. Electromyographic recording (EMG) 



PAS25 demonstrates altered plasticity over M1 in HE 

p. 8 

 

EMG signals were recorded from the right APB muscle by means of disposable Ag-AgCl surface 

electrodes (20 x 15 mm, Ambu A/S, Denmark). The active electrode was placed on the muscle 

belly, whereas the reference was placed over the base of the metacarpophalangeal joint of the 

thumb. EMG signals were amplified (Digitimer D360, Digitimer Ltd, Hertfordshire, UK), band-

passed between 100 Hz and 5 kHz, digitized at a sampling rate of 5 kHz, and stored on a desktop 

computer for later off-line analysis. 

2.4. Electrical stimulation 

Electrical stimulation consisted of a square wave pulse with 0.2 ms duration and was applied to 

the right median nerve by a Digitimer Constant Current Stimulator (DS7A, Digitimer Ltd, 

Hertfordshire, UK). The electrical stimulation was delivered with a pair of disposable Ag-AgCl 

surface electrodes (20 x 15 mm, Ambu A/S, Denmark). Electrodes were positioned on the palmar 

side of the wrist, proximal to the metacarpophalangeal joint. 300% the amount of the previously 

determined individual perceptual threshold was used for the electrical stimulation in the 

following PAS25 intervention. To ensure that electrical stimulation was above motor threshold, it 

was verified by visual conformation of muscle twitch (Stefan et al., 2000). 

2.5. Transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) 

TMS was applied by a Magstim™ magnetic stimulator (The Magstim Co. Ltd, Whitland, UK) in 

combination with a figure-of-eight coil. The coil was placed above the left primary motor cortex 

(M1) with hotspot APB tangentially to the scalp with the coil handle pointing backwards and 

laterally at a 45° angle to the sagittal plane in order to ensure a posterior-anterior current 

direction in the brain (Rothwell, 1997). This configuration aims to trans-synaptically activate the 

corticospinal system by means of horizontal cortico-cortical connections (Di Lazzaro et al., 2004). 

After determination of the individual TMS hotspot, the resting motor threshold (RMT) was 

defined as the lowest stimulation intensity that evoked a response of at least 50 µV during 

complete relaxation of the right APB in at least 5 of 10 trials using the relative frequency method 

(Rossini et al., 2015). 

2.6. Critical flicker frequency (CFF) 
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CFF was measured with a mobile device (HEPAtonormTM-Analyzer, nevoLAB, Maierhöfen, 

Germany) just prior to the TMS measurement. Assessment of the individual CFF is based on the 

presentation of a flickering light, which starts to flicker with a frequency of 60 Hz. At 60 Hz, the 

light is perceived as a continuous stimulus. Subsequently, the frequency with which the light 

flickers decreases linearly. Participants are requested to report when they first perceive the light 

as clearly flickering. Participants were first trained in this process and after they confirmed to 

understand the instructions, the measurement was repeated three times and the mean CFF value 

was taken for further analysis. The individual CFF is known to decrease depending on HE disease 

severity, with 39 Hz suggested as a cut-off to detect minimal HE in patients (Kircheis et al., 2014, 

2002). 

2.7. Paired associative stimulation (PAS) 

The PAS25 protocol applied was based on the protocol of Delvendahl et al. ( 2012). In accordance, 

we applied 180 low-frequency (0.2 Hz) single-pulse TMS of the left M1 paired with 180 electrical 

stimuli of the right median nerve (Suppa et al., 2017). Electrical and magnetic stimulation were 

separated by an interstimulus interval of 25 ms. Since MEP recruitment curve is known to be 

shallower in HE patients (Groiss et al., 2019), TMS intensity was adjusted to reliably evoke MEP 

with an amplitude of 0.5 mV. 

2.8. Motor-evoked potential recordings 

MEP responses evoked by single pulse TMS, amplitude-adjusted to evoke MEPs of 0.5 mV at 

baseline, were recorded at each of the four sessions and its amplitudes were used as a measure 

to indicate cortical excitability. In addition, recruitment curves were measured at each of the four 

sessions. Recruitment curves were generated by five different stimulation intensities, i.e., at 100%, 

110%, 120%, 130%, and 140% of the individual RMT. The order of stimulation conditions was 

randomized across and within each participant. For each stimulation intensity, 12 MEPs were 

recorded during each of the four sessions. Within each session, MEPs were averaged across trials 

for each stimulation intensity. In total, 72 MEPs were recorded during each session. 
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EMG data was analyzed with Signal Software (Cambridge Electronic Design, Cambridge, UK). Trials 

were visually inspected for artifacts. Trials showing voluntary EMG activity immediately before 

the TMS pulse, as well as trials where TMS stimulation was missing due to technical reasons, were 

rejected from the analysis. Maximum peak-to-peak MEP amplitudes were determined for each 

trial. Subsequently, peak-to-peak amplitudes were averaged over all trials within a session. 

2.9. Definition of PAS25LTP and PAS25LTD 

In general, the expected response to PAS25 is an MEP increase in sessions following PAS25 

application, reflecting LTP-response (PAS25LTP). However, about a quarter of tested individuals 

are known to rather respond with an MEP decrease (PAS25LTD), while others show no MEP change 

at all (non-responders; Müller-Dahlhaus et al., 2008; Nakatani-Enomoto et al., 2012; Wiethoff et 

al., 2014). To allow a precise analysis of LTP-responses while considering the substantial inter-

individual variability in PAS25 responses across individuals, we categorized participants 

depending on their respective MEP responses into LTP-responders, LTD-responders, or non-

responders (Fig. 2). In a first step, participants were categorized as responders if their average 

MEP amplitude change across trials exceeded baseline by 0.2 mV in any one of the three sessions 

after PAS25 intervention. Notably, this cut-off value is defined by an increase larger than 2 SDs of 

the inter-trial variability found at baseline (Campana et al., 2019; Nakamura et al., 2016; Tiksnadi 

et al., 2020). If this criterion was not met, the respective participant was categorized as non-

responder. Within the responder group, we separated participants into either PAS25LTP or 

PAS25LTD responders, depending on the direction of average amplitude change relative to 

baseline (i.e., increase or decrease) in those sessions that exceeded the baseline by ≥0.2 mV. In 

cases where participants exhibited both increases and decreases surpassing baseline by ≥0.2 mV 

across different sessions, categorization was based on the maximum absolute amplitude change.  

2.10. Statistical evaluation 

Statistical evaluation was performed with Graph pad Prism5™ (GraphPad Software, San Diego, 

USA) and SPSS (Version 25, IBM, Armonk, USA). Participant age was compared between patients 

and controls with a two-sample t-test. CFF and RMT were compared between patients and 

controls using a Mann-Whitney U test. To determine a potential influence of age or perceptual 
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threshold, age and perceptual threshold were correlated with CFF and relative MEP amplitude 

change after PAS25-intervention. All correlations were carried out with the Spearman rank 

correlation test. The Shapiro-Wilk test was used to test the distributions of recorded parameters 

for normality, determining the use of either parametric or nonparametric statistical tests. 

Comparison of LTP-responder rate between controls and HE patients was carried out with the 

Chi² test of independence. For analyses of demographic parameters, all participants (i.e., 

PAS25LTP-responders, PAS25LTD-responders, and non-responders) were included in the analysis. 

To determine the effect of PAS25 on LTP in the patient and control group, respectively, we 

compared MEP amplitude changes relative to baseline between the four sessions (baseline, 

5 min, 15 min, 25 min) using the Friedman test. If applicable, we used Dunn test for post-hoc 

analysis. Here, only PAS25LTP-responders were included in the analysis. 

To compare relative MEP amplitude changes after PAS25 intervention between the patient and 

control group, we first calculated MEP ratios at 5 min-, 15 min-, or 25 min-post PAS25 relative to 

baseline for both controls and HE-patients, respectively. Thus, MEP ratios represent the degree 

of PAS25LTP response over time. Next, we compared the degree of PAS25LTP response between 

controls and HE-patients at the 5 min post PAS session using a two-sample t-test. Here, only the 

PAS25LTP-responders were included in the analysis. 

Next, we determined if the presence of HE has an influence on the magnitude of MEP amplitude 

change due to PAS25 intervention. To this end, we calculated the absolute MEP ratio difference 

from baseline (i.e., |MEP ratio per post-PAS25-session - 1|), independently of the direction on 

amplitude change. Thus, the output quantifies the overall magnitude of MEP amplitude change 

due to PAS25 intervention, while not differentiating LTP- from LTD-responses. The PAS25LTP or 

PAS25LTD response was analyzed with linear generalized estimating equations (GEE). Here, the 

absolute MEP ratio difference from baseline was set as dependent variable, while presence of HE 

and session were set as co-factors. Both PAS25LTP and PAS25LTD-responders were included in the 

analysis. 

Finally, we compared recruitment curves across participants. Again, a linear GEE-model was used, 

with MEP-amplitude as dependent variable. Session, intensity, and presence of HE were included 
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as co-factors. All participants (i.e., PAS25LTP-responders, PAS25LTD-responders, and non-

responders) were included in the analysis. 

3. Results 

3.1. Demographic Data 

Seven of the 23 HE-patients enrolled in the study exhibited minimal hepatic encephalopathy 

(mHE); 13 were in grade one (HE1), and three in grade two (HE2) according to West-Haven 

criteria. All patients in the study were diagnosed with a liver cirrhosis for at least two months prior 

inclusion. There was no significant difference in age, as well as perceptual threshold, and RMT 

between HE-patients and healthy controls (p>0.05 for all comparisons). Age and perceptual 

threshold of both patients and controls also did not correlate significantly with either RMT or 

MEP-change after PAS25-intervention (p>0.05 for both correlations). On average, we discarded 

10 MEP trials per participant (from a total of 288 trials across all sessions per participant) due to 

signal artifacts. 

3.2. Critical flicker frequency 

CFF could be successfully determined in all HE-patients and in 11 healthy controls. CFF was 

significantly lower in HE-patients (36.72±0.54 Hz (mean ± SEM)) than in the control group 

(42.06±0.58 Hz; U = 9, p<0.001). 

3.3. PAS25LTP response 

PAS25LTP-responder rate did not differ significantly between HE patients and healthy controls 

(p>0.05; see Tab. 1 for further details). In the control group, MEP amplitudes were significantly 

different between sessions (FR=13.8, p<0.01). Post-hoc analysis revealed MEP amplitudes pre-

PAS25 (at baseline, mean MEP=0.53±0.15 mV) to be significantly smaller than 5 min post PAS25 

(mean MEP=2.34±0.26 mV, p<0.01), while the 15 min and the 25 min post PAS sessions did not 

significantly differ from baseline or among each other (all p>0.05). In the HE group, there was no 

significant difference of MEP amplitudes between sessions (all p>0.05, Fig. 3). 

MEP ratio at 5 min post PAS in the control group (mean MEP=2.34±0.26 mV) was significantly 

higher than in the HE group (mean MEP=1.13±0.14 mV, p<0.01, Fig. 3, inset). 
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3.4. PAS25LTP or PAS25LTD response 

Regarding PAS25LTP or PAS25LTD response, we found the presence of HE to be a significant factor 

(p=0.001), determining plasticity change in both directions (mean absolute plasticity change for 

controls=0.64±0.07 mV; for HE-patients=0.37±0.04 mV). Session, on the other hand, was not a 

significant factor (p>0.05). 

3.5. Recruitment curves 

Regarding the recruitment curves, we found the presence of HE to be a significant factor 

determining MEP amplitude (p<0.01). Mean MEP-amplitudes during recruitment curves in 

controls were 0.78±0.04 mV, while amplitudes were 0.41±0.03 mV in HE patients. Taken 

together, MEPs in recruitment curves of HE patients were significantly smaller, as compared to 

healthy controls (Fig. 4). 

As expected, TMS-intensity was a significant factor in the recruitment curves analysis (p<0.001, 

mean MEP at 100%RMT=0.11±0.01 mV; at 110%RMT= 0.25±0.02 mV; at 

120%RMT=0.56±0.05 mV; at 130%RMT=0.89±0.06 mV; at 140%RMT=1.17±0.07 mV). Session was 

not a significant factor for MEP amplitudes during recruitment curves measurement (p=0.52). 

4. Discussion 

Our study has two main findings. First, significant PAS-induced long term-potentiation (LTP) in M1 

could not be observed in HE patients, but exclusively in healthy controls. In addition, MEP change 

post PAS25 was significantly higher in healthy controls than in HE patients. Second, MEP 

amplitudes of recruitment curves in HE patients were significantly smaller, as compared to those 

of healthy controls, which indeed confirmed our previous findings. Taken together, we could 

demonstrate reduced cortical plasticity using PAS25 protocol in patients suffering from HE, 

including patients with manifest HE, for the first time. 

The reduced plasticity described here tallies with earlier findings on cortical plasticity in patients 

with mHE. Golaszewski et al. (2016) applied PAS25 protocol on 15 patients with minimal HE. While 

a significant increase in MEP amplitude after PAS25 occurred in the control group, no significant 

change in MEP amplitude after PAS25 was observed in the mHE group. While these results are in 
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line with the present findings and generally support a differential effect of PAS25 on HE patients 

and participants not affected by HE, some important methodological differences have to be 

highlighted. First, Golaszewski et al. (2016) report results for patients with minimal (i.e., 

subclinical) HE and cirrhotic patients without HE serving as control group. In contrast, our patient 

sample included mHE, HE1 (i.e., overt HE), and HE2 patients, whereas controls were recruited 

from healthy (i.e., non-cirrhotic) volunteers. Thus, while the results of Golaszewski et al. (2016) 

and others (Nardone et al., 2016) indicate that impaired plasticity is a specific hallmark of HE and 

not generally associated to cirrhosis, our results demonstrate that reduced plasticity is present 

across HE disease stages. On the other hand, Golaszewski et al. (2016) did not differentiate their 

participants based on their individual direction of MEP amplitude change after PAS25 stimulation. 

This potential mixing of LTP- and LTD- responders makes it difficult to determine if group-level 

results indicating the absence of MEP-changes after PAS stimulation are caused by a general lack 

of MEP-response (i.e., an increase in non-responders) or an altered ratio of LTP- and LTD- 

responders. In the present study, we categorized participants based on their post PAS25 MEP 

response, thereby focusing exclusively on LTP-responders when assessing post PAS25 MEP 

amplitude changes. Thus, even when restricting analysis exclusively to LTP-responders, our study 

demonstrates impaired synaptic plasticity in HE, indicating that plasticity changes in HE cannot 

solely be attributed to changes in the ratio of LTP- vs. LTD-responders. 

Importantly, the distinction between responders and non-responders, as well as between LTP- 

and LTD-like responses requires the use of a categorization threshold. While earlier studies mostly 

did not distinguish between responders and non-responders and determined responses to be 

LTP- vs. LTD-like based solely on the how MEP amplitudes changed compared to baseline (i.e., 

increase or decrease; e.g., Müller-Dahlhaus et al., 2008), we required participants to show a mean 

MEP amplitude change of ≥0.2 mV before categorizing them as responders. This method was 

motivated by recent studies (e.g., Campana et al., 2019; Nakamura et al., 2016; Tiksnadi et al., 

2020) and aims to provide a more robust assessment of TMS-induced responses. Specifically, the 

rationale is that responses are only taken into account if they surpass 2 standard deviations of 

baseline inter-trial MEP variability. It is possible that statistical comparison between MEPs 
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recorded in baseline vs. post PAS-sessions might yield an even more robust categorization 

threshold and this should be validated as further categorisation method in future TMS studies. 

The reduced synaptic plasticity in HE, as assessed by TMS, might serve as an important hint at the 

molecular mechanisms behind this disease. It is largely accepted that synaptic plasticity and LTP 

are mainly generated by repetitive activation of glutamatergic synapses (Classen et al., 2004; 

Mansvelder et al., 2019). Therefore, impairment of the glutamatergic neurotransmission might 

well explain the reduced LTP in HE. However, the question remains how glutamatergic 

neurotransmission is specifically impaired in HE. Here, hyperammonemia seems to play a major 

role. In the human metabolism, ammonium ions are constantly produced and consumed. A main 

source of ammonium is the gastro-intestinal tract, where it is either produced by bacteria, or 

extracted during diet uptake in the form of glutamine. A proper ammonium homeostasis is crucial 

for multiple body functions and the liver is the key organ involved in its maintenance. In a cirrhotic 

liver, however, ammonium clearance is impaired, causing hyperammonemia, an excess of 

ammonia in the blood. In such conditions, cerebral ammonium uptake increases linearly with its 

concentration in arterial blood (Olde Damink et al., 2002). 

Cerebral hyperammonemia is closely linked to glutamate metabolism and neurotransmission. For 

example, one of the major ammonium detoxification mechanisms of the brain involves glutamine 

synthesis by binding superfluous ammonium to glutamate. Hereby, the glutamine synthesis takes 

place in the astrocytes’ cytosol (Albrecht and Norenberg, 2006; Norenberg and Martinez-

Hernandez, 1979). Despite this detoxification, an excessive glutamine synthesis is deleterious to 

astrocytes, as glutamine is transported into and further metabolized in their mitochondria 

(Albrecht and Norenberg, 2006; Häussinger and Görg, 2010). As a result, the ammonium ions 

accumulate inside the astrocytes’ mitochondria, releasing free radicals and damaging the 

mitochondrial membrane (Jayakumar et al., 2004; Ziemińska et al., 2000). 

One of the main functions of astrocytes is glutamate re-uptake after neural signal transmission. 

As a consequence, astrocyte malfunction should lead to an extracellular glutamate increase. In 

line with this, increased glutamate concentrations in the cerebrospinal fluid of patients with 

cirrhotic liver has already been reported (Monfort et al., 2002; Watanabe et al., 1984), and 
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glutamate excess has been demonstrated in the substantia nigra and the nucleus accumbens of 

rats with portocaval shunts (Canales et al., 2003; Cauli et al., 2006). 

Furthermore, chronic hyperammonemia is related to a change in glutamatergic transduction 

pathways of both ionotropic and metabotropic glutamate receptors (Cabrera-Pastor et al., 2012; 

Canales et al., 2003; Hermenegildo et al., 1998). This change of transduction pathways alters 

glutamatergic neurotransmission in multiple brain regions, which potentially leads to the wide 

palette of symptoms in HE. For example, hypokinesia and locomotion impairment in HE were 

linked to changes in the basal ganglia-thalamo-cortical loop (Cauli et al., 2009; Jover et al., 2005), 

and impaired motor learning in HE had been associated with alteration of the glutamate-NO-

cGMP pathway in the cerebellum (Cauli et al., 2007; Erceg et al., 2005). A schematic of the 

proposed interplay between hyperammonemia and glutamatergic neurotransmission is depicted 

in Fig. 5. 

In addition, glutamatergic neurotransmission is closely linked to LTP. In fact, LTP can be 

interpreted as a chain reaction, in which AMPA- and NMDA-receptor-mediated signal 

transduction plays a major role (Lee and Kirkwood, 2011; Wen et al., 2013). Here, it seems that 

ammonia does not directly reduce the postsynaptic AMPA- or NMDA-receptor densities 

(Palomero-Gallagher et al., 2009; Wen et al., 2013), but rather disturbs the intracellular 

transduction pathways, on which the two glutamate receptors rely (Llansola et al., 2007; Monfort 

et al., 2005; Wen et al., 2013). The ammonia-related disturbance of the transduction pathways is 

probably linked to accumulation of reactive oxygen species (ROS; Albrecht and Norenberg, 2006). 

The accumulated ROS might target and damage RNA of proteins needed for glutamatergic 

homeostasis, thus reducing synaptic plasticity (Bemeur et al., 2010; Häussinger and Görg, 2010; 

Wen et al., 2013). Therefore, the reduced plasticity in HE might be a consequence of disturbances 

in glutamatergic neurotransmission, which itself is a consequence of ammonia accumulation. 

However, it is unlikely that hyperammonia and ROS limit their deleterious effects exclusively to 

glutamatergic homeostasis. As ROS are known to cause RNA oxidation (Schliess et al., 2009), they 

might also impair multiple neurotransmission systems, including GABA-ergic pathways. Although 

earlier TMS-studies already reported an altered GABA-ergic tone over M1 and cerebellum in HE 
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(Groiss et al., 2019; Hassan et al., 2019), the exact molecular mechanisms behind those findings 

are still not entirely understood. 

Further, synaptic plasticity and LTP are accepted as one of the leading electrophysiological models 

for learning and memory. Especially, LTP-like synaptic plasticity in M1 plays a vital role in learning 

and retention of motor skills (Classen et al., 1998). Indeed, recent studies on mice demonstrated 

M1 to be the most functionally connected area inside a network of distinct motor areas, which 

are active when new motor skills are learned (Badea et al., 2019). Importantly, the mechanisms 

behind motor learning involve temporal plasticity occlusion within M1. In this way, new motor 

memories are probably formed and protected from interference effects. Importantly, a disrupted 

synaptic plasticity in M1 is known to decrease motor skill retention in HE patients (Cantarero et 

al., 2013). It remains up to further investigation to determine the degree of correlation between 

LTP-decrease and motor learning impairment in patients with manifest HE. 

In our study, we also measured CFF, which is largely believed to reflect plasticity changes in the 

visual system. CFF supports the diagnosis of mHE, where the disease-related symptoms are still 

too mild to be directly observed by a clinician. Notably, it features 91% sensitivity and 92% 

specificity in detecting mHE (Metwally et al., 2019) and can also predict Child-Pugh-Class and 

survival rates of cirrhotic patients (Barone et al., 2018). CFF relies on the measurement of the 

temporal resolution of visual perception, which is systematically impaired in HE. Under normal 

conditions (i.e., in healthy individuals), the flickering light is first processed in the primary visual 

cortex (V1), and after that encoded in the inferior parietal lobule, which probably reflects its 

conscious perception (Carmel et al., 2006; Hagenbeek et al., 2002). In that context, a reduced 

temporal resolution of visual perception indicated by a decreased CFF threshold might be 

associated with impaired cortical synaptic plasticity. Earlier findings revealed that the CFF 

threshold can be causally reduced by applying inhibitory plasticity TMS protocols over the inferior 

parietal lobule (Nardella et al., 2014). Moreover, CFF threshold is successfully increased after 

motion-direction visual training (Seitz et al., 2006). Therefore, the reduced CFF threshold in HE 

might reflect reduced synaptic plasticity in higher-order visual areas. The link between perceptual 

impairments captured by the CFF and pathological alterations of neural activity in HE is further 



PAS25 demonstrates altered plasticity over M1 in HE 

p. 18 

 

strengthened by a positive relationship between CFF threshold and occipital alpha band peak 

frequency (Baumgarten et al., 2018). In this regard, exploring synaptic plasticity reduction in 

cortical areas other than M1 in HE is a promising avenue for future research. 

Our findings might provide a further puzzle piece in the development of disease-specific motor 

symptoms. According to the findings of Butz et al. and Timmermann et al., major motor symptoms 

of HE, such as flapping tremor and ataxia, are probably caused by slowed cortico-muscular and 

thalamo-cortical oscillations and can manifest even before the development of neuropsychiatric 

symptoms (Butz et al., 2014, 2010; Rose, 2012; Timmermann et al., 2003, 2002). The diversity of 

motor symptoms in HE is well matched by the diversity of electrophysiological changes, which is 

thoroughly debated in the literature (reviewed in Häussinger et al., 2021). Earlier TMS studies 

suggest an increased RMT and longer central motor transduction time (Nolano et al., 1997), as 

well as increased GABA-ergic and reduced glutamatergic neurotransmission over M1 in minimal 

HE (Nardone et al., 2016). Additionally, stage-dependent exploration revealed the GABA-ergic 

neurotransmission over M1 to be reduced in stage two of manifest HE, but increased in the 

cerebello-cortical pathways, with both effects correlating with HE severity (Groiss et al., 2019; 

Hassan et al., 2019). In this context, studying HE with different TMS protocols might provide a 

valuable link between molecular, electrophysiological, and behavioral changes over the course of 

the disease. Nevertheless, caution is warranted when attributing neuronal population-level 

effects to LTP-mechanisms. While LTP-changes represent a microscopic event on the cellular 

level, PAS25-induced changes represent mechanisms on the system level. Although PAS25-

induced changes are similar to LTP-changes and can be predicted through them, both 

mechanisms are not identical (Fung and Robinson, 2013). 

A major challenge of the PAS25 protocol seems to be the large inter-individual variability of the 

PAS25-effects on motor cortex excitability. In our study, only 44% of the controls responded with 

increased excitability to PAS25 (i.e., LTP- responders). Notably, the proportion of LTP-responders 

in the current study is in line with earlier reports, where PAS25 was methodically included 

(Campana et al., 2019; Müller-Dahlhaus et al., 2008). Therefore, approximately half of the 

participants, in general, are expected to react with an increased cortical excitability after 
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application of PAS25. Known factors that might influence the inter-individual variability include 

age (Bhandari et al., 2016), cortical thickness, and gyri orientation (Conde et al., 2012). Recent 

studies, however, failed to provide factors systematically predicting inter-individual plasticity 

changes induced by PAS (Minkova et al., 2019). Müller-Dahlhaus et al. (2008) reported a reduced 

PAS25 response with advanced age, irrespective of its direction (both LTP and LTD-like). 

Interestingly, in their paper, Müller-Dahlhaus et al. (2008) consider that PAS25 could not only 

cause LTP, but also LTD effects, depending on the individual participant. Similarly, one third of the 

participants in our study reacted to PAS25 with LTD. Here, not only LTP, but also LTD could be 

considered as specific response to PAS25. Both LTP and LTD, together, could therefore be viewed 

as a general PAS25 response, albeit in opposite directions. Based on our data, however, HE 

significantly contributed to smaller general PAS25-response, independent of the direction. 

In this relation, the neuronal populations influenced by PAS25 are dependent on cerebellar input, 

and earlier studies have shown that cerebellar stimulation can selectively modulate PAS25-

induced plasticity. While cerebellar inhibition increases M1 plasticity, cerebellar excitation is 

known to decrease it (Popa et al., 2013). Moreover, previous reports have shown an increased 

GABA-ergic cerebellar tone and decreased cerebellar inhibition over M1 in HE (Hassan et al., 

2019). Thus, the decreased cerebellar inhibition in HE might serve as the functional mechanism 

underlying the reduced synaptic plasticity in M1 we report here. Therefore, it cannot be ruled out 

that our results are, at least partially, influenced by the choice of protocol. In contrast to PAS25, 

PAS21.5, and iTBS are known to be cerebellum-independent (Hamada et al., 2012; Popa et al., 

2013). The optimal protocol to explore synaptic plasticity in HE is, however, not easy to 

determine. In this relation, it would be highly relevant to compare variability in synaptic plasticity 

between different protocols. However, reports of differences in variability, especially between 

PAS25 and PAS21.5, remain scarce. 

Arm length is a factor that influences neural transduction time and therefore potentially 

interferes with pulse timing in PAS protocols. In the current study, participants’ arm length was 

not recorded. Nevertheless, reference SEP values for the medianus nerve suggest that body 

height needs to be >190 cm for an afferent pulse transduction time of 25 ms. As none of the study 
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participants exhibited a body height over 190 cm, the present results are within reliable range. 

Another limitation of our study is that no glutamatergic and GABA-ergic neurotransmitter 

measurements, such as intracortical facilitation (ICF) and short-interval intracortical inhibition 

(SICI), could be obtained due to protocol length restrains. Furthermore, we did not record 

recruitment curves at stimulation intensities below 100% RMT, which would have ensured that 

the MEP amplitudes below RMT are indeed zero. However, we would like to point out that for all 

recorded stimulation intensities, we did not find any significant RMT differences between controls 

and HE-patients. 

5. Conclusion 

 
Our study shows a reduced long-term plasticity over M1 in patients with HE, including manifest 

HE, compared to healthy controls of the same age. Further research is needed to determine the 

relation between altered plasticity and both motor and non-motor symptoms in HE. 
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Table 1: Demographic data, CFF, and MEP ratio in each session (5min, 15min, and 25min post PAS25, 

respectively), shown in groups sorted after response. The participants were divided in four groups 

according to their PAS25 response: LTP-responders, LTD-responders; LTP+LTD responders, and all 

participants. Values represent mean ± SEM. Abbreviations: CFF-critical flicker frequency, MEP-motor 

evoked potential, PAS25-paired associative stimulation with an inter-stimulus interval of 25 ms, LTP-long-

term potentiation, LTD-long-term depression. 

 
Contro

ls 

n / % 

HE 

n / 

% 

Age 

(years) 

Controls 

Age 

(years) 

HE 

CFF  

(Hz) 

Controls 

CFF  

(Hz) 

HE 

MEP-ratio 

5/15/25 m

in 

Controls 

MEP-ratio 

5/15/25 m

in 

HE 

PAS25LTP- 

response 

10 / 

44% 

11 /  

48% 

60 ± 2.53 60.82 ± 

1.5 

41.23 ± 

1.14 

37.2 ± 

0.8 

2.34 ± 

0.26 

1.13 ± 

0.14 

1.74 ± 

0.19 

1.35 ± 

0.18 

1.76 ± 

0.24 

1.35 ± 

0.13 

PAS25LTD- 

response 

10 / 

44% 

7 /  

30% 

63 ±2.02 60.86 ± 

2.96 

42.16 

±0.84 

36.33 ± 

1.21 

0.59 ± 

0.09 

0.85 ± 

0.19 

0.57 ± 

0.05 

0.68 ± 

0.16 

0.68 ± 

0.09 

0.71 ± 

0.09 

20 / 

87% 

18 /  

78% 

61.58 ± 

1.59 

60.83 ± 

1.42 

41.74 ± 

0.66 

36.86 ± 

0.66 

1.46 ± 

0.24 

1.02 ± 

0.12 
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PAS25LTPorL

TD- 

response 

1.16 ± 

0.16 

1.09 ± 

0.15 

1.22 ± 

0.18 

1.1 ± 0.14 

Responder

s 

 and 

 Non-

responders 

23 / 

100% 

23 / 

100

% 

61.45±1.

46 

60.83±1.

35 

42.06±0.

58 

36.72±0.

54 

1.41±0.21 0.98±0.09 

1.14±0.14 1.07±0.12 

1.18±0.16 1.1±0.09 

 

Figures: 

 

Figure 1: Study design: the PAS25 intervention, which lasted 15 minutes, was performed after the baseline 

session. The next session was carried out 5 minutes after the end of PAS (post1). Two further sessions 

were carried out in intervals of ten minutes (post2 and post3).  

Abbreviations: PAS25-paired associative stimulation with an inter-stimulus interval of 25 ms. 
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Figure 2: Schematics of the subgroup categorization, sorted by response. If a mean MEP change of ≥0.2mV 

was observed in any of the three post sessions, plasticity induction was assumed to take place. If the 

absolute maximum MEP amplitude increased by 0.2mV compared to baseline, it was considered as LTP. 

If the absolute maximum MEP amplitude was decreased by 0.2mV compared to baseline, it was 

considered as LTD.  

Abbreviations: MEP-motor evoked potential, PAS-paired associative stimulation, LTP-long-term 

potentiation, LTD-long-term depression. 
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Figure 3: MEP ratio for HE-patients and healthy controls, compared to baseline (-15min) in each of the 

three post PAS25 sessions. MEP-amplitudes at 5 min post PAS25 were significantly potentiated compared 

to baseline in healthy controls (** p<0.01). Inset: Comparison of MEP ratio at 5 min post PAS25 between 

HE patients and healthy controls. MEP ratio in the control group was significantly higher than in HE (** 

p<0.01). 

Only LTP responders were included in the analysis. Error bars represent SEM. Abbreviations: HE-hepatic 

encephalopathy, MEP-motor evoked potential, PAS25- paired associative stimulation with an inter-

stimulus interval of 25 ms. 
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Figure 4: Recruitment curves in HE patients and healthy controls across different sessions. MEP amplitudes 

significantly differ between HE patients and controls (*** p<0.001). In the recruitment curves analysis 

between the two groups, MEP amplitudes were taken from all intensities and all sessions.  

All participants were included in the analysis. Error bars indicate SEM. Abbreviations: HE-hepatic 

encephalopathy, RMT-resting motor threshold, Pre = baseline session before PAS25, post1 = session 5min 

after PAS25, post2 = session 15min after PAS25, post3 = session 25min after PAS25. 
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Figure 5: Schematics of the relationship between hyperammonemia and glutamatergic 

neurotransmission, and their putative role in the pathophysiology of Hepatic Encephalopathy. 


