medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.24.23286438; this version posted June 13, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Using an Artificial Intelligence Application Expedited ENRICH Trial Patient Screening: A

Single Center Experience

Nicholas C. Field M.D.}, Aubrey Rogers M.D.*, Amanda J. Custozzo M.D*, Alan S. Boulos,

M.D.%, John Dalfino M.D. ", and AlexandraR. Paul M.D.
'Department of Neurosurgery, Albany Medical College, Albany, New Y ork, USA
Corresponding Author: Nicholas C. Field, Albany Medical Center

Corresponding Author’s Email: fieldn@amc.edu

Keywords: artificial intelligence, hemorrhagic stroke, workflow

Abstract Word Count: 205

Word Count: 2488

Number of References: 25

Number of Tables; 3

Number of Videos: 0

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.24.23286438

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.24.23286438; this version posted June 13, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

2

Objective:

The ENRICH Tria wasthe first to demonstrate superiority of surgical intervention over medical
management when performed within 24 hours of symptom onset for supratentorial lobar
hemorrhages. We aimed to determine whether the implementation of an intracranial hemorrhage
detection algorithm that provides immediate active notification to provider cell phones would

expediate the screening of hemorrhagic stroke patients for the trial at our institution.

M ethods:

A retrospective review of our prospectively collected ENRICH Trial patient screening log was

performed at our Comprehensive Stroke Center. The log encompassed patients screened for the
ENRICH Trial who presented between January 2018 and March 2022. Tria screening data was
compared pre- and post- implementation of the VizAl (Viz.ai, San Francisco, California, USA)

smartphone application.

Results:

188 adult patients were identified during the study period. Time between CT Head and
notification of the neurosurgical team for trial screening was reduced by 50 minutes after the
implementation of VizAl (p<0.002). The number increases to 57 minutes when hemorrhages not

identified by the ICH algorithm were excluded.

Conclusions:
Active notification of the neurosurgical team by an artificial intelligence application significantly
reduces the time from hemorrhage identification to trial screening. Further studies are needed to

evaluate whether thisresultsin aclinical benefit.
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I ntroduction

In the United States, nearly 800,000 people suffer from strokes annually*. The majority of these
strokes are ischemic, however over ten percent are hemorrhagic. Intracerebral hemorrhage (ICH)
represents a significant acute and long-term cost on the health care system®“. While mechanical
thrombectomy is well-established as the standard of care for large vessel occlusion (LVO)
ischemic strokes, the recently published ENRICH trial was the first to demonstrate improved

clinical outcomes with surgical intervention for ICH>,

The mantra“timeisbrain” isalso certainly true for ischemic stroke, but it may also be applicable
to intracerebral hemorrhage given that hematoma expansion occursin over 70% of patients
during the first 24 hours and may lead to increased morbidity and mortality®’. Clinically
significant hematoma expansion typically occurs early in the patient’s clinical course®. Multiple
risk factors have been identified for hematoma expansion, including an angiographic spot sign,
coagulopathy, and initial hemorrhage volume®. Interventions have targeted these risk factors and
have included surgical evacuation, tranexamic acid or recombinant Factor V11 administration,

and aggressive blood pressure control**™.

The use of artificial intelligence to identify LV Os in ischemic stroke has been established at
numerous centers around the country and has shown benefit in workflow metrics'®!’. Automated
ICH detection using Viz Artificial Intelligence (Viz.ai, San Francisco, California, USA) isa
newer feature that was implemented at our center in 2021. There is preliminary evidencethat it is

an effective tool for identifying ICH and aerting providers'®.
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We performed a retrospective review of our ENRICH Trial screening log to determine whether
Viz.ai ICH detection improved the efficiency at which these patients were evaluated for trial

enrollment.
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M ethods

A retrospective chart review of our site's prospectively collected ENRICH trial screening log
was performed. These were patients with spontaneous non-traumatic intracerebral hemorrhage
who were evaluated for enrollment in the ENRICH trial between January 2018 and March 2022

at asingle regional Comprehensive Stroke Center.

Additional data about the neurosurgical team consult was obtained from the electronic medical
record and from the Viz.ai smartphone application which was first implemented in June 2021.
The Viz.ai ICH agorithm was applied to all non-contrast head CT scans performed at our
tertiary center. Demographic and clinical information, stroke workflow metrics, and radiographic
hemorrhage data was collected. Hemorrhage volume was calculated using the ABC/2 method.
All statigtical analyses were performed using SPSS Statistics for Windows, Version 28.0. (IBM

Corp., Armonk, NY).
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Results

188 patients were identified with spontaneous intracerebral hemorrhages. 100 of these patients
were identified prior to the implementation of Viz.Al. After implementation, an additional 838
patients were identified, of which 73(83%) were positively identified by the artificial intelligence
algorithm. Overall, the Al-identified group and control had very similar baseline demographics.
The median age of patients in both groups was 70 (p = 0.88); 60% of patientsin the alert group
were male as opposed to 47% (p=0.075); baseline median GCSin the alert group was 9
compared to 11 (p=0.35); baseline median NIHSS was 21 compared to 16 (p=0.13); 63% of
patients had a history of hypertension compared to 64% (p=0.85); 14% had a history of atrial
fibrillation compared to 21% (p=0.21) and 18% of patientsin both groups had diabetes (p=.98).
The only significant baseline difference was 12% of patientsin the alert group were on
anticoagulation, whereas 28% of patients in the control group were on anticoagulation (p=0.01).

These results are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1 - Comparison of Al-ldentified ICH to Control Group

Al-ldentified ICH Control ICH P-Vaue
Totals 73 115
Age, median (IQR) 70 (63-76) 70 (61-78.5) 0.88
Male sex, n (%) 4473 (60) 54/115 (47) 0.08
Hypertension, n (%) | 46/73 (63) 74/115 (64) 0.85
Diabetes mellitus,n | 16/73 (22) 25/115 (22) 0.98
(%)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.24.23286438

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.24.23286438; this version posted June 13, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Atrid fibrillation,n | 10/73 (14) 24/115 (21) 0.21
(%)

Anticoagulation, n 9/73 (12) 32/115 (28) 0.01
(%)

NIHSS, median 21 (12.3-27) 16 (7.5-22) 0.11
(IQR)

GCS, median (IQR) | 9(6-14) 11 (7-14) 0.13
OSH Transfer, n (%) | 34/73 (47) 61/115 (53) 0.39

The mean ICH score was dlightly higher in the Al-Identified cohort compared to the control

cohort (2.5 versus 2.0, p=0.02). There was no significant difference in the volume (39.8 versus

38, p=0.76). There was a higher proportion of patients with IVH in the Al-ldentified cohort

compared to the control group (56% versus 42%, p=0.04)(Table 2).

Table 2 — Comparison of Hemorrhage Characteristics

Al-ldentified ICH Control ICH P-Vaue
Totals 73 115
ICH Score, mean 2.5 2.0 0.02
Volume, mean 39.8 38 0.76
Location 0.18
Lobar, n (%) 36/73 (49) 65/115 (56)
Basal Ganglia, n 29/73 (40) 31/115 (27)
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(%)
Thalamus, n (%) 0/73 (0) 7/115 (6)
Infratentorial, n 8/73 (11) 12/73 (10)
(%)
IVH, n (%) 41/73 (56) 48/115 (42) 0.04

8

The average time from initial CTH identifying an ICH to trial screening was 23.2 minutesin the

Al-Identified cohort compared to 80 minutes in the control group(p<0.001). There was no

significant difference between length of stay. There was also no significant difference in the rates

of ICH evacuation (12% versus 17%, p=0.43)(Table 3).

Al-ldentified ICH Control ICH P-Vaue
Totals 73 115
CTH to NSGY 23.2 80 <0.001
Notification, average
minutes (IQR)
Length of Stay 10.0 9.7 0.83
Ventriculostomy 14/73 (19) 24/115 (21) 0.78
ICH Evacuation 9/73 (12) 19/115 (17) 0.43

Table 3—Workflow and Outcome Comparison
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Discussion

Our study demonstrates that the use of Viz.ai algorithms assisted in more rapidly screening
patients for the ENRICH trial, likely because of earlier notification of the neurosurgical team.
This may decrease the time from presentation to surgical evaluation and may aid in clinical trial
enrollment due to timely patient identification. The Viz.ai smartphone application notifies
providers about a patient with ICH and allows the non-contrast CT head scan to be viewed
rapidly within the built-in DICOM viewer. Additionally, significantly more patients per month
were screened for thetrial after Viz.ai wasimplemented (2.4 per month prior and 9.8 per month
after). There was no significant difference in the number of patients who underwent surgical

evacuation after identification.

Clinical benefits of thistechnology for ICH are much more difficult to assess. The ENRICH trial
demonstrated that qualifying patients with a supratentorial lobar hemorrhage had better
functional outcomes at 180 days as compared to medical management when surgery could be
performed within 24 hours’. There is theoretical benefit to earlier intervention. Rapid evacuation
of hematomas may prevent delayed hemorrhage expansion and reduce perihematomal edema.
Ali et al. demonstrated that hematoma evacuation within 24 hours of ictus were more likely to
have long-term independence®®. Most on-going clinical trials require randomization within 24
hours or less of symptom onset?®?"; and it is possible that other trials, such asMISTIE I, were
not positive due to the 72 hour enrollment window after ictus. Finally, there are non-surgical
interventions which may help reduce hematoma expansion including blood pressure control and

reversal of anticoagulation. Earlier provider notification to the presence of an ICH would allow

for earlier implementation of these measures.
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Utilization of Al applications could have an even bigger impact at smaller or rural facilities
where neuroradiology is unavailable as it may allow for faster identification of spontaneous ICH
and rapid initiation of transfer to tertiary care centers. Neurosurgeons, and thus access to
neurosurgical procedures, are not evenly distributed throughout the United States”. As our
region’s only Comprehensive Stroke Center, a significant number of our patients present as
transfers from outlying regional hospitals without 24/7 neurosurgical coverage. Additional work
is needed to assess whether implementation of Viz.ai or asimilar application in these smaller
hospitals could more dramatically improve transfer time, an effect that is seen in ischemic

$r0k816'17’24’25

Our study does have limitations. ICH workflow at our institution is not standardized and thus the
benefits may not be as generalized. Prior to Viz.ai, ICH patients were primarily identified by the
emergency department, and the stroke neurology service typically provided the initial assessment
and admission. There remains no protocol in place regarding when to consult the neurosurgical
service. Itisinitiated at the discretion of either the emergency department, the stroke service
providers, or in some instances by the radiologist. However, since the implementation of Viz.a,
the neurosurgical service has played a more active role in early management of patients with

ICH as we are notified immediately by the Viz.ai application without the need for intermediaries.
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Conclusions

This study shows that artificial intelligence improved the speed of screening patients for the
ENRICH trial by providing arapid notification to the screening provider. Viz.ai implementation
also dramatically improved the rate of patient screening at our institution. Future research is
needed to assess whether earlier Al powered identification provides a clinical benefit to patients
with hemorrhagic strokes and whether strategic implementation of artificial intelligence could

reduce delays in neurosurgical care and improve clinical trial enrollment.
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