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Abstract
Background: Treatments based on electroporation are a new and promising
approach to treating tumors, especially non-resectable ones. The success of the
treatment is, however, heavily dependent on coverage of the entire tumor volume
with a sufficiently high electric field. Ensuring complete coverage in the case of
deep-seated tumors is not trivial and can in best way be ensured by patient-specific
treatment planning. The basis of the treatment planning process consists of two
complex tasks: medical image segmentation, and numerical modeling and
optimization.
Methods: In addition to previously developed segmentation algorithms for several
tissues (human liver, hepatic vessels, bone tissue and canine brain) and the
algorithms for numerical modeling and optimization of treatment parameters, we
developed a web-based tool to facilitate the translation of the algorithms and their
application in the clinic. The developed web-based tool automatically builds a 3D
model of the target tissue from the medical images uploaded by the user and then
uses this 3D model to optimize treatment parameters. The tool enables the user to
validate the results of the automatic segmentation and make corrections if necessary
before delivering the final treatment plan.
Results: Evaluation of the tool was performed by five independent experts from
four different institutions. During the evaluation, we gathered data concerning
user experience and measured performance times for different components of
the tool. Both user reports and performance times show significant reduction in
treatment-planning complexity and time-consumption from 1-2 days to a
few hours.
Conclusions: The presented web-based tool is intended to facilitate the treatment
planning process and reduce the time needed for it. It is crucial for facilitating
expansion of electroporation-based treatments in the clinic and ensuring reliable
treatment for the patients. The additional value of the tool is the possibility of easy
upgrade and integration of modules with new functionalities as they are
developed.
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Background
Exposing a biological cell to an electric field results in structural changes in the cell
plasma membrane. If the electric field is sufficiently high, the changes in the transmembrane voltage cause the membrane to become permeable to molecules which
otherwise cannot cross it. The described phenomenon is termed electroporation [1]
and can be either reversible or irreversible. If the electric field at given pulse characteristics exceeds the reversible electroporation threshold, the cell eventually returns to its
normal state and survives; this is called reversible electroporation. However, if the electric field exceeds the threshold of irreversible electroporation or the cell is exposed to
the electric field too long, the changes in the membrane lead to irreversible electroporation (IRE) characterized by cell death.
Both reversible and irreversible electroporation have found their use in treatment
of tumors [2]. Combination of reversible electroporation and cytotoxic drugs used in
chemotherapy produces an increased drug uptake in the tumor cells and a more efficient therapy. Such treatment has been termed electrochemotherapy (ECT) [3-5]. On
the other hand, the permanent damage to cells caused by irreversible electroporation
can be used to ablate the tumor cells directly. Since ablation with irreversible electroporation, for most part, does not employ a thermal mechanism of cell death, as
opposed to e.g. radiofrequency ablation, IRE has also been termed non thermal irreversible electroporation (NTIRE) [6-8]. The basis of both therapies is the application
of electric pulses with adequate amplitude, duration and pulse repetition frequency
using specially designed pulse generators and electrodes [9].
While the ECT for skin tumors has already been accepted into several clinical
guidelines, the application of ECT and IRE on deep-seated tumors is still in an earlier clinical phase of testing [5,10-14]. In the case of deep seated tumors, it is challenging to ensure the complete target volume coverage with a sufficiently high
electric field, which is the main prerequisite for successful tumor treatment [15-17].
Positions and the trajectory of electrode insertion have to be precisely determined
along with optimal pulse parameters. Taking into account the additional problem of
patient and tumor anatomical variability, the best way to ensure that the target tissue
is exposed to sufficiently high electric fields is by performing patient-specific treatment planning [18,19].
In order to improve the prediction of treatment outcome, we have developed a
web-based tool for visualization of electric field distribution on geometric model of
patient anatomy acquired through segmentation of medical images. As an inspiration
for our workflow, we have used the radiotherapy and radiofrequency ablation treatment planning (TP) procedures, which consist of several steps [19]: medical imaging
of the patient, image processing and extraction of model geometry, and numerical
modeling with determination of the optimal treatment parameters. All these steps
have been adjusted for electroporation-based treatment planning.
Our aim was to create a tool which the clinicians could easily use without the help
of engineers or without deep technical knowledge. Such a tool should relieve the
user from performing unnecessary steps from the engineering domain while keeping
the necessary level of robustness and reliability. In this way the tool aids the spread
of use of ECT and IRE to clinics with no or minimal specific engineering support.
The final product is a web-based tool for visualization of electric field distribution
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and planning of electroporation-based treatments which is described in detail in following sections.

Methods
The developed workflow for electric field visualization consists of several steps. The
user first uploads medical images in DICOM format or selects such images from a previously-uploaded case. After uploading, there is an option for immediate and permanent anonymization of the data. Medical images can, then, be segmented manually or
automatically by selecting the desired segmentation target (e.g. liver on MRI images, or
bone tissue on CT images, etc.). It is important to note that, in case of tumor segmentation, it can currently be done only using the manual segmentation module.
After automatic segmentation, the user is given the possibility to inspect and correct the obtained segmentation results and validate them. Finally, the user specifies
the trajectory vector of the inserted electrodes and either decides to execute automatic electric field modeling or to send the segmented case to an experienced engineer from our team to evaluate and model the case. In either case, the final output
that is given to the user is a ‘Treatment report’ in the form of a pdf file. This file
contains all the information regarding electrode positioning, the optimal pulses that
should be applied per each electrode pair, volumes of reversibly and irreversibly treated areas of all tissues and 2D illustrations of the electric field distribution. The diagram of the workflow of our tool is shown in Figure 1, while an example treatment
plan is shown in Figure 2.
Medical image segmentation

The process of image segmentation depends on the target organ. So far, we have
implemented algorithms for liver and bone tissue segmentation of human patients and
brain tissue segmentation of canine patients, therefore making the tool available also
for veterinary medicine [20-24].
Automatic liver segmentation using our tool can be performed on MRI or CT
images. Methods for liver extraction using MRI data are based on region growing,
adaptive thresholding and active contours according to the work of Pavliha et al.
[25]. A different, two-stage method is used for CT liver extraction: rough estimation
of liver region by identifying the largest connected component on Euclidean distance maps is followed by precise determination of liver boundary with active
contours.
After liver tissue extraction is performed, the resulting liver geometry is used as a
mask for hepatic vessels segmentation. The method for segmentation of hepatic vessels
in both MRI and CT images is based on vesselness filtering and local thresholding in
the neighborhood of the results of vesselness filtering [26]. The vesselness filter applied
is based on the work of Frangi et al. [27] and can be easily adapted to detect vessels in
both CT and MRI images.
The algorithms for canine brain extraction from T1 and T2 weighted MRI images
are based on morphological operations and they consist of the following steps. First,
the central slice of the brain is identified by connected component analysis of eroded
images. The brain tissue from the remaining slices is extracted using the similarities of
adjacent slices [28,29].
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Figure 1 Diagram of the workflow of the web-based tool for visualization of the electric field
distribution.

Bone tissue is extracted from CT images using thresholding-based method. All of
the implemented algorithms for segmentation of different objects of interest work
automatically and require no user input. The modular design of the tool allows additional methods to be easily added after being developed and tested. The objects that
are not planned to be automatically extracted are the tumors, due to their high
variability of shape, size and location. For this purpose, we have provided a tool for
manual segmentation based on drawing contours by placing points on the original
slices.
Segmentation validation

The results of automatic segmentation of objects of interest are displayed to the user
in the form of 2D contours overlaid over the original image slices. In order to ensure
robustness and quality of the model extraction from medical images, the user is asked
to validate results of automatic segmentation. In this phase, the user is able to manually change the segmentation results if needed.
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Figure 2 An example of a treatment report file for ECT of liver. A. 3D model of the case with marked
positions of electrodes. B. Table containing optimal voltages per electrode pair. C. Cumulative coverage
curves for the tumor tissue. D. Electric field distribution overlaid on original patient images

Correction of individual object boundaries is possible by freely moving contour
points to the desired position. For this purpose, the 2D contours of segmented objects
are simplified and initially reduced to 20% of the original amount of points in the contour. The reduction of contour points is based on the measure of influence of a certain
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contour point which is calculated based on an angle and length between adjacent edges
of the contour [30]. The number of points in the 2D contour, expressed as a percentage
of the original number of contour points, can also be reduced or increased by the user
on the level of an individual slice during the validation process itself. When the user
chooses to change the number (percentage) of points in the contour, the new points are
determined based on the reduction of the original contour as described above.
In case the user has already moved some points in space prior to choosing to change
the number of contour points, the changed part of the contour is first reconstructed
by fitting a piecewise cubic interpolation curve through the modified points. The
reduction algorithm is then performed on the contour which consists of the original
points that have not been changed and the points of the fitted curve. In case there is a
complete object missing from the segmentation or the user deems adjusting the segmentation results by moving the contour points would be too laborious, he/she also
has an option of erasing the segmentation results on a slice level and manually drawing
the contour.
The manual drawing is supported by the manual segmentation tool described in the
previous section which is also embedded in the module for manual validation.
Electrode positioning

The validated model of the target organ with tumor and other structures of interest
also requires a 3D model of electrodes added before numerical modeling can be performed. The size and type of the electrodes is pre-defined by the manufacturer while
the treatment as being currently performed requires them to be parallel. The user thus
needs to select the type of the commercially available electrodes, the length of the
active part of the electrode, and the desired trajectory of electrode entry which will be
used during the actual treatment.
The commercial electrodes that are currently supported by the tool are shown in
Figure 3. The choice of the entry trajectory is made by placing a starting point and an
ending point in two arbitrary 2D image slices of the patient. During the definition of
the electrode entry trajectory, the user is aided by the visualization of nearby structures
that limit electrode access, such as large vessels in the liver or bones in the case of
head and neck tumors.
Numerical modeling

Numerical modeling is currently performed using Comsol Multiphysics (Comsol AB,
Stockholm, Sweden). Live link for Matlab provides an interface for Matlab and allow
for complete control of the finite element method model setup and solving. To this
end, we have developed code in Matlab which uses the segmentation provided by the
previous steps to automatically build a model with all segmented tissues.
Electrodes are inserted into the model based on the positions on medical images specified by the user in the ‘electrode positioning’ module. Boundary conditions for voltage are then set on successive pairs of electrodes. For implementing different
conductivity values and changing of conductivity due to electroporation [31,32], we use
interpolation functions to specify the conductivity in each point of the model [33]. In
this way, Matlab code allows to increase the conductivity value of the tissues in each
point of the model as a function of the local electric field [31].
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Figure 3 Commercially available electrodes. A. Hexagonal needle electrodes. B. Linear needle
electrodes. C. Finger electrodes with axial needles. D. Finger electrode with perpendicular needles. E.
Variable-geometry needle electrodes. F. Angiodynamics Nanoknife Variable geometry needle electrodes. All
electrodes pictured in A-E are available from IGEA SrI.
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For mesh generation built-in meshing capabilities of Comsol Multiphysics are used.
Since the model consists only of the electrodes and the bounding box of the region of
interests, with the tissue parameters being handled by Matlab via lookup tables, the
built-in free tetrahedral meshing algorithms have proven effective and robust. The
electric field is computed iteratively until there is no further increase in conductivity.
After voltages on all electrode pairs are computed, the total coverage of the target tissue and volumes of surrounding tissues covered with electric fields above the irreversible threshold are determined. Electric field distribution is also overlaid over the
original medical images for easier visual representation [34].
It is important to note that the model sets the target electroporation thresholds
according to pulse parameters (pulse number, duration, repetition frequency) that are
most often used as standard settings in clinical applications. For ECT this means
8 pulses of 100 microsecond duration with repetition frequency of 1 Hz for and for
IRE it is 90 pulses of 100 microsecond duration with repetition frequency of 1 Hz. In
the case the user would like the pulse parameters to be different from these this issue
can be resolved by direct contacting of the engineer via info@visifield.com.

Results and discussion
Web tool framework

The whole treatment planning procedure is embedded in a web-based client-server
solution. The web page acts as a client graphical user interface. All of the segmentation
algorithms along with numerical modeling are performed on a dedicated server running Matlab as the back-end engine. The results of the segmentation and numerical
modeling along with original medical images are stored in a MySQL database and forwarded to the client side. The architecture of our web tool framework is presented
schematically in Figure 4.
On the client side, Hyper-Text Markup Language (HTML) and Cascaded Stylesheets
(CSS) are used for visualization of the content (i.e. Graphical User Interface - GUI),
while JavaScript (JS) is used for client-side dynamic scripting. The main part of the server side is realized using the Hypertext Preprocessor (PHP) which acts as the content
back-end processor and for executing server-side processes. Also, MATLAB is currently used on the server side as the main processing back-end engine for procedures.
Structured-Query Language (MySQL) is used as the database containing all the

Figure 4 Schematical representation of the web tool framework with main components and
technologies used in their realization.
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required data tables, and for indirect communication between the GUI and MATLAB
(i.e. some dedicated tables are used for interaction between different software parts).
Additionally, some open-source publicly available JS libraries that are used are
FABRIC.JS and jQuery. FABRIC.JS is used for client-side graphics in the manual segmentation and validation modules. jQuery is used for client-side dynamic scripting,
and for performing Asynchronous JavaScript and XML (AJAX) calls from the GUI
to the PHP back-end.
Graphical user interface

The tool is divided in two main working screens, shown in Figure 5: The first screen
‘Cases’ (Figure 5.A) permits adding new patients by uploading the DICOM images
(by either dragging and dropping them into a rectangle on the screen, or by opening
the classic file dialog). Existing patients are listed in the table and the currently
selected patient (which is, then, available to work with in the Workspace screen) is
marked. The ‘Workspace’ screen contains all the procedures and results of the currently selected patient. First, the user can select one of the predefined procedures
(e.g. Electric field visualization in the Liver on CT images) or can create a customized
own procedure (e.g. Import DICOM Images, Automatically segment bone tissue,
Validate bone tissue, Insert electrodes, Request electric field calculation, Download
PDF) by dragging and dropping these individual modules to form the desired custom
procedure order.
The most advanced part of the ‘Workspace’ is the manual segmentation/validation
module (Figure 5.B), which is invoked after the automatic segmentation (or can
replace it for tissues that are not yet supported by any of the automatic segmentation modules). The manual segmentation/validation module allows displaying the
results of automatic segmentation (which are 2D surfaces on slices) as closed contours consisting of several points. The user can rearrange these points in order to
correct any possible mistakes made by the automatic segmentation. If any objects
are missed, the user can easily add new or remove existing objects by clicking on the
corresponding buttons below the currently-displayed slice. Likewise, if the number of
the displayed contour points is inadequate, the user can perform point refinement on
the current slice and instantaneously change the number of points the back-end had
generated. Zooming is also possible and the zoom (displayed as the lens next to the
currently-displayed slice) is dynamically updated as the mouse moves in order to
allow a precise and easily-achievable accurate segmentation/validation on the original
images.
The GUI for the electrode insertion module is shown in Figure 5.C. The user can
pick one of the commercially available electrodes from the drop down menu. After
the choice of the electrode type has been made the user is required to specify the
entry trajectory of the electrodes. This is done by marking two points in any of the
two patient image slices or possibly even in the same slice. Left mouse click places
the starting tip of the electrode while the right mouse click places the end point of
the electrode. The described procedure needs to be done only once regardless of the
final electrode number, even in cases where several individual electrodes are needed
as this number will be determined by numerical modeling as the electrodes are considered to be parallel to each other.
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Figure 5 The main working screens of the application. A. Cases (i.e. uploading images and selecting the
active patient). B. Workspace (i.e. selecting the procedure, validating segmentation results, downloading final
results, etc.). C. Electrode insertion module, in which electrode type and entry point can be specified.
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Performance evaluation

Five independent users from four different institutions in different countries were given
access to the web tool for evaluation purposes [35]. The users were not given any specific task, they were simply asked to use the tool according to their respective areas of
interest. All five users have experience in medical image processing and electroporation-based treatments. The users were asked to provide feedback regarding the usage
experience while we measured the times of performance of different tool components
during their use. All of the users expressed the opinion that such a tool provides significant simplification of the treatment planning process, which they previously had to
perform manually using different programs, taking up to 1-2 days of intense work.
The performance times of different tool components measured during evaluation by
the five users are presented in Table 1, along with the level of user interaction required
per individual component. The same table also provides information about which tissue types and imaging modalities each user has tested as well as the interaction type
employed for each tissue/user.

Conclusions
We have developed a web-based tool which embeds specifically-developed algorithms
for medical image segmentation and numerical modeling and optimization, all for the
purpose of generating patient-specific treatment plans for electroporation-based treatments. The need for treatment planning in electroporation-based treatments has
already been recognized as a necessity [13,36-38]. Since patient-specific treatment planning is not a trivial task, a tool such as the one we have presented is necessary in order
to enable routine clinical use of electroporation-based treatments. So far the implemented automatic segmentation algorithms are limited to human liver and hepatic vessels, bone tissue segmentation and canine brain tissue segmentation. However, other
tissue types can be segmented using the manual segmentation module. Also, it is
important to note that the development of the presented tool is an iterative process
and its modular design allows easy upgrade and inclusion of new algorithms for automatic segmentation according to needs of the clinical community.
In contrast to radiotherapy, electroporation-based treatments are not yet supported
in medical institutions by dedicated teams of biomedical engineers or medical physicists with necessary knowledge and experience in electroporation who could prepare
Table 1. Performance times of different tool components during user evaluation of the
tool and level of user interaction
Component

Level of
Avg. time interaction User 1

Avg. time User 2

Avg. time User 3

Avg. time Avg. time - User 4
User 5

Image
upload

Interaction
required

29.5 s

177 s

13.5 s

85 s

7.5 s

Automatic
Automatic
segmentation

N/A

59 s

25 min

N/A

50.3 s

Manual
Interaction
segmentation required

14 min

N/A

5 min

5 min

13 min

Manual
validation

N/A

10 min

N/A

N/A

53 min

pelvic bone /
CT / automatic

1) liver / CT /
automatic;
2) prostate /
MRI / manual

bone / CT
/ manual

1) canine brain /
MRI / automatic;
2) tumor / MRI /
manual

Interaction
required

Tissue type / Imaging
liver tumor /
modality / Interaction level MRI / manual
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treatment plans. Our solution removes the burden of complicated engineering procedures from the end-user while the minimum required amount of interaction ensures
robustness and validity.
Additional value of the presented solution is that it is web-based with all of the computationally intensive tasks performed on a dedicated server we provide. This concept
eliminates the need to install new programs on the end-user’s computer, as opposed to
majority of tools for medical image segmentation that are available today. Moreover,
the user can access his or her own patients and treatment plans from any computer as
all the data are stored on the server. The brief yet valued evaluation by experts in the
field of image processing and electroporation-based treatments has shown that the tool
significantly shortens the time necessary to generate a treatment plan, from 1-2 days
to a few hours. Such advance can greatly help the expansion of electroporation-based
treatments in the clinic and improve reliable treatment performance.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Authors’ contributions
MM designed and implemented the algorithms for hepatic vessel segmentation and segmentation validation, and
wrote the paper. DP designed and implemented the algorithms for liver MRI segmentation, implemented the entire
web framework of the tool, and helped in writing the paper. BK programmed the algorithms for numerical modeling,
helped optimize database access, and helped writing the paper. TF designed and implemented the algorithms for
liver CT and dog brain segmentation, and helped writing the paper. DM participated in conceiving the ideas for the
tool, guided the research process and critically revised and directed the manuscript. All authors read and approved
the final version of the manuscript.
Acknowledgements
Publication costs were funded by the Slovenian Research Agency. This work was financially supported by the Slovenian
Research Agency. The authors thank the following for their contributions to tool evaluation: Paulo Garcia, PhD of
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Peter Voigt, MD of the University Hospital of Leipzig and Giuseppe Bianchi, MD of
the Rizzoli Orthopaedics Institute. Research was conducted in the scope of the Electroporation in Biology and Medicine,
European Associated Laboratory. The development of the web-based tool was facilitated by use of Fabric.js and jQuery.
This article has been published as part of BioMedical Engineering OnLine Volume 14 Supplement 3, 2015: Select articles
from the 6th European Conference of the International Federation for Medical and Biological Engineering (MBEC
2014). The full contents of the supplement are available online at http://www.biomedical-engineering-online.com/
supplements/14/S3.
Published: 27 August 2015
References
1. Kotnik T, Kramar P, Pucihar G, Miklavcic D, Tarek M: Cell membrane electroporation- Part 1: The phenomenon. IEEE
Electrical Insulation Magazine 2012, 28(5):14-23.
2. Yarmush ML, Golberg A, Serša G, Kotnik T, Miklavčič D: Electroporation-based technologies for medicine: principles,
applications, and challenges. Annual review of biomedical engineering 2014, 16:295-320.
3. Mir LM, Orlowski S, Belehradek J, Paoletti C: Electrochemotherapy potentiation of antitumour effect of bleomycin by
local electric pulses. European journal of cancer (Oxford, England : 1990) 1991, 27(1):68-72.
4. Sersa G, Cemazar M, Miklavcic D: Antitumor Effectiveness of Electrochemotherapy with cis-Diamminedichloroplatinum (II)
in Mice. Cancer Research 1995, 55:3450-3455.
5. Mali B, Kos B, Heller R, Serša G: Electrochemotherapy: from the drawing board into medical practice. Biomedical
engineering online 2014, 13(1):29.
6. Davalos RV, Mir LM, Rubinsky B: Tissue Ablation with Irreversible Electroporation. Annals of Biomedical Engineering
2005, 33(2):223-231.
7. Rubinsky B, Onik G, Mikus P: Irreversible electroporation: a new ablation modality-clinical implications. Technology in
cancer research & treatment 2007, 6(1):37-48.
8. Jiang C, Davalos RV, Bischof JC: A Review of Basic to Clinical Studies of Irreversible Electroporation Therapy. IEEE
Transactions on Biomedical Engineering 2015, 62(1):4-20.
9. Reberšek M, Bertacchini C, Sack M: Cell membrane electroporation-Part 3: the equipment. IEEE Electrical Insulation
Magazine 2014, 30(3):8-18.
10. Fini M, Tschon M, Ronchetti M, Cavani F, Bianchi G, Mercuri M, Alberghini M, Cadossi R: Ablation of bone cells by
electroporation. The Journal of bone and joint surgery British volume 2010, 92(11):1614-20.
11. Fini M, Tschon M, Alberghini M, Bianchi G, Mercuri M, Campanacci L, Cavani F, Ronchetti M, Terlizzi FD: Cell
Electroporation in Bone Tissue. In Clinical Aspects of Electroporation. Springer, New York, NY;Kee, S.T., Gehl, J., Lee, E.W.
2011:115-127.

Page 12 of 13

Marčan et al. BioMedical Engineering OnLine 2015, 14(Suppl 3):S4
http://www.biomedical-engineering-online.com/content/14/S3/S4

12. Rubinsky B: Experimental Studies on Non-thermal Irreversible Electroporation in Tissue. In Irreversible Electroporation.
Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg;Rubinsky, B 2010:155-181, Series in Biomedical Engineering.
13. Edhemovic I, Brecelj E, Gasljevic G, Marolt Music M, Gorjup V, Mali B, Jarm T, Kos B, Pavliha D, Grcar Kuzmanov B,
Cemazar M, Snoj M, Miklavcic D, Gadzijev EM, Sersa G: Intraoperative electrochemotherapy of colorectal liver
metastases. Journal of surgical oncology 2014, 110(3):320-7.
14. Spratt DE, Gordon Spratt Ea, Wu S, DeRosa A, Lee NY, Lacouture ME, Barker Ca: Efficacy of skin-directed therapy for
cutaneous metastases from advanced cancer: a meta-analysis. Journal of clinical oncology : official journal of the
American Society of Clinical Oncology 2014, 32(28):3144-55.
15. Miklavcic D, Beravs K, Semrov D, Cemazar M, Demsar F, Sersa G: The importance of electric field distribution for
effective in vivo electroporation of tissues. Biophysical journal 1998, 74(5):2152-8.
16. Miklavcic D, Corovic S, Pucihar G, Pavselj N: Importance of tumour coverage by sufficiently high local electric field
for effective electrochemotherapy. European Journal of Cancer Supplements 2006, 4(11):45-51.
17. Miklavcic D, Snoj M, Zupanic A, Kos B, Cemazar M, Kropivnik M, Bracko M, Pecnik T, Gadzijev E, Sersa G: Towards
treatment planning and treatment of deep-seated solid tumors by electrochemotherapy. BioMedical Engineering
Online 2010, 9:10.
18. Lecchi M, Fossati P, Elisei F, Orecchia R, Lucignani G: Current concepts on imaging in radiotherapy. European journal
of nuclear medicine and molecular imaging 2008, 35(4):821-37.
19. Pavliha D, Kos B, Zupanič A, Marčan M, Serša G, Miklavčič D: Patient-specific treatment planning of
electrochemotherapy: procedure design and possible pitfalls. Bioelectrochemistry (Amsterdam, Netherlands) 2012,
87:265-73.
20. Cemazar M, Tamzali Y, Sersa G, Tozon N, Mir LM, Miklavcic D, Lowe R, Teissie J: Electrochemotherapy in veterinary
oncology. Journal of veterinary internal medicine / American College of Veterinary Internal Medicine 2008, 22(4):826-31.
21. Spugnini EP, Citro G, D’Avino A, Baldi A: Potential role of electrochemotherapy for the treatment of soft tissue
sarcoma: first insights from preclinical studies in animals. The international journal of biochemistry & cell biology 2008,
40(2):159-63.
22. Garcia PA, Pancotto T, Rossmeisl JH, Henao-Guerrero N, Gustafson NR, Daniel GB, Robertson JL, Ellis TL, Davalos RV:
Non-thermal irreversible electroporation (N-TIRE) and adjuvant fractionated radiotherapeutic multimodal therapy
for intracranial malignant glioma in a canine patient. Technology in cancer research & treatment 2011, 10(1):73-83.
23. Rossmeisl JH, Garcia PA, Roberston JL, Ellis TL, Davalos RV: Pathology of non-thermal irreversible electroporation
(N-TIRE)-induced ablation of the canine brain. Journal of Veterinary Science 2013, 14(4):433.
24. Rossmeisl JH, Garcia PA, Pancotto TE, Roberston JL, Henao-Guerrero N, Neal RE II, Ellis TL, Davalos RV: Safety and
Feasibility of the NanoKnife System for Irreversible Electroporation Ablative Treatment of Canine Spontaneous
Intracranial Gliomas. Journal of Neurosurgery 2015.
25. Pavliha D, Mušič MM, Serša G, Miklavčič D: Electroporation-based treatment planning for deep-seated tumors based
on automatic liver segmentation of MRI images. PloS one 2013, 8(8):69068.
26. Marcan M, Pavliha D, Music MM, Fuckan I, Magjarevic R, Miklavcic D: Segmentation of hepatic vessels from MRI
images for planning of electroporation-based treatments in the liver. Radiology and Oncology 2014, 48(3):267-281.
27. Frangi AF, Niessen WJ, Vincken KL, Viergever MA: Multiscale vessel enhancement filtering. In Medical Image
Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention - MICCAI ‘98. Springer, Cambridge, MA, USA (1998);Wells, W.M., Colchester,
A., Delp, S. 1998:130-137.
28. Somasundaram K, Kalaiselvi T: Fully automatic brain extraction algorithm for axial T2-weighted magnetic resonance
images. Computers in biology and medicine 2010, 40(10):811-22.
29. Somasundaram K, Kalaiselvi T: Automatic brain extraction methods for T1 magnetic resonance images using region
labeling and morphological operations. Computers in biology and medicine 2011, 41(8):716-25.
30. Latecki L, Lakämper R: Convexity rule for shape decomposition based on discrete contour evolution. Computer
Vision and Image Understanding 1999, 73(3):441-454.
31. Corovic S, Lackovic I, Sustaric P, Sustar T, Rodic T, Miklavcic D: Modeling of electric field distribution in tissues during
electroporation. Biomedical engineering online 2013, 12:16.
32. Garcia Pa, Davalos RV, Miklavcic D: A numerical investigation of the electric and thermal cell kill distributions in
electroporation-based therapies in tissue. PloS one 2014, 9(8):103083.
33. Aström M, Zrinzo LU, Tisch S, Tripoliti E, Hariz MI, Wå rdell K: Method for patient-specific finite element modeling and
simulation of deep brain stimulation. Medical & biological engineering & computing 2009, 47(1):21-8.
34. Zupanic A, Kos B, Miklavcic D: Treatment planning of electroporation-based medical interventions:
electrochemotherapy, gene electrotransfer and irreversible electroporation. Physics in medicine and biology 2012,
57(17):5425-40.
35. Nielsen J, Landauer TK: A mathematical model of the finding of usability problems. Proceedings of the SIGCHI
Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems - CHI ‘93 ACM Press, New York, New York, USA; 1993, 206-213.
36. Pavliha D, Kos B, Marcan M, Zupanic A, Sersa G, Miklavcic D: Planning of electroporation-based treatments using
Web-based treatment-planning software. The Journal of membrane biology 2013, 246(11):833-42.
37. Scheffer HJ, Nielsen K, de Jong MC, van Tilborg AaJM, Vieveen JM, Bouwman ARa, Meijer S, van Kuijk C, van den
Tol PMP, Meijerink MR: Irreversible electroporation for nonthermal tumor ablation in the clinical setting: a
systematic review of safety and efficacy. Journal of vascular and interventional radiology : JVIR 2014, 25(7):997-1011.
38. Wimmer T, Srimathveeravalli G, Gutta N, Ezell PC, Monette S, Maybody M, Erinjery JP, Durack JC, Coleman Ja,
Solomon SB: Planning Irreversible Electroporation in the Porcine Kidney: Are Numerical Simulations Reliable for
Predicting Empiric Ablation Outcomes? CardioVascular and Interventional Radiology 2015, 38(1):182-90.
doi:10.1186/1475-925X-14-S3-S4
Cite this article as: Marčan et al.: Web-based tool for visualization of electric field distribution in deep-seated
body structures and planning of electroporation-based treatments. BioMedical Engineering OnLine 2015
14(Suppl 3):S4.

Page 13 of 13

