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ABStr ACt

Purpose To provide an overview on education, training, prac-
tice requirements, and fields of application of neurosonology 
in Europe and beyond.
Materials and Methods National representatives and experts 
in neurosonology were surveyed regarding neurosonology 
requirements and practice in their countries. Descriptive sta-
tistics were used to report the data. 
Results Between February 1 and March 31, 2023, 42/46 
(91.3 %) national representatives responded to our question-
naire and the completion rate was 100 %. Most countries 
(71.4 %) offer a neurosonology training program during neu-
rology residency, but it is part of the undergraduate medical 
program only in 30.9 %. National certification is available in 
47.6 % of the countries surveyed and most countries (76.2 %) 
require certification to practice. In 50 % of the countries, can-
didates are assessed by a board examination, while in 26.2 % 
they just need to document their practice. There is no formal 
accreditation of neurosonology centers in 78.6 % of the countries 
surveyed. Only a few require certified personnel and appropri-
ate equipment. Adequate teaching and research activities are 
only rarely necessary elements for laboratory accreditation. 
Conclusion Our results indicate that there is a substantial need 
for transnational harmonization of neurosonological standards 
to guarantee uniformity and quality of performance. This sur-
vey will also provide guidance to promote an international 
accrediting council and create a quality-controlled laboratory 
network for implementing neurosonology in clinical trials.
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Introduction
Neurosonology is an outstanding diagnostic instrument in the 
hands of clinical neurologists with unique selling points such as 
specific imaging technology, high spatial resolution, online obser-
vation, non-invasiveness as well as broad and easy availability in the 
clinical routine all over Europe.

Beside traditional vascular neurology, currently new fields of ap-
plication such as muscle and nerve imaging, brain parenchyma im-
aging, orbital ultrasound, and online monitoring techniques in in-
tensive care are booming.

We decided to conduct a survey to collect data on the current 
state of neurosonology in Europe and beyond, as there is a definite 
need for a well-structured clinical network to promote further tech-
nical progress, to offer an in-depth education and training program, 
to test the usefulness of ultrasound in new fields, to implement it 
in clinical trials, and to foster the application of sonography in daily 
practice.

Methodology
A short 8-question survey (▶Fig. 1) covering education, training, 
practice requirements, fields of application, and laboratory organ-
ization was developed by the authors and distributed via e-mail to 
46 countries. Each country representative is a respected expert and 
active promotor of neurosonology in her/his country. The survey 
was launched on February 1 and the end date was March 31, 2023. 
Descriptive statistics were used to report the data.

Results
Between February 1 and March 31, 2023, 42 out of 46 (91.3 %) 
countries responded to our questionnaire (▶Fig. 2). The comple-
tion rate was 100 % (8/8 questions answered) among respondents.

Question 1: Is neurosonology part of the medical program in your country?
In the majority of the countries surveyed (69.1 %), neurosonology 
is not part of the medical program. A few countries (11.9 %) have 
it as an elective course, while neurosonology is compulsory in less 
than one fifth (19 %) (▶Fig. 3).

Question 2: Is neurosonology part of the neurology residency program?
In most countries (71.4 %), neurosonology is part of the neurology 
residency training program and is mandatory in almost half (47.6 %) 
of the countries (▶Fig. 3).

Question 3: Do you have a national neurosonology society?
In 50 % of the countries, neurosonology is organized in a society, 
either on its own (19 %) or as part of a larger society, such as the 
National Neurological Society (31 %) (▶Fig. 3).

Question 4: Who certifies neurosonologists?
In the majority of the countries surveyed (52.4 %), there is no na-
tional certification. In 42.8 % of the countries, certification in neu-
rosonology is offered by a larger society, such as the National Neu-
rological Society. Certification is under the direct supervision of  
a national neurosonology society only in a few countries (4.8 %) 
(▶Fig. 4).

Question 5: What are the certification requirements?
In 23.8 % of the surveyed countries, there are no requirements to 
practice neurosonology. Candidates are assessed by a board exam-
ination (theoretical and practical assessment) in 50 % of the coun-
tries, while they just need to document their practice in 26.2 % 
(▶Fig. 4).

Question 6: Who accredits neurosonology centers?
Neurosonology centers are formally accredited only in a few coun-
tries (21.4 %): in 2.4 % by a national neurosonology society and in 
19 % by another regulatory body such as the National Neurological 
Society or the Chamber of Physicians (▶Fig. 5).

Question 7: What are the accreditation requirements?
Just a few countries (26.2 %) require certified personnel and appro-
priate equipment. Adequate teaching and research activities are 
only rarely (11.9 %) also necessary elements for laboratory accred-
itation (▶Fig. 5).

▶Fig. 6 displays the answers to survey questions 1 to 7 for each 
participating country.

Question 8: How is your neurosonology laboratory organized?
Half of the neurosonology laboratories surveyed are run only by 
neurologists, some (29 %) have technologists, and few (21 %) also 
have trained nurses. With regards to fields of application, vascular 
ultrasound is performed in all laboratories, followed by critical care 
ultrasound (67 %), brain parenchyma imaging (39 %), and neuro-
muscular ultrasound (36 %). About 45 % of the experts surveyed 
also assess pediatric patients. Laboratories are mostly equipped 
with both duplex and transcranial Doppler (TCD) systems (92 %). 
Many (76 %) have more than one duplex and TCD machine with 
headframe for monitoring in stroke units/ICUs/operating rooms. 
Few laboratories (8 %) have only a duplex system. The majority of 
neurosonologists operate in stroke units, followed by general neu-
rology, neurosurgery wards, and neuro-ICU.

Discussion
The results of this survey on neurosonology depict a very hetero-
geneous reality across 42 mainly European countries.

To our knowledge, this is the first international survey on neu-
rosonology education. An earlier initiative by the European Feder-
ation of Neurological Societies reported in 2001 evaluated the 
teaching of neuroimaging in neurology [1].

According to our survey, formal education in neurosonology 
during the MD program is rare. Conversely, neurosonology is very 
often part of the neurology residency program although it is man-
datory in less than half of the surveyed countries. The current sit-
uation might be due to a lack of qualified teachers in neurosonol-
ogy, or a lack of interest in the subject. Instead, neurologists should 
be motivated to deal more intensively with neurosonology, for ex-
ample in the acute phase of stroke, and obtain an image them-
selves, in order to monitor in real time what's happening with their 
patients so that they can immediately act accordingly [2].

It is internationally recognized that the use of ultrasound by neu-
rologists should be encouraged in the fields of neurovascular, neu-
ro-intensive, neuromuscular, and point-of care ultrasound [2–6]. 
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▶Fig. 1 Neurosonology questionnaire: set of questions asked of each survey participant.

3



Baracchini C et al. Neurosonology Survey in Europe … Ultrasound Int Open 2024; 10: 22439625 | © 2024. The Author(s).

Original Article

▶Fig. 2 Countries surveyed and percentage of respondents.

▶Fig. 3 Answers to questions 1-3 of the survey.
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▶Fig. 4 Answers to questions 4-5 of the survey.

▶Fig. 5 Answers to questions 6-7 of the survey.
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Guidelines for competency and quality assurance in the different 
fields of neurosonology have already been reported and can read-
ily be implemented [3, 4, 7, 8]. Meanwhile, to increase the motiva-
tion of postgraduates to proactively deal with ultrasound, several 
programs aim to include hands-on ultrasound courses in the rota-
tions of medical students [9–11]. These efforts might enhance the 
education in neurosonology as long as the various structural defi-
cits highlighted by the present survey are overcome.

The lack of a specific neurosonology society in most countries 
complicates post-university training and continued medical edu-
cation (CME) which are crucial for growth within a specialty.

Even more important is the lack of national certification as only 
half of the countries surveyed have a formal assessment with a the-
oretical and practical examination. This means that an unaccept-
ably low percentage of neurosonologists are certified. There should 
be a supra-national pan-European or international accreditation 
council for CME in neurosonology to ensure that neurosonologists 
have access to quality learning opportunities and solid means to 
obtain and meet licensing and credentialing requirements.

In most countries there is no accreditation of neurosonology 
laboratories. Indeed, only a few countries require certified person-
nel, appropriate equipment, and research activities as necessary 
elements for laboratory accreditation. There should be an interna-
tional accreditation council to ensure that neurosonologists and 
neurosonology laboratories meet rigorous, high standards.

The last question of the survey, the only open-ended question, 
dealt with laboratory organization and was specifically addressed 
to the national representative. All laboratories are run by neurolo-
gists, but surprisingly a neurovascular technologist and/or a trained 
nurse is part of the lab personnel only in a minority of cases. This 
means that in most labs the exams are performed directly by the 
neurologist who is also responsible for the final report. This results 
in the issue of internal quality control in the case of a one-man show 
infrastructure.

With regards to ultrasound systems, most labs are fully equipped 
with adequate instrumentation, i. e., duplex and TCD systems with 
a headframe for monitoring patients in stroke units/ICU/operating 
rooms.

▶Fig. 6 Answers to survey questions 1 to 7 for each participating country. Light blue response: no/no/no/nobody/none/nobody/none. Yellow 
response: optional/optional/yes, but part of a larger society/larger society/certified practice only/other society/certified neurosonologist and appro-
priate equipment. Red response: compulsory/compulsory/yes and independent/neurosonology society/certified practice and formal exam/neu-
rosonology society/certified neurosonologists, appropriate equipment, teaching activities and research activities.
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Concerning fields of application, all laboratories perform neu-
rovascular ultrasound, which is expected since the majority of neu-
rosonologists operate in stroke units. The second most frequent 
field of application is neurocritical care ultrasound, as a good per-
centage of neurosonologists work in neurosurgery wards and the 
neuro-ICU. Just over one third of laboratories also perform brain 
parenchyma imaging – mainly for movement disorders – and neu-
romuscular ultrasound. Surprisingly less than half of the survey res-
pondents assess pediatric patients, even though there are several 
indications for performing ultrasound in children, especially in sick-
le cell disease (SCD). This is a major drawback considering the piv-
otal role of TCD in stroke prevention and the increasing number of 
SCD patients in Europe, due to a rise in global human population 
movement and reduced child mortality thanks to advances in di-
agnosis and treatment [12].

This survey has some limitations that need to be addressed: 1. 
The national representatives were asked to provide information re-
garding the current state of neurosonology in their country, con-
sidering the average laboratory. Of course, we are aware that some 
labs are excellent in terms of practice standards and qualified per-
sonnel in spite of national requirements, but the objective was to 
get a global picture. 2. Although this survey does not require the 
input of new data by the respondents, which makes it very attrac-
tive, it is based on the personal judgment of experts and a change 
of the respondents can yield different results. However, the re-
spondents were selected because they are also aware of the cur-
rent neurosonological situation in their country. 3. Although in 
some countries there is no neurosonology society, there is a strong 
ultrasound society which includes neurosonologists and offers ex-
cellent training. However, these are exceptions. 4. Single neuroso-
nologists might have received education and training in excellent 
institutions abroad and might be known worldwide. Yet, an island 
on its own, even if it is beautiful, always remains an island. We are 
much more interested in connectivity and networking between 
laboratories. 5. Finally, considering that a national representative 
is proud to represent her/his country, the responses to the survey 
must be viewed as an optimistic representation of the current sit-
uation. Therefore, any negative response cannot be underestimat-
ed. Rather, action must be taken to improve the current situation 
by promoting in different countries courses, training, and interna-
tional certification in the main fields of neurosonology for teachers 
and for experts.

Conclusion
The results of this survey indicate that there is a substantial need 
for transnational harmonization of neurosonology standards to 
guarantee uniformity and quality of performance. This survey will 
also provide guidance to promote an international accrediting 
council and create a quality-controlled laboratory network for im-
plementing neurosonology in clinical trials.

Acknowledgement

The authors of the manuscript would like to express their gratitude to 
all National Ambassadors of the ESNCH Council of Nations: Erion Dushi 
(Albania), Markus Kneihsl (Austria), Sylvie De Raedt (Belgium), Dzevdet 
Smajlovic (Bosnia and Herzegovina), Rita Fernandes (Brasil), Ekaterina 
Titianova*(Bulgaria), Manuel Carvajal (Costa Rica), Arijana Huzjan 
(Croatia), Ondrej Skoda (Czech Republic), Sverre Rosenbaum 
(Denmark), Toomas Toomsoo (Estonia), Petra Ijas (Finland), Nathalie 
Nasr (France), Marina Alpaidze (Georgia), Erwin Stolz (Germany), 
Georgios Tsivgoulis (Greece), Laszlo Olah (Hungary), Enchtuja Bold 
Suchegin (Iceland), Methil Pradeep (India), Siavash Adybeig (Iran), 
Natan Bornstein (Israel), Edoardo Vicenzini (Italy), Galina Baltgaile 
(Latvia), Jurgita Valaikiene (Lithuania), Sandra Vujovic (Montenegro), 
Arjen Schaafsma (Netherlands), Anita Arsovska (North Macedonia), 
Mona Skjelland (Norway), Grzegorz Kozera (Poland), Pedro Castro 
(Portugal), Dafin Muresanu(Romania), Aleksandra Pavlovic (Serbia), 
Vladimir Nosal (Slovakia), Janya Pretnar Oblak (Slovenia), Yong-Seok 
Lee (South Korea), Jessica Fernandez Dominguez (Spain), Christine 
Kremer (Sweden), Fabienne Perren (Switzerland), Nevzat Uzuner 
(Turkey), Liliya Zviagina (Ukraine), Sara Mazzucco (United Kingdom), 
Zsolt Garami (USA). *Deceased. 

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References

[1] Pantano P, Chollet F, Paulson O et al. European Federation of 
Neurological Societies Task Force of Neuroimaging in Neurology 
Curricula in Europe. EFNS Task Force on Teaching of Neuroimaging in 
Neurology Curricula in Europe: present status and recommendations 
for the future. Eur J Neurol 2001; 8: 541–548. DOI: 
10.1046/j.1468-1331.2001.00295.x

[2] Schlachetzki F, Nedelmann M, Poppert H et al. Neurosonological 
Diagnosis in the Acute Phase of Stroke is a Sign of Qualified Care. 
Neurology International Open 2017; 01: E182–E188

[3] Tawfik EA, Cartwright MS, Grimm A et al. Guidelines for neuromuscu-
lar ultrasound training. Muscle Nerve 2019; 60: 361–366. DOI: 
10.1002/mus.26642

[4] Robba C, Poole D, Citerio G et al. Consensus on brain ultrasonography 
in critical care group. Brain Ultrasonography Consensus on Skill 
Recommendations and Competence Levels Within the Critical Care 
Setting. Neurocrit Care 2020; 32: 502–511. DOI: 10.1007/s12028-
019-00766-9

[5] Valaikiene J, Schlachetzki F, Azevedo E et al. Point-of-Care Ultrasound 
in Neurology – Report of the EAN SPN/ESNCH/ERcNsono Neuro-PO-
CUS Working Group. Ultraschall in Med 2022; 43: 354–366. DOI: 
10.1055/a-1816-8548

[6] Scholtz LC, Rosenberg J, Robbins MS et al. Ultrasonography in 
neurology: A comprehensive analysis and review. J Neuroimaging 
2023; 33: 511–520. DOI: 10.1111/jon.13124

[7] Tawfik EA, Cartwright MS, Grimm A et al. Neuromuscular ultrasound 
competency assessment: Consensus-based survey. Muscle Nerve 
2021; 63: 651–656. DOI: 10.1002/mus.27163

7



Baracchini C et al. Neurosonology Survey in Europe … Ultrasound Int Open 2024; 10: 22439625 | © 2024. The Author(s).

Original Article

[8] European Society of Neurosonology and Cerebral Hemodynamics 
(ESNCH) and Neurosonology Specialty Group of the World Federation 
of Neurology (NSG/WFN). International Certification in Neurosonology 
(ESNCH, NSG/WFN). https://esnch.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/
Practical-Examination-Procedures-and-Evaluation-Update-June-2023.
pdf. accessed on July 17 2023

[9] Celebi N, Griewatz J, Malek NP et al. Development and implementation 
of a comprehensive ultrasound curriculum for undergraduate medical 
students – a feasibility study. BMC Med Educ 2019; 19: 170. DOI: 
10.1186/s12909-019-1611-1

[10] Hoppmann RA, Mladenovic J, Melniker L et al. International consensus 
conference recommendations on ultrasound education for undergrad-
uate medical students. Ultrasound J 2022; 14: 31. DOI: 10.1186/
s13089-022-00279-1

[11] Recker F, Schäfer VS, Holzgreve W et al. Development and implemen-
tation of a comprehensive ultrasound curriculum for medical students: 
The Bonn internship point-of-care-ultrasound curriculum (BI-POCUS). 
Front Med (Lausanne) 2023; 10: 1072326. DOI: 10.3389/
fmed.2023.1072326

[12] Piel FB, Tatem AJ, Huang Z et al. Global migration and the changing 
distribution of sickle haemoglobin: a quantitative study of temporal 
trends between 1960 and 2000. Lancet Glob Health 2014; 2: e80–e89. 
DOI: 10.1016/S2214-109X(13)70150-5

8

https://esnch.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Practical-Examination-Procedures-and-Evaluation-Update-June-2023.pdf
https://esnch.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Practical-Examination-Procedures-and-Evaluation-Update-June-2023.pdf
https://esnch.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/Practical-Examination-Procedures-and-Evaluation-Update-June-2023.pdf

