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ABSTRACT

The relationship between increased cerebral spinal fluid (CSF) ventricular compartments, structural and
microstructural dysmaturation, and executive function in patients with congenital heart disease (CHD) is
unknown. Here, we leverage a novel machine-learning data-driven technique to delineate interrelationships
between CSF ventricular volume, structural and microstructural alterations, clinical risk factors, and sub-
domains of executive dysfunction in adolescent CHD patients. We trained random forest regression models to
predict measures of executive function (EF) from the NIH Toolbox, the Delis-Kaplan Executive Function
System (D-KEFS), and the Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function (BRIEF) and across three
subdomains of EF — mental flexibility, working memory, and inhibition. We estimated the best parameters for
the random forest algorithm via a randomized grid search of parameters using 10-fold cross-validation on the
training set only. The best parameters were then used to fit the model on the full training set and validated on
the test set. Algorithm performance was measured using root-mean squared-error (RMSE). As predictors, we
included patient clinical variables, perioperative clinical measures, microstructural white matter (diffusion tensor
imaging- DTI), and structural volumes (volumetric magnetic resonance imaging- MRI). Structural white matter
was measured using along-tract diffusivity measures of 13 inter-hemispheric and cortico-association fibers.
Structural volumes were measured using FreeSurfer and manual segmentation of key structures. Variable
importance was measured by the average Gini-impurity of each feature across all decision trees in which that
feature is present in the model, and functional ontology mapping (FOM) was used to measure the degree of
overlap in feature importance for each EF subdomain and across subdomains. We found that CSF structural
properties (including increased lateral ventricular volume and reduced choroid plexus volumes) in conjunction
with proximate cortical projection and paralimbic-related association white matter tracts that straddle the lateral
ventricles and distal paralimbic-related subcortical structures (basal ganglia, hippocampus, cerebellum) are
predictive of two-specific subdomains of executive dysfunction in CHD patients: cognitive flexibility and
inhibition. These findings in conjunction with combined RF models that incorporated clinical risk factors,
highlighted important clinical risk factors, including the presence of microbleeds, altered vessel volume, and
delayed PDA closure, suggesting that CSF-interstitial fluid clearance, vascular pulsatility, and glymphatic
microfluid dynamics may be pathways that are impaired in CHD, providing mechanistic information about the

relationship between CSF and executive dysfunction.
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1. Introduction

Cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) volume increase is a common finding in brains of fetuses'? and infants with
congenital heart disease (CHD)*”. Increased CSF volumes have been associated with poor cognitive,
language, and motor skills*® as well as poor behavioral state regulation in neonates, infants, and young
children with CHD®. Beyond the early childhood years, there is a paucity of research investigating the
subsequent fate of these elevated CSF volumes and their potential associations with impairments in
neurodevelopment during late childhood and adolescence within CHD. The few studies between brain
structures and neurodevelopmental outcomes in adolescents with CHD excluded CSF® or used a simplified

single intraventricular volume for CSF *°.

Neurodevelopmental impairment is one of the major comorbidities in CHD, and in adolescence, one of its
critical manifestations is poor executive function ***?. Executive function (EF) encompasses a set of advanced
cognitive skills essential for goal-oriented actions, self-regulation, and adaptability. Although there are different
models of EF, Diamond’s seminal model identified three core domains: cognitive flexibility (adapting to
challenges), inhibitory control (maintaining self-control), and working memaory (quantity of information held and
manipulated at a time).*® Deficits in these domains can adversely impact children’s development and adaptive
functioning, with long-term consequences like lower academic achievement, increased reliance on remedial
education, social adaptation difficulties, and reduced overall quality of life. Studies have explored factors and
mechanisms potentially contributing to executive function impairment, including physiological aspects of heart
lesion type, clinical care (surgical methods and medical management), and sociodemographic factors. Brain
structures have also been studied: from broadly assessed brain hypoplasia and dysplasia®, to more refined
volumes™ and cortical thickness and to more focal white matter microstructure®. However, the association
between brain structural abnormalities and outcomes were highly variable, including instances of no significant

11,16

associations— ", and most of the comprehensive brain structural studies were in younger children or neonates.

The goal of this study was to examine CSF volume as neuroimaging features and their role in predicting EF
impairments among adolescents with CHD while accounting for other brain structures as well as clinical and
sociodemographic factors. However, due to the large number of brain structural, clinical, and

sociodemographic factors involved, traditional methods for feature importance and covariate selection were not
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adequate. Furthermore, CSF and other brain structural volumes occupy the same well-defined cranial space,
therefore the volumes may not be independent of each other. Therefore, we used explainable machine
learning method, specifically, random forest regression. Random forest regression, in comparison to
conventional methods, exhibits enhanced robustness in handling collinearity and outliers, and excels at
revealing interactions among exposure variables. In this study, we used ensemble random forest regression to
study the interplay between CSF volumes, brain macro-and microstructural measures, and

sociodemographic/medical risk factors in relationship to EF in pediatric/adolescent CHD patients.

2. Methods

2.1. Participants

Participants were recruited from a single center, using print and digital advertisements, an online registry of
healthy volunteers, and referrals within targeted cardiology outpatient clinics. Study exclusion criteria included
comorbid genetic disorders, contraindications for MRI (e.g., a pacemaker), and non-English speakers. For
healthy controls, study exclusion criteria also included preterm birth and neurological abnormalities (e.qg., brain
malformations, strokes, hydrocephalus). We initially screened 143 patients with CHD and 98 healthy controls
(Supplemental Figure 1). A total of 69 CHD and 92 healthy controls underwent brain MR scanning. After
removing cases with un-analyzable DTI due to motion artifact or technical factors, and only including
participants with analyzable structural 3D T1 imaging, diffusion tensor imaging and EF measures, the final
sample of patients included the following: CHD patients (n=57) and age-matched controls (n=86), with ages
ranging from 6-17 years. These patients were prospectively recruited at our institution with Institutional Review
Board (IRB) approval and oversight (for reference: University of Pittsburgh Institutional Review Board
STUDY20060128: Multimodal Connectome Study approval 23 July 2020 and STUDY 1904003 Ciliary
Dysfunction, Brain Dysplasia, and Neurodevelopmental Outcome in Congenital approval 6 February 2023).
The project was completed in accordance with the ethical principles of the Helsinki Declaration and
parent/guardian consent was obtained. We have previously published portions of this prospectively recruited
cohort.*”#* Patients with CHD included a heterogenous mix of cardiac lesions, including hypoplastic left heart
syndrome (HLHS), aortic arch abnormalities, d-transposition of the great aorta (d-TGA), and other

malformations requiring surgical correction in the first year of life. Clinical and surgical history from birth,
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medical risk factors, and additional social determinants of health (SDOH) were collected from the medical

record (Table 1 and Supplemental Table 2).
2.2.  Executive Function

As previously described*®, executive function (EF) outcomes were measured using standardized cognitive
tasks from the NIH Toolbox, the Delis-Kaplan Executive Function System (D-KEFS), the WISC-IV as well as
parent-completed ratings from the Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function (BRIEF-2) (Table 1B). We
considered four subdomains of EF: cognitive flexibility, working memory, inhibition, planning and problem-
solving. We used age-corrected standard scores from the NIH Toolbox (M = 100; SD = 15), scaled scores from

the D-KEFS (M = 10; SD = 3), and T-scores from the BRIEF (M = 50; SD = 10),
2.3. Image Acquisition

Participants underwent brain MRI on a 3 Tesla Skyra scanner (Siemens, Erlangen, Germany), using a 32-
channel head coil. 3D sagittally acquired 42 directions images DTl and T1 images were used for our analysis.
The DTI sequence had the following parameters: FOV = 256mm, voxel size = 2.0mm (isotropic),
TE/TR=92ms/12600 ms, and 42-directions at B=1000s/mm2. The T1 sequence had the following parameters:

TR = 2400 ms, TE = 3.16 ms, Tl = 1200 ms, flip angle = 8°; 1 mm isotropic voxel size.
2.4. Image Processing and Feature Construction

Structural white matter features were generated using our previously developed automated tractography
pipeline.? Initially developed for group analysis of neonatal diffusion imaging, we have since generalized it to
use with population and age-appropriate region of interest templates for tracking. We generated along-tract
diffusivity measures — fractional anisotropy (FA), axial diffusivity (AD), radial diffusivity (RD), and mean
diffusivity (MD) — of 18 inter-hemispheric and cortico-association fibers. The following tracts were used: left and
right arcuate fasciculi, body, genu, and splenium of the corpus callosum, left and right corticospinal tracts, left
and right cingulum, left and right fronto-occipital fasciculi, fornix, left and right inferior longitudinal fasciculi, left
and right superior longitudinal fasciculi, and left and right uncinate fasciculi. As along-tract analysis generates
several correlated measures for each tract (proportional to the length of the tract), we performed a data
reduction step by aggregating along-tract values into quartiles along the primary direction of each tract (i.e., the

first quartile of the corticospinal tract spans from the brainstem to level of the hypothalamus).
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Structural grey matter features were generated using the standard FreeSurfer cortical and subcortical volume
parcellations,?® with manual inspection of intermediate steps and control points added when necessary.
Additional manual inspection and correction (when necessary) of the hippocampus and amygdala was
performed for each participant (as these are key structures that are prone to segmentation errors due to mis-
registration or motion artifacts), as well as further manual subdivision of the cerebellar vermis. Finally, as a
measure of total tissue volumes, we used FSL's FAST Segmentation to extract total CSF, total white matter,

and total grey matter volumes from the structural T1 images.
2.5.  Modeling Executive Function Outcomes with Random Forest Regression

As our primary goal was to identify the prognostic utility of imaging features with a targeted investigation of
CSF-related features on predicting EF outcomes, we chose an implicitly interpretable machine learning
algorithm — Random Forest Regression (RFR) — to model each outcome. Random Forest is an ensemble
learning method that operates by constructing a large pre-determined number of decision trees. The more
trees in the ‘forest’, the more robust the model becomes. Importantly, each decision tree in the model is trained
on a subset of participants (sampled with replacement) and a subset of the available features. This generates
robust models with built-in bootstrapped sampling that have been shown to generalize better than more
‘advanced’ algorithms.?* Though Random Forest models are generally regarded as black-box models due to
their complex ensemble nature, they do possess an implicit interpretability via the Gini coefficient (or Gini
impurity) — the measure used to optimally split each node in the decision tree. A feature that provides a split
which most reduces Gini impurity in the resulting child nodes is considered important for that split. By
aggregating this information across all trees in the random forest, we can estimate an overall metric of feature
importance across the model by observing which features are often used to split nodes, and by how much they

can decrease the impurity.

We measured the contribution of imaging-derived features to our models’ predictive accuracy by
generating two baseline models: 1) RFR model using only neuroimaging-derived features 2) RFR model using
only clinical and surgical risk factors combined with SDOH features. We then compared the performance of
each baseline model to 3) a full combined model (all available features) as a measure of information gain of
each feature set. Figure 1 shows an overview of the model building and hyperparameter selection for each

outcome. A separate RFR model was optimized and trained for each outcome measure using the Python
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Scikit-Learn library .%> Each independent dataset was partitioned into 80% for training and 20% for testing. We
estimated the best parameters for the random forest algorithm via a randomized grid search of parameters
using 10-fold cross-validation on the training set only. The best parameters were then used to fit the model on
the full training set and validated on the test set. Algorithm performance was measured using root-mean
squared-error (RMSE). A model was considered to be performing within an acceptable error margin if the
RMSE in the test set was below one standard deviation of the normed parameters for each outcome. Variable
importance was measured by the average Gini-impurity of each feature across all decision trees in which that

feature is present in the model.
2.6. Statistical Validation and Mediation Analysis

A secondary goal of this work is a mechanistic exploration of the mediating effect of CSF imaging features
identified as important for model performance on the direct effect of surgical, clinical, and SDOH features on
EF outcomes. Due to the large number of features in the initial model, we implemented a data-driven feature
selection approach. Although feature importance via Gini-coefficient provides an interpretable and robust
measure for feature selection, it is not a sufficient criterion for selection alone due to its stochastic properties,
and requires further statistical confirmation. We first used the ranked RFR features to select the top 20
important features from each model. We measured the total variance explained (R?) by the top features using
ordinary least squares (OLS) regression. As many of the features used in the model are highly correlated, we
then used Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator (LASSO) regularized regression with a
regularization parameter (A) of 0.1 to further select for a subset of features that are statistically significantly
predictive of the outcome (when in the presence of correlated features). LASSO employs L1 regularization
which adds the absolute values of the coefficients multiplied by the regularization parameter to the loss
function. This additional constraint on the model parameters mitigates multicollinearity, and is an efficient
method for variable selection. In the specific context of correlated features, given a group of correlated
variables, LASSO tends to select one variable and shrink the remaining within-group coefficients towards zero,

while minimizing loss in variance explained.

Our final selection criteria for potential direct effects and mediators are as follows. First, we only
selected models that A) passed the selection criteria for acceptable error margin (within 1 sd of normed test)

and B) had important CSF features in the imaging features only models. From these models, we selected the


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297055
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297055; this version posted October 17, 2023. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

main effects as A) the top 5 features in the SDOHY/Clinical/Surgical models and B) any additional features
selected via LASSO regression in the combined models. The mediator selection was A) CSF features in the
top 20 imaging models and B) any additional imaging derived feature selected via LASSO regression in either

the imaging only or combined models.

Figure 2 shows the concept for the mediation analyses. The mediation analyses were performed by setting
each executive function outcome (EF) as the dependent variable, the mediator as the identified imaging-
derived feature, and the independent variables the identified clinical/surgical/SDOH risk factor. We constructed
three sets of regression models: 1) the total effect of Risk Factor (RF) on EF: EF = b0 + a*RF + e; 2) the effect
of RF on the mediator Imaging Feature (only a mediator if we detect a significant effect on b): IF = b0 +b*RF +
e; 3) If b is significant, we then model the mediating effect of the IF over RF on EF: EF = b0 + c*RF + d*IF + e.
If d (mediating effect) is significant, and c (direct effect) is a smaller effect than a, IF is a (partial) mediator of

LRF on EF. All statistical analyses were performed using the Python statsmodels package.”®
2.7. Feature Ontology Mapping

There are two interpretability limitations to our methods thus far: 1) feature importance measures derived
from random forest models are not deterministic, therefore a direct measure of feature importance rankings is
not feasible; 2) highly correlated features — both quantitative and within similar functional groupings — may
show artificially reduced significance when combined in a large model. To address these limitations, we
performed Feature Ontology Mapping (FOM), which refers to systematically categorizing and selecting
features based on their semantic relationships and shared characteristics to provide a deeper understanding of
the relationships between the features and their effects on the target variable.?”?® Mapping features to an
ontology allows the integration of domain expertise into the model, and also allows for validation of model
decisions against domain knowledge, checking whether the model’'s emphasis on certain features aligns with

expert understanding.

We mapped each feature into an ontology of functional domains (i.e., motor, language, paralimbic, relay,
etc.) and measured each functional domain’s contribution to feature importance for each outcome measure.
See Supp. Table 4 for the full ontological mapping of features to functional domains. To account for
disproportionate representation of different domains in the feature set, we measured the domain importance

using two metrics: Domain Absolute Importance (% of functional domain represented in Top X Features) and
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Domain Relative Importance (% of functional domain represented in Top X Features / % of functional domain

Represented in Total Features).

RESULTS

There were no differences in gender incidence or age at MRI scan/EF measures between the CHD
cohort and the healthy control cohort. While the level of maternal education was decreased in the CHD cohort
compared to the healthy control cohort, there was no difference in the Child Opportunity Index between the two
cohorts (Table 1A). Deficits in certain subdomains of executive function were noted in the CHD cohort

compared to the healthy control cohort (Table 1B).

3.1 Random Forest Neuroimaging Model of Executive Function

Every imaging feature — from macrostructure regional volumes and global whole brain tissues volumes
to microstructure white matter bundle assessments — was included in the imaging only random forest
regression model for feature importance testing. The full list of neuroimaging features used in the models is
listed in Supplemental Table 1: Neuroimaging Features (n= 495). The summary of feature importance results

from the neuroimaging random forest regression models are presented in Table 2.

3.1.1 Cognitive Flexibility

For D-KEFS Trail Making Test Number-Letter Switching, we achieved a train RMSE of 1.19 and a test
RMSE of 3.45. Left Choroid Plexus volume was ranked 2 out of the top 20 features in this model (Figure 2).
Additionally, CSF-related structures in top 20 were proximate projection and association white matter tracts
that straddle the left lateral ventricle, including the left cingulum (paralimbic cortical association -radial
diffusivity-rank 1), the left cortical spinal tract (primary motor projection- fractional anisotropy), the left superior
longitudinal fasciculus- (cortical association-fractional anisotropy) and the left arcuate fasciculus (cortical
association fibers-fractional anisotropy) , selected cortical grey matter structures, and more distal contralateral
subcortical structures (right thalamus, right cerebellum and right hippocampus) Regression model with top 20
features had R2 =0.42 and Left Choroid Plexus had an estimated parameter of -0.00003247, and p=0.967. In

LASSO regression R2=0.204, and Left Choroid Plexus had an estimated parameter of 0.0003, and p=0.706.
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For D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Test Category Switching, we achieve train RMSE of 1.11 and test RMSE
of 2.99, which was within performance threshold. Left Inferior Lateral Ventricle (ranked 1), Left Lateral Ventricle
(ranked 3), Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle (ranked 8), and Right Lateral Ventricle (ranked 11) were among the
top 20 features in this model (Figure 3). The proximate projection and association white matter tracts that
straddle the left lateral ventricle, including the bilateral cingulum (paralimbic cortical association -radial
diffusivity), the bilateral cortical spinal tract (primary motor-axial diffusivity), the bilateral superior longitudinal
fasiculus (cortical association- radial diffusivity) and bilateral frontal occipital longitudinal fasciculus- (cortical
association-fractional anisotropy) and the bilateral arcuate fasciculus (cortical association fibers-fractional
anisotropy) , selected cortical grey matter structures, and subcortical structures (basal ganglia — caudate and
pallidum). Additionally, CSF-related structures in top 20 were middle posterior corpus callosum (rank 13) and
left caudate (rank 14) volumes. Besides the CSF and CSF related structures, the rest of the top 20 features
were composed of 8 cortical association fibers, 2 cortical grey matter structures, and 1 subcortical structure.
Regression model with top 20 features had R2 =0.342, and the four CSF volume features among the top 20
had the following results: Right Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter of -0.0002, and p=0.24; Right
Inferior Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter of -0.0011, and p=0.53; Left Lateral Ventricle had an
estimated parameter of 0.0003, and p=0.123; and Left Inferior Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter of
-0.002, and p=0.354. In LASSO regression R2=0.22, and the four CSF volume features among the top 20 had
the following results: Right Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter of -6.435e-06, and p=0.976; Right
Inferior Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter of -0.0026, and p=0.179; Left Lateral Ventricle had an
estimated parameter of 8.834e-05, and p=0.708; and Left Inferior Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter

of -0.001, and p=0.665.

For D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Correct Responses, we achieved train RMSE of 1.37 and test RMSE of
2.76, which was within performance threshold. Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle volumes was ranked 10 out of
the top 20 features in this model (Figure 4). The proximate association white matter tracts that straddle the
right lateral ventricle, including the right cingulum (paralimbic cortical association -radial diffusivity), the right
fronto-occipital fasciculus- (cortical association-axial diffusivity) and the right uncinate fasciculus (cortical
association axial diffusivity). Additional important imaging features include microbleed volume. There were no

structures related to the right inferior lateral ventricle among the other top 20 features. Besides the CSF
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feature, the rest of the top 20 features were composed of 10 cortical association fibers, 6 cortical grey matter
structures, 1 subcortical structure, and non-white matter microbleed volume. Regression model with top 20
features had R2 =0.489 and Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter of -0.0018, and
p=0.037. In LASSO regression R2=0.281, and Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle had an estimated parameter of -

0.0014, and p=0.168.

3.1.2 Working Memory

For BRIEF 2 Working Memory, we achieved train RMSE of 5.26 and test RMSE of 9.33, which was
within performance threshold. There were no CSF findings among the top 20 features in this model. In LASSO
regression R2=0.20, CHD status was the only significant feature (p=0.039) with having CHD predicting poorer

outcomes.

3.1.3 Inhibition

For D-KEFS CWIT Inhibition, we achieved train RMSE of 1.03 and test RMSE of 3.21. Whole Brain
CSF (PVE) volume was ranked 20 out of the top 20 features in this model (Figure 5). Since the entire CSF
volume was an important feature in this model, potentially, many of the structures throughout the inner and
outer surface of the brain tissue could potentially be considered CSF related features. Additional important
imaging features that straddle the ventricular system include multiple proximate cortical projections (bilateral
cortical association fibers) and cortical association fibers (cingulum, superior longitudinal fasciculus, arcuate
fasciculus, uncinate fasciculus), subcortical structures (right caudate), and microbleed volumes. The rest of
the top 20 features were composed of 12 cortical association fibers, 2 subcortical structures, 2 cortical grey
matter structure, and both white matter and non-white matter microbleed volumes. In LASSO regression, there

were no significant associations between top 20 features and outcome.

3.1.4 Planning and Problem Solving

For BRIEF-2 Planning and Organization, we achieved train RMSE of 4.38 and test RMSE of 12.36. There were
no CSF findings among the top 20 features in this model. In LASSO regression R2=0.34, CHD status was the

only significant feature (p=0.011) with having CHD predicting poorer outcomes.

3.2 Random Forest Clinical Features Model of Executive Function
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The list of clinical features is in Supplemental Table 2: Clinical (Socio-demographic, Medical, Surgical)
Features (n=104). The results from the Clinical Features — Social Determinants of Health, Medical and Surgical

Risk Factors — only models are presented in Table 3 (top half).

3.2.1 Cognitive Flexibility

For D-KEFS Trails Number Letter Switching, we achieved train RMSE of 1.71, test RMSE of 1.98 and
achieved within performance threshold. In LASSO regression R2=0.24, and CHD status was the only

significant features (p<0.001) with having CHD predicting worse outcomes.

3.2.2 Working Memory

For BRIEF-2 Working Memory, we achieved train RMSE of 4.80, and test RMSE of 10.90. In LASSO
regression R2=0.03, and COI was the only significant features (p=0.041), with high COI predicting better

outcomes.

3.2.3 Inhibition

For BRIEF-2 Inhibit, we achieved train RMSE of 3.06, and test RMSE of 9.43 and achieved within
performance threshold. In LASSO regression R2=0.43, and History of PDA was the only significant features

(p=0.022), with having history of PDA predicting better outcomes.

3.2.4 Planning and Problem Solving

For BRIEF-2 Planning and Organization, we achieved train RMSE of 5.42, and test RMSE of 10.79. In
LASSO regression R2=0.35, and History of PDA was the only significant features (p=0.021), with having

history of PDA predicting better outcomes.

3.3 Random Forest Combined Imaging and Clinical Features Model of Executive Function

The list of all neuroimaging and clinical features in this combined model is in Supplemental Table 3:
Combined Neuroimaging and Clinical Features (n=599). The results from the combined neuroimaging and
clinical features (Social Determinants of Health, Medical and Surgical Risk Factors) models are presented in

Table 3.

3.3.1 Cognitive Flexibility


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297055
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297055; this version posted October 17, 2023. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

For NIHTB DCCS, we achieved train RMSE of 7.13, test RMSE of 16.95. There were no CSF findings
among the top 20 features in this model. In LASSO regression (R2=0.14), right vessel volume was the only
significant features (p=0.023) with larger right vessel volume predicting worse outcomes. For D-KEFS Trails
Number Letter Switching, we achieved train RMSE of 1.10, test RMSE of 2.30 and achieved within
performance threshold. There were no CSF findings among the top 20 features in this model. In LASSO
regression R2=0.23, and CHD status was the only significant features (p<0.034) with having CHD predicting
worse outcomes. For D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Switching, we achieved train RMSE of 1.33, test RMSE of 2.58
and achieved within performance threshold. Left Lateral Ventricle (rank 10), Third Ventricle (rank 15) were

among the top 20 features. In LASSO regression there were no significant features associated with outcomes.

For D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Responses, we achieved train RMSE of 1.21, test RMSE of 3.49. Left
Interior Lateral Ventricle (rank 2), Right Lateral Ventricle (rank 19) were among the top 20 features. In LASSO
regression R2=0.26, and volume of left hemisphere gyrus rectus was the only significant features (p<0.003)
with smaller volume predicting worse outcomes. For BRIEF-2 Shift, we achieved train RMSE of 6.99, and test
RMSE of 10.94. There were no CSF findings among the top 20 features in this model. In LASSO regression
R2=0.37, and History of PDA was the only significant features (p=0.001), with having history of PDA predicting

better outcomes.

3.3.2 Working Memory

For WISC-IV Digit Span, we achieved train RMSE of 1.39, test RMSE of 3.82. There were no CSF
findings among the top 20 features in this model. In LASSO regression R2=0.14, Right Hemisphere
Pericaollosal Sulcus volume was the only significant features (p=0.026), with having higher volume predicting
worse outcomes. For BRIEF-2 Working Memory, we achieved train RMSE of 5.94, and test RMSE of 11.47.
There were no CSF findings among the top 20 features in this model. In LASSO regression R2=0.19, CHD

status was the only significant feature (p=0.032), with being CHD predicting poorer outcomes.

3.3.3 Inhibition

There were no significant findings among the inhibition domain outcomes.

3.3.4 Planning and Problem Solving
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For BRIEF-2 Planning and Organization, we achieved train RMSE of 4.33, and test RMSE of 9.86 and
achieved within performance threshold. There were no CSF findings among the top 20 features in this model.
In LASSO regression R2=0.35, Right Hemisphere Transverse frontopolar gyri and sulci (p=0.019) and CHD

status(p=0.030) were the significant features.

3.4 Post-Hoc Mediation and Moderation Analysis

3.4.1 Post-Hoc Mediation

Post-Hoc Mediation analysis results are presented in Table 4. D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Category Switching
outcome was significantly associated with the number of days of ECMO at first heart transplant in all the
models. However, for this relationship, none of the imaging features selected as mediators demonstrated any
significant mediation effect. Additionally, Left Inferior Lateral Ventricle Volume is mediating (p<0.01) the
association between D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Category Switching outcome and NIHTB Handedness (Grooved
Pegboard) main effect, although the total effect between the outcome and main effect was not statistically
significant (p=0.78). D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Correct Responses outcome was significantly associated with
Gestational Age (p=0.01) in the model with Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle Volume was the mediator. However,

Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle Volume did not demonstrate any significant mediation effect (p=0.08).

3.4.2 Post-Hoc Moderation

The Post-Hoc Moderation analysis did not demonstrated any significant total effect or moderation effect

findings.

3.5. Feature Ontology Mapping

Table 5 shows the absolute and relative importance measures for the top 10 and top 20 features, for each
random forest model of outcome using all features (imaging, clinical, surgical, demographic, and social
determinants of health). The absolute feature importance measures the total contribution of each functional
domain in the top 10 or 20 features identified by RFR, regardless of the proportion of features present in that

functional domain. The relative feature importance shows the weighted importance of each functional domain
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relative to the proportion of features within that domain in the entire feature set. Therefore, features with high

relative importance are likely to be more relatively impactful in predictive performance for each outcome.

Across all EF domains, we see a common pattern of paralimbic structures surfacing in both absolute and
relative importance, and secondarily, cerebellar features being over-represented in relative importance.
Working memory, particularly as measures by the NIH Toolbox List Sorting Working Memory, also showed a
strong association with cerebellar and brainstem features. Cognitive flexibility outcomes showed the strongest
association with executive function- brain-based domains, as well as CSF features with a strong over-
representation in relative importance. Inhibition tasks had a disproportionate representation of visual systems-

associated features compared to the other EF domain outcome measures.

DISCUSSION

Studies of structure-function relationships using structural MRI in children, adolescents, and young adults
with CHD have reported a variety of associations between brain integrity and outcomes.** Overall smaller total
and regional brain volume, as well as indicators of white matter microstructural alterations, were frequently
associated with lower domain-specific cognitive outcomes, including executive functioning and memory, along
with increases in ventricular sizes. * The relationship between increased CSF ventricular compartments,
structural and microstructural dysmaturation, and executive function in CHD patients is unknown. Here, we
leverage a novel machine-learning data-driven technique to delineate interrelationships between CSF
ventricular volume, structural and microstructural alterations, clinical risk factors, and sub-domains of executive
dysfunction in adolescent CHD patients. We found that CSF structural properties (including increased lateral
ventricular volume and reduced choroid plexus volumes) in conjunction with proximate cortical projection and
paralimbic-related association white matter tracts that straddle the lateral ventricles and distal paralimbic-
related subcortical structures (basal ganglia, hippocampus, cerebellum) are predictive of two-specific
subdomains of executive dysfunction in CHD patients including cognitive flexibility and inhibition. These
findings in conjunction with combined RF models that incorporated clinical risk factors, highlighted important
clinical risk factors, including the presence of microbleeds, altered vessel volume, and delayed PDA closure,

suggesting that CSF-interstitial fluid clearance, vascular pulsatility, and glymphatic microfluid dynamics may be
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pathways that are impaired in congenital heart disease, providing mechanistic information about the

relationship between CSF and executive dysfunctions.

The CSF serves as the medium through which water, molecules, and proteins are exchanged between
brain parenchyma and vascular system, and thus, plays a critical role in regulating brain homeostasis, waste
clearance, blood supply, and maintaining intracranial pressure. Prolonged interference with this clearance and
homeostatic function may lead to neuroinflammation and other neurodevelopmental deficits®®. Increased CSF
volumes are seen in neonates, infants, and children with CHD?*3%. Importantly, increased CSF volume has
been shown to be associated with poor neurodevelopmental performance in children with CHD up to three
years of age®®. Likewise, disruption in CSF flow has been linked to many neurodevelopmental® disorders such
as autism spectrum disorder, and neurodegenerative diseases such as Alzheimer's Disease *. Our study
provides support that increased CSF volumes are present in pediatric and adolescent CHD patients with

specific sub-domains of executive dysfunction, including cognitive flexibility and inhibition.

A major finding of our RF models showed that CSF volumetric disturbances were associated with
primate projection and association white matter tracts that straddle the lateral ventricle margins.® While the
classic thinking is that increase in ventricular size is secondary to central white matter damage, the findings of
microbleeds (small vessel disease),® altered intracranial vessel volumes and delayed PDA closure®** suggest
that altered interstitial fluid (ISF) dynamics may be present in the CNS of CHD patients.*® The mechanisms
driving these glymphatic fluxes have been recently described.*® Glymphatic system function requires adequate
CSF production by the choroid plexus to provide a pressure gradient for fluid to move from the ventricles to the
subarachnoid space (SAS) and subsequently into the perivascular spaces (PVS).>*° The PVS is lined, almost
in its entirety, by astrocytic endfeet lined with aquaporin-4 (AQP4) water channels abutting the abluminal
vessel wall. Previous literature has established that AQP4 is necessary for glymphatic fluid fluxes and CSF-ISF
exchange is modulated by both sleep-wake state changes and body posture. The glymphatic system is
involved in several processes that become deranged in pathological states. Prior work on glymphatic failure in
non-CHD small vessel disease has delineated three mechanistic pathways that could be relevant to
understanding neurocognitive deficits in CHD: (1) Perivascular spaces, and their structural and functional
integrity, have shown to be critical to homeostatic glymphatic function, specifically the role of perivascular

AQP4 polarization. We propose that the CNS in CHD may exhibit vascular remodeling, abnormal perivascular
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spaces , and the perivascular CSF flow disturbances. (2) Cerebrovascular pulsatility has been demonstrated
to be a driving force for CSF flow within the PVS. Extensive experimental evidence and mathematical modeling
have shown tracer movements compatible with bulk flow within these spaces, although tracer entry is size-
dependent and PVS blockage (i.e. protein aggregates) has shown to affect these flows. A recent theoretical
model contradicts the existence of bulk flow in the PVS, but provides no supporting experimental evidence.
Features of small vessel disease like changes in vascular wall compliance and reactivity are likely to alter
these flows significantly, but this has not been evaluated in CHD. (3) CNS clearance of toxic solutes such as
AB, has been shown to be drastically reduced in several age-related and neurodegenerative disease models,
but has not also been studied in CHD , despite known dementia risk in CHD patients.. Glymphatic function has
been assessed in several highly relevant processes to small vessel disease including aging and diseases such
as microinfarction, stroke, Alzheimer's disease, migraine, and diabetes. Extrapolating from the current
literature, these finding suggest that CHD patients may exhibit the effects of altered PVS structure and

function, arterial pulsatility, and clearance on glymphatic function.

Another major finding of our study is that CSF volumetric disturbances in adolescent CHD are
associated with microstructural paralimbic (cingulum white matter tract) and subcortical paralimbic
abnormalities (basal ganglia, hippocampus and cerebellum) in predicting cognitive flexibility and inhibiting
executive dysfunction subdomains. Children with CHD are at a higher risk of developing brain dysmaturation, a
generalized term encompassing abnormal and delayed development of brain macro- and
microstructure®>®4%4 Brain dysmaturation can take the form of qualitatively assessed brain dysplasia as

k3,40

detailed in our previous work>"", and includes hypoplasia (reduced size) or dysplasia (malformation) of brain

structures. It can also manifest quantifiably as decreased volume in regional cortical and subcortical
structures®®*, decreased cortical thickness or reduced gyrification®****, and reduced white matter
microstructure or delayed myelination of white matter tracts'>***®. These brain dysmaturations are associated
with poor inhibitory control and executive function impairments in children and adolescents with CHD>*"°
Therefore, while examining the relationship between CSF and neurodevelopment, it is essential to consider the
contribution of brain dysmaturation to neurodevelopmental outcomes. Additionally, our previous studies in

neonates and infants with CHD revealed the concomitant presence of brain dysmaturation and increased

extra-axial CSF®, suggesting potential interrelationships between brain structural abnormalities and disturbed
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CSF properties. Normal CSF flow is believed to not only serve as nutrient distribution and waste removal®’, but
also plays an important role in neurogenesis®. Disruption to CSF circulation may lead to disturbance of normal
neurogenesis. Previously, we have investigated whether neonates with CHD have brain dysmaturation (brain
volume abnormalities, brain structure malformations, and decreased cortical thickness) of a developmental
etiology independent of surgical or hypoxic brain injury®. Our study found that CHD was associated with
olfactory bulb dysmorphometry (hypoplasia or absence), hippocampal abnormalities (dysplasia or hypoplasia),
corpus callosum dysplasia, and brain stem dysplasia — which are features of brain dysmaturation®. Conjointly,
we found that these study participants with CHD also exhibited increased extra-axial CSF volume (qualitatively
assessed)®. In a follow-up, albeit limited study, we showed that brain dysmaturation was associated with poor

neurodevelopmental outcomes®, which has been supported by other studies as well***?

When predicting FOM, there was a strong association between model accuracy and paralimbic
associated features. Prior work has shown fronto-limbic interactions, in particular amygdala-prefrontal
interactions, decrease in connectivity as cognitive load increases. It is possible that the feature importance
identified here could be reflective of this effect, where a dip in connectivity could be reflective of increased
cognitive load and poor importance. This effect was originally found in working memory but likely extends to
other cognitive domains. Additionally, we see a strong association between cerebellar and brainstem features
and predictive performance in working memory tasks. This is in accordance with our prior work in adolescents
with CHD showing compensatory upregulation of cerebellar pathways, and downregulation of thalamo-cortical

pathways. [during which working memory tasks].*’

Our finding of CSF volumetric disturbances, paralimbic abnormalities and right-handedness may also
be related to genetic-related ciliary dysfunction.>**® Despite the multitude of genes and the complexity of the
interplay in genetic variation that lead to inconsistent phenotypic expression of CHD, investigations into de
novo and rare inherited variants have revealed a higher burden of mutation in genes expressed in the heart or
involved in heart development — and significantly in ciliary and chromatin modifying genes®”*®. A recent large-
scale mouse mutagenesis study that screened for mutations causing CHD demonstrated an important role for
cilia in CHD pathogenesis®’. This phenotype-based screen recovered over 250 mutant mouse lines with a wide
spectrum of CHD, including mouse models for HLHS. These mouse models were invaluable in exposing the

ways in which defects in motile ciliary genes, through disruption in cell migration, might be linked to heart
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defects and CHD. Motile cilia are microscopic hairlike structures found on surfaces of certain types of cells
such as ependymal cells lining the epithelia surface of cerebral ventricles. Motile cilia beat in coordinated
rhythmic movements to direct the flow of CSF, at least microscopically, over the ependymal surface. This
movement of CSF flow is believed to contribute to nutrient distribution and waste removal®, as well as play an
important role in neurogenesis®’. In our prior investigation on brain dysmaturation in neonates with CHD, we
found that abnormal ciliary motion was significantly associated with increased extra-axial CSF volume, as well
as with olfactory bulb hypoplasia or absence, hippocampal dysplasia or hypoplasia, corpus callosum dysplasia,
and brain stem dysplasia — all features of brain dysmaturation®. This finding of link between brain
dysmaturation and abnormal ciliary motion in humans with CHD follows and supports similar well characterized
findings in CHD mouse model. The mouse model also demonstrated motile cilia’'s important role in CHD
pathogenesis®’. Along with our study, findings of brain abnormalities and intellectual disability in ciliopathies,
such as Bardet-Biedl syndrome®®, suggest that dysfunctional motile cilia may play a role in sequelae of brain

dysmaturation in patients with CHD.

Neurodevelopmental disabilities in CHD population have not been fully explained by the multitude of research
examining genetics, epigenetic, and clinical risk factors. The association between ciliary motion dysfunction,

CSF disruption, and neurodevelopmental disabilities in CHD have yet to be explored together.
Limitations

Using Gini coefficient for deriving feature importance has some limitations. When two features are highly
correlated, the Gini importance might be distributed unevenly among them, attributing higher importance to one
and neglecting the other, even though they might equally contribute to the predictive power. We mitigate this
by using FOM to identify broader feature categories contributing to classification accuracy. Additionally,
although Gini importance provides a global measure of feature importance, it doesn't necessarily offer
comprehensive insight into how a feature influences predictions across all possible values and contexts within
the model. Finally, random forests are inherently stochastic, making the absolute importance ranking of any
given feature prone to some random variation. This is mitigated by looking at a fixed set of top features (i.e. top
20 features) and validation feature importance with more rigorous statistical methods and feature selection.
While feature ontology mapping is a powerful tool for enhancing model interpretability and domain relevance, it

is essential to be mindful of some limitations and challenges. Ensuring that the ontology accurately represents
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all necessary domain knowledge remains a challenge for future work. It may not be feasible to capture all
relevant domain knowledge within the ontology, leading to potential knowledge gaps. Additionally, some
features have multiple functional associations, or unspecified functions. We attempted to map each feature to a
canonically and functionally useful primary association. Future work should attempt to assign weighted

importance in multi-association ontologies.
Future Directions

Future work can examine other features of CSF including flow. The flow of CSF can be characterized as bulk
flow and pulsatile flow, with the former describing the overall circulation and absorption of the CSF while the
latter describes the dynamic flow of CSF through the ventricles and cisterns driven by cardiopulmonary
circulatory processes®. The synchronicity of CSF flow to cardiac cycle means that any abnormal cardiac
function or injury in the cardiovascular system — common comorbidities of CHD® — that could disrupt cerebral
blood flow could also adversely affect CSF flow and ultimately CSF circulation. Thus, examining the pulsatile
CSF flow would be ideal to further elucidate the possible connections between the abnormal hemodynamics
endemic in CHD population and CSF flow characteristics. Future work can quantify CSF flow in vivo, using
phase contrast MRI (PCMRI), in children and adolescents with CHD. Other future work could focus on
mapping the glymphatic or microfluid system which can be assessed with diffusion MR, perfusion MR and MR

elastography.®
Conclusion

Here, we leverage a novel machine-learning data-driven technique to delineate interrelationships between
CSF ventricular volume, structural and microstructural alterations, clinical risk factors, and sub-domains of
executive dysfunction in adolescent CHD patients. We found that CSF structural properties (including
increased lateral ventricular volume and reduced choroid plexus volumes) in conjunction with proximate
cortical projection and paralimbic-related association white matter tracts that straddle the lateral ventricles and
distal paralimbic-related subcortical structures (basal ganglia, hippocampus, cerebellum) are predictive of two-
specific subdomains of executive dysfunction in CHD patients including cognitive flexibility and inhibition.
These findings in conjunction with combined RF models that incorporated clinical risk factors, highlighted
important clinical risk factors, including the presence of microbleeds, altered vessel volume, and delayed PDA

closure, suggesting that CSF-interstitial fluid clearance, vascular pulsatility, and glymphatic microfluid
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dynamics may be pathways that are impaired in congenital heart disease, providing mechanistic information

about the relationship between CSF and executive dysfunctions.
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Table 1A. Comparison of CHD vs. Control Subject Demogr aphics

. CHD Control Chi-Square/
Characteristics (n =57) (n = 86) T-Test p
Males, No. (%) 36 (63.16%) 40 (46.51%) 0.051
Ageat MRI Scan(s) 0.670
No. (%) 57 (100%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 13.94 (4.56) 13.63 (4.16)
range 6.20 - 25.43 6.11-21.80
median (Q1, Q3) 13.76 (10.68, 16.92) | 13.99 (10.50, 15.92)
Ageat NIH Toolbox Assessment 0.619
No. (%) 57 (100%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 14.12 (4.81) 13.76 (4.21)
range 6.20 - 25.43 6.11-21.80
median (Q1, Q3) 13.83 (10.94, 16.93) | 13.74 (11.05, 15.87)
Age at Neurodevelopmental Assessment 0.881
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 65 (75.58%)
mean (SD) 12.34 (3.07) 12.43 (2.81)
range 6.20 - 16.95 6.11-16.97
median (Q1, Q3) 11.89 (10.38, 14.83) | 12.73 (10.45, 14.78)
Did Not Complete Neurodevelopmental Assessment, No. (%) 18 (31.58%) 21 (24.42%)
Age at Socioeconomic Status Form Completion 0.434
No. (%) 51 (89.47%) 78 (90.70%)
mean (SD) 13.67 (4.21) 13.14 (3.48)
range 6.20 - 25.43 6.11 - 21.37
median (Q1, Q3) 13.78 (10.62, 16.13) | 13.13 (10.71, 15.28)
Did Not Complete Socioeconomic Status Form, No. (%) 6 (10.53%) 8 (9.30%)
Highest Maternal Education Provided 0.005
No. (%) 51 (89.47%) 78 (90.70%)
mean (SD) 1.71 (0.46) 1.83(0.47)
range 1.00 - 2.00 0.00-2.00
median (Q1, Q3) 2.00(1.00, 2.00) 2.00 (2.00, 2.00)
Highest Maternal Education Not Provided, No. (%) 6 (10.53%) 8 (9.30%)
Less Than High School Degree 0 (0.00%) 3 (3.49%)
11th Grade 0 (0.00%) 3 (3.49%)
HS Degree/Some College 15 (26.32%) 7 (8.14%)
HS Graduate, GED, or equivalent 3 (5.26%) 0 (0.00%)
College HS Graduate, GED, or equivalent; or Some 6 (10.53%) 0(0.00%)
Some College, No Degree 6 (10.53%) 7 (8.14%)
College Degree 36 (63.16%) 68 (79.07%)
College Degree 5 (8.77%) 7 (8.14%)
Trade, Technical, and/or Vocational Training 3 (5.26%) 2 (2.33%)
Associate Degree 10 (17.54%) 9 (10.47%)
Bachelor's Degree 7 (12.28%) 27 (31.40%)
Master's Degree 5(8.77%) 15 (17.44%)
Professional Degree 5 (8.77%) 2 (2.33%)
Doctorate Degree 1 (1.75%) 6 (6.98%)
COI Nationally-Normed Overall Score 0.911
No. (%) 57 (100%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 62.30 (26.32) 62.83 (28.61)
range 3.00 - 100.00 10.00 - 99.00
median (Q1, Q3) 64.00 (44.00, 86.00) | 64.00 (40.00, 94.25)
Did Not Complete COI, No. (%) 0 (0.00%) 0 (0.00%)
Very Low 3(5.26%) 10 (11.63%)
Low 9 (15.79%) 14 (16.28%)
Moderate 13 (22.81%) 14 (16.28%)
High 16 (28.07%) 20 (23.26%)
Very High 16 (28.07%) 28 (32.56%)

Notes. Maternal Education: 0 = Less than High School, 1 = High School Diploma/Some College, 2 = College Degree. HS = High School. COI =

Childhood Opportunity | ndex.
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Table 1B. Comparison of CHD vs. Control Executive Function Neur ocognitive Outcomes
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CHD

Control

median (Q1, Q3)

10.00 (8.00, 11.00)

11.00 (9.00, 12.00)

Neurodevelopmental Assessment Outcomes (n=57) (n = 86) T-Testp
NIH Toolbox Cognitive Battery Age at Completion, years 0.619
No. (%) 57 (100%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 14.12 (4.81) 13.76 (4.21)
range 6.20 - 25.43 6.11 - 21.80
median (Q1, Q3) 13.83(10.94, 16.93) | 13.74 (11.05, 15.87)
Dimensional Card Change Sort Test, age corrected standard 0.016
score
No. (%) 57 (100%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 95.57 (17.07) 102.19 (15.14)
range 66.49 - 148.00 71.00 - 145.00
median (Q1, Q3) 96.00 (82.00, 105.00) | 102.92 (91.74, 112.00)
List Sorting Working Memory Test, age corrected standard 0.137
score
No. (%) 56 (98.25%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 102.55 (14.34) 106.17 (13.98)
range 66.93 - 135.00 80.00 - 147.00
median (Q1, Q3) 101.90 (92.89,
111.42) 106.11 (97.89, 114.75)
Flanker Inhibitory Control & Attention Test, age corrected 0.082
standard score '
No. (%) 57 (100%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 96.23 (14.92) 100.49 (13.75)
range 66.00 - 128.00 67.00 - 138.00
median (Q1, Q3) 96.00 (84.00, 105.09) | 102.13 (89.83, 109.76)
NIH Toolbox Sensation Battery Age at Completion, years 0.658
No. (%) 56 (98.25%) 86 (100%)
mean (SD) 14.08 (4.51) 13.76 (3.97)
range 6.20 - 25.43 6.11-21.80
median (Q1, Q3) 13.82(10.87,16.93) | 13.74 (11.05, 15.87)
Odor Identification, age corrected standard score 0.937
No. (%) 56 (98.25%) 85 (98.84%)
mean (SD) 95.60 (13.46) 95.39 (16.32)
range 58.00 - 121.00 64.00 - 132.15
median (Q1, Q3) 94.50 (89.09, 104.84) | 93.00 (84.00, 107.00)
D-KEFS Age at Completion, years 0.657
No. (%) 35 (61.40%) 58 (67.44%)
mean (SD) 12.83 (2.74) 13.06 (2.23)
range 8.09 - 16.95 8.25-16.97
median (Q1, Q3) 13.05(10.99, 15.18) | 12.98 (11.51, 15.01)
Trail Making - Condition 4: Number-L etter Switching, scaled <0.001
score
No. (%) 32 (56.14%) 57 (66.28%)
mean (SD) 853 (2.72) 11.00 (2.24)
range 2.00- 15.00 4.00 - 15.00
median (Q1, Q3) 9.00 (7.00, 10.00) | 11.00 (10.00, 12.00)
Verbal Fluency - Condition 3: Category Switching - Correct 0111
Responses, scaled score ’
No. (%) 34 (59.65%) 58 (67.44%)
mean (SD) 10.03 (2.53) 11.02 (3.31)
range 5.00 - 17.00 3.00- 19.00
median (Q1, Q3) 10.00 (8.25, 11.75) | 11.00 (9.00, 14.00)
Verbal Fluency - Condition 3: Category Switching - Switching 0.501
Accuracy, scaled score )
No. (%) 34 (59.65%) 58 (67.44%)
mean (SD) 10.62 (2.39) 11.02 (3.25)
range 6.00 - 17.00 3.00- 19.00
median (Q1, Q3) 11.00 (9.00, 12.00) | 11.00 (9.00, 13.00)
Color Word Interference - Condition 3: I nhibition, scaled score 0.025
No. (%) 25 (43.86%) 55 (63.95%)
mean (SD) 9.04 (2.99) 10.58 (2.71)
range 3.00- 14.00 1.00- 15.00
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WISC-1V* Age at Completion, years 0.940
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 64 (74.42%)
mean (SD) 12.34 (3.07) 12.39 (2.81)
range 6.20 - 16.95 6.11-16.97
median (Q1, Q3) 11.89 (10.38, 14.83) | 12.70 (10.39, 14.67)
Digit Span, scaled score 0.026
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 64 (74.42%)
mean (SD) 9.23(2.77) 10.56 (2.96)
range 4.00 - 16.00 4.00 - 19.00
median (Q1, Q3) 10.00 (7.00, 11.00) | 11.00 (8.00, 12.00)
BRIEF-2 Parent Report Age at Completion, years 0.881
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 65 (75.58%)
mean (SD) 12.34 (3.07) 12.43 (2.81)
range 6.20 - 16.95 6.11 - 16.97
median (Q1, Q3) 11.89 (10.38, 14.83) | 12.73 (10.45, 14.78)
Shift, T-score 0.013
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 65 (75.58%)
mean (SD) 50.54 (12.79) 44.72 (7.71)
range 36.00 - 88.00 36.00 - 66.00
median (Q1, Q3) 47.00 (40.00, 57.50) | 41.00 (38.00, 50.00)
Working Memory, T-score 0.002
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 65 (75.58%)
mean (SD) 56.36 (13.83) 48.42 (9.67)
range 35.00 - 82.00 36.00 - 78.00
median (Q1, Q3) 56.00 (43.00, 67.00) | 45.00 (40.00, 53.00)
Inhibit, T-score 0.028
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 65 (75.58%)
mean (SD) 49.72 (9.50) 45.89 (6.04)
range 36.00 - 86.00 37.00 - 66.00
median (Q1, Q3) 48.00 (44.50, 53.00) | 44.00 (42.00, 48.00)
Planning & Organization, T-score <0.001
No. (%) 39 (68.42%) 65 (75.58%)
mean (SD) 54.82 (12.33) 46.92 (9.80)
range 33.00 - 84.00 33.00- 78.00
median (Q1, Q3) 53.00 (46.50, 62.00) | 43.00 (40.00, 50.00)
* = 2 subjects assessed with WISC-V. Abbreviations: D-KEFS = Delis-Kaplan Executive Function System. WISC-IV = Wechsler Intelligence Scale
for Children Fourth Edition. BRIEF-2 = Behavior Rating Inventory of Executive Function Second Edition.

Table2. RF Neuroimaging M odel Based Regressions

Executive  Neurocognitive Test  Assessment Random Within  CSF Featuresin oLs LASSO
Function Scores Forest Performance top 20 Regression Regression
Domain (M, SD) Regression  Threshold (rank)
RMSE
Train/ Test
R? p R? p Significant Features CHD  CHD
(p) Coefficient p
Working NIHTB-CB: List standard 543/ Yes - 035 0000 | 021 0.078 - -2559 0.343
Memory Sorting Working (M=100, 13.31
Memory SD=15) )
WISC-IV*: Digit Span scaled 131/ Yes - 038 0003 | 025 0.192 - 0.672  0.620
(M=10, SD=3) 2.69 ] )
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 526/ Yes - 030 0050 | 020 0476  CHD (0.039) 6.327  0.039
Report: Working  (M=50, SD=10) 9.33
Memory
Cognitive NIHTB-CB: standard 7.02/ No - 027 0005 @ 0.17 0.278 Left Superior -4900 0.116
Flexibility = Dimensiona Card (M=100, 17.96 Parietal Gyrus
Change Sort SD=15) (0.025) )
D-KEFSTMT: scaled 1.19/ No Left Choroid = 042 0.005 @ 0.20 0.690  CHD (0.028) -1.767 0.028
Condition 4 - Number- (M=10, SD=3) 3.45 Plexus (2)
L etter Switching
D-KEFS VFT: scaled 111/ Yes Left Inferior : 034 0046 : 022 0542 Cortex - Right 0.000  1.000
Condition 3 - Category (M=10, SD=3) 2.99 Lateral Hemisphere: Orbital
Switching Ventricle (1), part of theinferior
Left Lateral frontal gyrus
Ventricle®), : ¢ (©o0yy
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Right Inferior
Lateral
Ventricle (8),
Right Lateral
= Ventricle (11) | )
D-KEFSVFT: scaled 137/ Yes Right Inferior § 049 0.000 | 0.28 0.202 Cortex - Right -0.465 0.538
Condition 3- Correct (M =10, SD = 2.76 Lateral Hemisphere:
Responses 3) Ventricle (10) Planum polare of
the superior
temporal gyrus
y L (0.022) _
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 574/ No - 031 0034 018 0639 - 4392  0.075
Report: Shift (M=50, SD=10) 11.25
Inhibition NIHTB-CB: Flanker standard 599/ Yes - 026 0010 @ 019 0152 - -3.848 0.143
Attention & Inhibitory  (M=100, 13.84
Control SD=15) - )
D-KEFSCWIT: scaled 1.03/ No WholeBrain | 045 0009 : 0.17 0934 - -0591 0.510
Condition 3 - (M=10, SD=3) 321 CSF Volume
Inhibition (20 - )
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 252/ No - 037 0004 @ 0.17 0720 - 3225 0.092
Report: Inhibit (M=50, SD=10) 10.66
Planning & BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 438/ No - 044 0000 | 0.34 0015 CHD (0.011) 6.835 0.011
Problem  Report: Planning & (M=50, SD=10) 12.36
Solving Organization
Notes. * = 2 subjects assessed with WISC-V. Abbreviations: CWIT=Color Word Interference Test. M=Normed Mean. NIHTB-CB=NIH Toolbox Cognitive Battery.
NIHTB-SB=NIH Toolbox Sensation Battery. SD=Normed Standard Deviation. TMT=Trail Making Test. VFT=Verbal Fluency Test.
Table 3. RF Clinical Only & RF Combined Clinical and Neuroimaging M odel Based Regressions
Executive Neurocognitive Test Assessment Scores Random Within CSF Featuresin oLs LASSO
Function (M, SD) Forest Performance top 20 Regression Regression
Domain Regression  Threshold (rank)
RMSE
Train/ Test
R? p R? p Significant CHD CHD
Features Coefficient p
()
Social Determinants of Health, Clinical and Surgical Risk Factors
Working  NIHTB-CB: List standard 10.64/ No - 009 0915 0.05 0.997 - -3.223  0.400
Memory Sorting Working ~ (M=100 SD=15) 15.33
Memory )
WISC-IV*: Digit scaled 2.09/ Yes - 018 0618 0.05 0224 - -0.884 0.332
Span (M=10, SD=3) 2.58 )
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 480/ No - 031 0026 | 003 0291 COI Score 4335 0473
Report: Working  (M=50, SD=10) 10.90 (0.041)
Memory
Cognitive NIHTB-CB: standard 1281/ No - 024 0018 | 018 0.159 - 0.000  1.000
Flexibility Dimensional Card  (M=100 SD=15) 15.89
Change Sort .
D-KEFSTMT: scaled 171/ Yes - 042 0001 | 024 0222 CHD (0.000) -2.164  0.000
Condition 4 - (M=10, SD=3) 1.98
Number-Letter
Switching )
D-KEFSVFT: scaled 0.98/ No - 031 0044 | 013 0.883 - 0.000  1.000
Condition 3 - (M=10, SD=3) 317
Category Switching
D-KEFSVFT: scaled 1.04/ Yes - 038 0.008 | 016 0.835 - -0.695 0.384
Condition 3 - Correct  (M=10, SD=3) 2.90
Responses .
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 6.38/ No - 045 0.000 | 016 0.015 - 3.048 0.242
Report: Shift (M=50, SD=10) 10.35
Inhibition NIHTB-CB: Flanker standard 821/ Yes - 020 0072 | 017 0.238 - -0.298 0.948
Attention & (M=100 SD=15) 12.10
Inhibitory Control ]
D-KEFS CWIT: scaled 120/ Yes - 050 0.000| 028 0.193 - 0.000  1.000
Condition 3 - (M=10, SD=3) 1.69
Inhibition ]
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 3.06/ Yes - 051 0.000 | 043 0.000 Subjecthistory 0866 0.738
Report: Inhibit (M=50, SD=10) 9.43 of PDA (0.022)
Planning &  BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 542/ No - 040 0001 | 035 0.008 Subjecthistory 6529 0.177
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Problem  Report: Planning &  (M=50, SD=10) 10.79 of PDA (0.021)
Solving Organization
All Features
Working  NIHTB-CB: List standard 5.40/ Yes - 019 0150 011 0.801 - -1.694  0.550
Memory Sorting Working  (M=100 SD=15) 12.10
Memory ]
WISC-1V*: Digit scaled 1.39/ No - 025 0201 014 0.899 Cortex-Right -0.349 0.641
Span (M=10, SD=3) 3.82 Hemisphere:
Pericallosal
sulcus (0.026)
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 594/ No - 034 0014 019 0.604 CHD (0.032) 6.632  0.032
Report: Working ~ (M=50, SD=10) 11.47
Memory
Cognitive NIHTB-CB: standard 7.13/ No - 023 0040 014 0571 RightVesse -5.966 0.074
Flexibility ~Dimensional Card (M=100 SD=15) 16.95 Volume (0.023)
Change Sort )
D-KEFSTMT: scaled 110/ Yes - 047 0001 023 0524 CHD (0.034) -1.928 0.034
Condition 4 - (M=10, SD=3) 2.30
Number-Letter
Switching )
D-KEFS VFT: scaled 1.33/ Yes Left Lateral 021 0633 014 0.938 - 0.000  1.000
Condition 3 - (M=10, SD=3) 2.58 Ventricle (10),
Category Switching Third Ventricle
(15) .
D-KEFS VFT: scaled 121/ No Left Interior 038 0012 026 0.325 Cortex- Left -0.602  0.429
Condition 3- Correct (M=10, SD=3) 3.49 Lateral Ventricle Hemisphere:
Responses (2), Straight gyrus,
Right Lateral Gyrus rectus
Ventricle (19) (0.003) )
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 6.99/ No - 030 0.000 | 0.37 0.005 Subjecthistory 1.394  0.560
Report: Shift (M=50, SD=10) 10.94 of PDA (0.001)
Inhibition NIHTB-CB: Flanker standard 514/ Yes 4th Ventricle 022 0.047 | 015 0.410 - -4459  0.094
Attention & (M=100 SD=15) 14.89 Volume
Inhibitory Control )
D-KEFSCWIT: scaled 1.66/ Yes - 028 0339 | 0.07 0.990 - -1.043  0.263
Condition 3 - (M=10, SD=3) 231
Inhibition )
BRIEF-2 Parent T-score 292/ Yes - 027 0126 | 011 0.969 - 3451 0.109
Report: Inhibit (M=50, SD=10) 7.29
Planning&  BRIEF-2 Parent standard 4.33/ Yes - 039 0002 | 032 0.026 Cortex- Right 6.437  0.030
Problem  Report: Planning & (M=100 SD=15) 9.86 Hemisphere:
Solving Organization Transverse
frontopolar gyri
and sulci
(0.019),
CHD (0.030)

Notes. * = 2 subjects assessed with WISC-V. Abbreviations: COI Score=Childhood Opportunity Index nationally-normed overall score based on zip code/COI year.

CWIT=Color Word Interference Test. M=Normed Mean. NIHTB-CB=NIH Toolbox Cognitive Battery. NIHTB-SB=NIH Toolbox Sensation Battery. PDA=Patent Ductus
Arteriosus. SD=Normed Standard Deviation. TMT=Trail Making Test. VFT=Verbal Fluency Test.

Table4. CSF Volume Related M ediated Effects

Outcome  Mediator Effect Total Effect Direct Effect Mediated Effect
Effect (Cl: Lower, Upper) p Effect (CI: Lower, Upper) p Effect (Cl: Lower, Upper) p
NIHTB- Fourth Weight at MRI (grams) -0.006762 0.958 -0.000052 0.438 -0.006710 0.958
CB: Ventricle (-0.418534, 0.449423) (-0.000181, 0.000081) (-0.418546, 0.449454)
Flanker COlI Score -0.030023 0.858 -0.020142 0.638 -0.009881 0.986
Attention & (-0.478977, 0.336943) (-0.105127, 0.066016) (-0.489749, 0.329225)
Inhibitory Height at MRI (centimeters) 0.023614 0.920 0.019688 0.824 0.003926 0.988
Control (-0.422393, 0.493008) (-0.112312, 0.166341) (-0.436846, 0.430247)
Weight at birth (grams) -0.002269 0.960 0.000937 0.648 -0.003206 0.980
(-0.417920, 0.385511) (-0.003447, 0.005263) (-0.418606, 0.384749)
Post-conceptual age at birth 0.843149 0.138 0.744778 0.202 0.098371 0.692
(weeks) (-0.221515, 1.970000) (-0.394730, 1.859795) (-0.437291, 0.769684)
D-KEFS Left Inferior CHD cohort -0.380864 0.566 -0.245388 0.682 -0.135476 0514
VFT: Lateral (-1.686661, 0.905008) (-1.434924, 0.946768) (-0.603171, 0.298993)
Condition3 Ventricle MDQ Annual Income Estimate -0.043386 0.796 0.017543 0.900 -0.060929 0.678
- Category Coded (-0.459799, 0.364858) (-0.264681, 0.307318) (-0.380182, 0.207160)
Switching Handedness 0.208907 0.780 1.145508 0.174 -0.936601 0.002
(-1.551477, 1.717087) (-0.517746, 2.709293) (-1.865280, -0.238018)
Number of days on ECMO after 1.792254e-03 0.996 -1.120856e-12 0.000 1.792254e-03 0.996

heart transplant 1

(-2.680751e-01,

(-1.200817e-12, -1.040902¢e-

(-2.680751e-01,
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2.751909e-01) 12) 2.751909e-01)
Subject history of cardiac -0.685753 0.482 -0.447707 0.642 -0.238046 0.434
catheterization prior to cardiac | (-2.824055, 1.405739) (-2.476516, 1.586017) (-1.032594, 0.367492)
surgery
Left Lateral CHD cohort -0.410424 0.508 -0.364059 0.548 -0.046365 0.810
Ventricle (-1.660102, 0.852292) (-1.524374, 0.851598) (-0.515092, 0.358640)
MDQ Annual Income Estimate -0.038957 0.844 0.003631 0.944 -0.042588 0.752
Coded (-0.410290, 0.357207) (-0.293199, 0.273283) (-0.309910, 0.223769)
Handedness 0.259337 0.752 0.579670 0.452 -0.320333 0.196
(-1.367200, 1.919285) (-0.990846, 2.177115) (-0.985265, 0.122688)
Number of days on ECMO after -1.109568e-03 0.984 -1.792123e-11 0.000 -1.109568e-03 0.984
heart transplant 1 (-2.446899e-01, (-1.929688e-11, -1.659108e- (-2.446899e-01,
2.307349e-01) 11) 2.307349e-01)
Subject history of cardiac -0.635222 0.568 -0.573532 0.590 -0.061690 0.794
catheterization prior to cardiac | (-2.689408, 1.366682) (-2.574332, 1.337282) (-0.662977, 0.539678)
surgery
Right CHD cohort -0.396915 0.558 -0.366277 0.554 -0.030638 0.932
Inferior (-1.632055, 0.889799) (-1.519817, 0.829736) (-0.511852, 0.443293)
Lateral MDQ Annual Income Estimate -0.0433%4 0.790 -0.028241 0.828 -0.015154 0.940
Ventricle Coded (-0.467803, 0.361677) (-0.324283, 0.241377) (-0.324303, 0.275567)
Handedness 0.219621 0.756 0.644776 0.430 -0.425155 0.130
(-1.414867, 1.839462) (-0.921614, 2.218761) (-1.158730, 0.092854)
Number of days on ECMO after -0.002617 0.964 0.000000 0.000 -0.002617 0.964
heart transplant 1 (-0.267076, 0.281632) (0.000000, 0.000000) (-0.267076, 0.281632)
Subject history of cardiac -0.572272 0.576 -0.708496 0.472 0.136224 0.694
catheterization prior to cardiac : (-2.634059, 1.582015) (-2.686858, 1.325344) (-0.543187, 0.875045)
surgery
Right Lateral CHD cohort -0.466470 0.480 -0.360675 0.574 -0.105795 0.580
Ventricle (-1.806301, 0.775060) (-1.577958, 0.832312) (-0.547331, 0.263437)
MDQ Annual Income Estimate -0.042692 0.810 0.014676 0.928 -0.057368 0.624
Coded (-0.417691, 0.325716) (-0.307258, 0.309078) (-0.314283, 0.139172)
Handedness 0.228540 0.764 0.488837 0.564 -0.260297 0.258
(-1.427109, 2.064842) (-1.100543, 2.183295) (-0.837532, 0.155706)
Number of days on ECMO after 3.337912e-03 0.958 -1.530327e-11 0.000 3.337912e-03 0.958
heart transplant 1 (-2.140636e-01, (-1.635328e-11, -1.431193e- (-2.140636e-01,
2.231633e-01) | 11) | 2.231633e-01)
Subject history of cardiac -0.576423 0.586 -0.683708 0.476 0.107285 0.698
catheterization prior to cardiac | (-2.664443, 1.389169) (-2.708143, 1.191630) (-0.441634, 0.722985)
surgery
Cortex - CHD cohort -0.442431 0.532 -0.355730 0.582 -0.086701 0.710
Right (-1.661565, 0.897919) (-1.456383, 0.910247) (-0.611034, 0.431646)
Hemisphere: MDQ Annual Income Estimate -0.037726 0.848 -0.078778 0.604 0.041052 0.774
Orbital part Coded (-0.431376, 0.350581) (-0.376198, 0.203735) (-0.255739, 0.354579)
of the Handedness 0.231271 0.756 0.062920 0.958 0.168352 0.594
inferior (-1.423201, 1.803395) (-1.470388, 1.554793) (-0.412165, 0.888961)
frontal gyrus Number of days on ECMO after -0.000472 0.998 0.000000 0.000 -0.000472 0.998
heart transplant 1 (-0.313503, 0.301497) (0.000000, 0.000000) (-0.313503, 0.301497)
Subject history of cardiac -0.553838 0.598 -0.723282 0.484 0.169445 0.690
catheterization prior to cardiac | (-2.662799, 1.621304) (-2.647332, 1.359748) (-0.527931, 1.042433)
surgery
D-KEFS Right COlI Score 0.003663 0.978 0.008328 0.458 -0.004665 0.962
VFT: Inferior (-0.272976, 0.277436) (-0.012765, 0.029849) (-0.277561, 0.264790)
Condition3  Latera Weight at MRI (grams) 0.008219 0.950 -0.000038 0.046 0.008257 0.950
- Correct  Ventricle (-0.251538, 0.272001) (-0.000074, -0.000001) (-0.251476, 0.272021)
Responses Weight at birth (grams) -0.007794 0.934 -0.000540 0.260 -0.007254 0.936
(-0.298534, 0.252996) (-0.001570, 0.000436) (-0.297500, 0.254209)
Height at MRI (centimeters) -0.024647 0.844 -0.028228 0.160 0.003581 0.932
(-0.289389, 0.237619) (-0.065994, 0.010049) (-0.262112, 0.257291)
Post-conceptual age at birth -0.077440 0.724 -0.338536 0.014 0.261096 0.084
(weeks) (-0.502781, 0.336402) (-0.654487, -0.052370) (-0.038263, 0.688108)
Cortex - COlI Score 0.006708 0.974 0.001285 0.906 0.005422 0.978
Right (-0.285164, 0.298221) (-0.019159, 0.022120) (-0.289853, 0.301534)
Hemisphere: Weight at MRI (grams) -0.000288 0.976 -0.000035 0.064 -0.000253 0.976
Planum (-0.315904, 0.306895) (-0.000070, 0.000002) (-0.315874, 0.306931)
polare of the Weight at birth (grams) -0.001227 0.978 -0.000295 0.542 -0.000932 0.980
superior (-0.318159, 0.299589) (-0.001271, 0.000591) (-0.317792, 0.299910)
temporal Height at MRI (centimeters) -0.023735 0.884 -0.025757 0.196 0.002021 0.962
gyrus (-0.344694, 0.286938) (-0.064319, 0.012504) (-0.316746, 0.304458)
Post-conceptual age at birth -0.072838 0.744 -0.126614 0.346 0.053776 0.762
(weeks) (-0.509102, 0.353151) (-0.378980, 0.133416) (-0.287534, 0.412512)
Cortex - Left COlI Score 0.011627 0.932 0.002138 0.854 0.009489 0.944
Hemisphere: (-0.347452, 0.405283) (-0.017261, 0.023035) (-0.353438, 0.407452)
Straight Weight at MRI (grams) -0.007190 0.962 -0.000030 0.094 -0.007160 0.962
gyrus, Gyrus (-0.366547, 0.358690) (-0.000065, 0.000004) (-0.366507, 0.358777)
rectus Weight at birth (grams) -0.005068 0.962 0.000009 0.986 -0.005077 0.964
(-0.382023, 0.382465) (-0.000786, 0.000893) (-0.381759, 0.382685)
Height at MRI (centimeters) -0.014493 0.926 -0.009196 0.616 -0.005297 0.958
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Post-conceptual age at birth

(weeks)

(-0.364933, 0.364977)
-0.066222 0.75
(-0.539522, 0.397853)

(-0.048422, 0.027443)

-0.052860

(-0.293346, 0.189971)

0.704/

. (-0.358873, 0.372211)

-0.013361

0.922

| (-0.434285, 0.394404)

Notes. Abbreviations: COIl Score=Childhood Opportunity Index nationally-normed overall score based on zip code/COIl year. ECM O=extracorporeal membrane
oxygenation. MDQ=Maternal Demographic Questionnaire. NIHTB-CB=NIH Toolbox Cognitive Battery. VFT=Verbal Fluency Test. Handedness: pulled from NIHTB Grip
Strength and Grooved Pegboard Dexterity Test. MDQ Annual Income Estimate Coded: O=choose not to answer; 1=<$25,000; 2=$25,000-$34,999; 3=$35,000-$49,999;
4=$50,000-$74,999; 5=$75,000-$99,999; 6=$100,000-$149,999; 7=$150,000<.

Table5. Feature Importance based of Feature Ontology Mapping

E>_<ecutive _ Outcome Per\lf\cl;rtr?ller\]nce Absolute |mportance: Relative Importance: | Absolute Importance: | Relative Importance:
Function Domain Threshold Top 10 Features Top 10 Features Top 20 Features Top 20 Features
NIHTB Cognitive Battery: Paralimbic 0.50 Cerebellar 0.18 Paralimbic 0.35 BS 1.00
List Sorting Working Yes Cerebellar 0.20 Language 0.05 Cerebellar 0.20 Cerebellar 0.36
Memory Visual 0.10 Paralimbic 0.05 EF 0.10 Language | 0.11
Language 0.30 Relay 1.00 Visual 0.30 Relay 1.00
Working Memory WISC-IV: Digit Span No Visua 0.20 Language 0.16 Paralimbic 0.20 Language 0.21
Paralimbic 0.10 GM 0.10 Language 0.20 GM 0.20
Paralimbic 0.50 WM 0.25 Paralimbic 0.35 DGM 0.30
BRIEF-2 Parent Report: No DGM 0.20 DGM 0.20 DGM 0.15 WM 0.25
Working Memory - -
Language 0.10 Surgical 0.14 Visual 0.15 GM 0.20
NIHTB Cognitive Battery: EF 0.30 EF 0.14 EF 0.30 EF 0.29
Dimensional Card Change No Paralimbic 0.20 GM 0.10 Paralimbic 0.20 GM 0.20
Sort Visual 0.20 CSF 0.08 Visual 0.20 CSF 0.15
D-KEFS Trail Making Clinical 0.30 Surgical 0.14 Visual 0.20 Language 0.16
Test: Condition 4 - Yes Paralimbic 0.20 Language 0.05 Clinical 0.20 EF 0.14
Number-Letter Switching Visual 0.20 EF 0.05 | Paralimbic | 0.15 Surgical 0.14
Coani D-KEFS Verbal Fluency: Cerebellar 0.40 Cerebellar | 0.36 | Paralimbic | 0.25 DGM 0.40
q 2}%{‘&};:{3 Condition 3 - Correct No Pardimbic | 0.20 DGM 0.20 DGM 020 | Cerebdlar | 0.36
Responses DGM 0.20 CSF 0.08 Cerebdlar 0.20 CSF 0.23
D-KEFS Verbal Fluency: Yes Paralimbic 0.40 CSF 0.15 Paralimbic 0.30 Memory 0.50
Condition 3 - Category Visua 0.30 Visual 0.07 Visua 0.30 CSF 0.23
Switching CSF 0.20 EF 0.05 CSF 0.15 Visual 0.14
No Paralimbic 0.70 WM 0.25 Paralimbic 0.50 WM 0.50
BRIEF-2 ghalrfet”t Report: DGM 0.10 DGM 0.10 EF 0.15 EF 0.14
Clinical 0.10 Paralimbic 0.07 Clinical 0.10 Paralimbic | 0.10
NIHTB Cognitive Battery: Yes Visual 0.60 Visual 0.14 Visual 0.40 Cerebellar 0.27
Fl'ﬁﬂikti(ﬁ;tg”é'n?fof‘ Pardimbic | 0.10 GM 010 | Pardimbic | 020 | Visid | 0.8
Cerebellar 0.10 Cerebellar 0.09 Cerebellar 0.15 GM 0.10
nhibition D-KEFS Color Word Paralimbic 0.20 GM 0.10 | Paralimbic | 0.25 CSF 0.15
'mafaernﬁ'bif;:'“on 8- ves EF 0.20 DGM 010 | Clinicd | 020 EF 0.14
Clinical 0.20 EF 0.10 EF 0.15 Language 0.11
Paralimbic 0.60 Visua 0.07 Paralimbic 0.50 EF 0.14
BRIEF-2 Parent Report Yes Visua 030 | Padimbic | 006 | Visud 025 | Visa | 011
EF 0.10 EF 0.05 EF 0.15 Paralimbic 0.10
) Paralimbic 0.40 Cerebellar 0.09 Paralimbic 0.30 Cerebellar 0.18
Planning an_d BRI E_F—2 Parent R_epqrt: Yes : : : :
Problem Solving Planning & Organization Visual 0.30 Visual 0.07 Visual 0.25 Visual 011
EF 0.10 EF 0.05 EF 0.10 DGM 0.10

Test. VFT=Verbal Fluency Test. WM=white matter

Notes. Abbreviations: * = 2 subjects assessed with WISC-V. Abbreviations: BS=brainstem. CSF=cerebrospinal fluid. CWIT=Color Word Interference Test. DGM=deep
gray matter. EF=executive function. GM=gray matter. NIHTB-CB=NIH Toolbox Cognitive Battery. NIHTB-SB=NIH Toolbox Sensation Battery. TM T=Trail Making



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297055
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297055; this version posted October 17, 2023. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

FIGURES AND FIGURE LEGENDS:
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Figure 1A. Hyperparameter selection strategy for each outcome. A separate RFR model was trained for

each outcome measure for each dataset. Each independent dataset was partitioned into 80% for training and

20% for testing. We estimated the best parameters for the random forest algorithm via a randomized grid

search of parameters using 10-fold cross-validation on the training set only. The best parameters were then

used to fit the model on the full training set and validated on the test set. Algorithm performance was measured

using root-mean squared-error (RMSE).
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Figure 1B. Feature selection schema for mediation analysis. Model selection filtered in models that A)

passed the selection criteria for acceptable error margin (within 1 sd of normed test) and B) had important CSF

features in the imaging features only models. From these models, we selected the main effects as A) the top 5

features in the SDOH/Clinical/Surgical models and B) any additional features selected via LASSO regression

in the combined models. The mediator selection was A) CSF features in the top 20 imaging models and B) any

additional imaging derived feature selected via LASSO regression in either the imaging only or combined

models.
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Cognitive Flexibility: D-KEFS Trail Making — Number-Letter Switching

Train RMSE: 1.19
Test RMSE: 3.45
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Figure 2. Imaging Only Top 20 Feature Importance results for Cognitive Flexibility Domain assessed
using D-KEFS Trail Making — Number-Letter Switching Test. Left Choroid Plexus volume (rank 2) was the
important CSF feature in this model along with proximate projection and association white matter tracts that
straddle the left lateral ventricle, including the left cingulum (paralimbic cortical association -radial diffusivity),
the left cortical spinal tract (primary motor projection- fractional anisotropy), the left superior longitudinal
fasciculus- (cortical association-fractional anisotropy) and the left arcuate fasciculus (cortical association fibers-
fractional anisotropy) , selected cortical grey matter structures, and more distal contralateral subcortical

structures (right thalamus, right cerebellum and right hippocampus).
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Cognitive Flexibility: D-KEFS Verbal Fluency — Category Switching Train RMSE: 1.41

‘ Test RMSE: 2.99
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Figure 3. Imaging Only Top 20 Feature Importance results for Cognitive Flexibility Domain assessed
using D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Category Switching Test. Left Inferior Lateral Ventricle (rank 1), Left Lateral
Ventricle (rank 3), Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle (rank 8), and Right Lateral Ventricle (rank 11) were the
important CSF feature in this model . The proximate projection and association white matter tracts that straddle
the left lateral ventricle, including the bilateral cingulum (paralimbic cortical association -radial diffusivity), the
bilateral cortical spinal tract (primary motor-axial diffusivity), the bilateral superior longitudinal fasiculus (cortical
association- radial diffusivity) and bilateral frontal occipital longitudinal fasciculus- (cortical association-
fractional anisotropy) and the bilateral arcuate fasciculus (cortical association fibers-fractional anisotropy) ,

selected cortical grey matter structures, and subcortical structures (basal ganglia — caudate and pallidum).
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Cognitive Flexibility: D-KEFS Verbal Fluency — Correct Responses
Train RMSE: 1.37

CSF/ Test RMSE: 2.76
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Figure 4. Imaging Only Top 20 Feature Importance results for Cognitive Flexibility Domain assessed
using D-KEFS Verbal Fluency Category Correct Responses Test. Right Inferior Lateral Ventricle (rank 10)
was the important CSF feature in this model. The proximate association white matter tracts that straddle the
right lateral ventricle, including the right cingulum (paralimbic cortical association -radial diffusivity), the right
fronto-occipital fasciculus- (cortical association-axial diffusivity) and the right uncinate fasciculus (cortical

associationaxial diffusivity) Additional important imaging features include microbleed volume.
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Inhibition: D-KEFS Color Word Interference
Train RMSE: 1.03

Test RMISE: 3.21
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Figure 5. Imaging Only Top 20 Feature Importance results for Inhibition Domain assessed using D-
KEFS Color Word Interference Test. Whole brain CSF volume (rank 20) was the important CSF feature in
this model. Additional important imaging features that straddle the ventricular system include multiple
proximate cortical projections (bilateral cortical association fibers) and cortical association fibers (cingulum,
superior longitudinal fasciculus, arcuate fasciculus, uncinate fasciculus) , subcortical structures (right caudate),

and microbleed volumes.
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