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Integrating clinical knowledge into Al remains challenging despite numerous medical guidelines
and vocabularies. Medical codes, central to healthcare systems, often reflect operational patterns
shaped by geographic factors, national policies, insurance frameworks, and physician practices
rather than the precise representation of clinical knowledge. This disconnect hampers Al in rep-
resenting clinical relationships, raising concerns about bias, transparency, and generalizability.
Here, we developed a resource of 67,124 clinical vocabulary embeddings derived from a clinical
knowledge graph tailored to electronic health record vocabularies, spanning over 1.3 million
edges. Using graph transformer neural networks, we generated clinical vocabulary embeddings
that provide a new representation of clinical knowledge by unifying seven medical vocabularies.
These embeddings were validated through a phenotype risk score analysis involving 4.57 million
patients from Clalit Healthcare Services, effectively stratifying individuals based on survival out-
comes. Inter-institutional panels of clinicians evaluated the embeddings for alignment with clini-
cal knowledge across 90 diseases and 3,000 clinical codes, confirming their robustness and trans-
ferability. This resource addresses gaps in integrating clinical vocabularies into AI models and
training datasets, paving the way for knowledge-grounded population and patient-level models.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.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

Medicine is built on centuries of knowledge and the pursuit of individualized patient care
through meticulous reasoning and evidence-based practice!. Over time, numerous medical vo-
cabularies and ontologies have been developed to represent clinical information, fostering in-
teroperability and global data exchange?*. However, while these standardized coding systems
provide a consistent framework for representing clinical knowledge, they remain fragmented,
with each vocabulary optimized for specific purposes. This lack of unification across vocabular-
ies poses challenges for their integration into artificial intelligence (AI) models and training da-

tasets, creating a gap in the effective use of clinical knowledge for precision medicine.

The increasing adoption of electronic health records (EHRs) and data standardization has driven
medicine toward data-driven approaches®®, with more than half of healthcare foundation Al
models now relying exclusively on structured clinical codes, such as billing data and medication
records’. These models generate predictions by identifying statistical patterns and latent repre-
sentations of patients and patient populations from EHR datasets. However, this process assumes
that datasets contain the requisite information to represent clinical concepts and that inferred as-
sociations align with clinical knowledge. This assumption poses challenges when models capture
patterns unique to specific healthcare settings rather than generalizable insights®!!. This issue is
pronounced in prediction models trained on clinical codes from structured EHR data, where high
variability across institutions can limit model generalizability!>~!°. Clinical codes are often opti-
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mized for operational needs'¢, encoding patterns shaped by geographic factors!’-!°, national poli-

24-26 27-29

cies?*23, health insurance®*2%, physician practices?’°, and other factors that affect healthcare
delivery®*34. EHR-based models, as a result, often fail to capture generalizable definitions and
dependencies among clinical codes, which are critical for effectively leveraging clinical

knowledge® .

The lack of alignment between EHR-based prediction models and clinical knowledge also intro-
duces concerns about model bias and transparency*’. Although large language models (LLMs)
offer implicit access to clinical knowledge embedded within their training data, unvetted datasets
from biological data repositories and scientific articles used to train LLMs can increase the risk

of bias and mistakes in generated outputs*'~#. Additionally, LLMs struggle to effectively
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represent clinical codes*+6

, especially rare or highly specific codes, resulting in inaccuracies,
over-generalizations, or hallucinations during inference*’. This can be concerning given that a
large portion of medical codes are highly specific and may not be used in everyday clinical prac-
tice where, for example, fewer than 5% of SNOMED CT codes account for 95% of usage in
healthcare institutions*®, creating a mismatch between what is modeled and what is clinically rel-

evant.

There is a gap in Al in integrating clinical knowledge and leveraging clinical expertise to pro-
duce more reliable and accurate predictions*°, Clinical researchers have distilled scientific evi-
dence into precise recommendations, resulting in over 3,700 guidelines published across 39

3134 Despite the critical importance of these guidelines, most Al models lack mecha-

countries
nisms to effectively and systematically integrate clinical knowledge. Instead, they rely on statisti-
cal associations derived exclusively from patient datasets or large text corpora, which struggle to
capture the relationships encoded in structured EHR data. Bridging this gap requires consistent,
machine-readable knowledge representations that map connections between clinical codes in
EHRs and the broader clinical knowledge they reflect. While data types, such as text and images,

55-60

can be transformed into high-dimensional embeddings to support Al models>>~°", there is no

equivalent resource for representing clinical knowledge tied to structured medical data.

To address this need, we develop a resource that constructs embeddings for 67,124 medical
codes, defining a unifying latent space of clinical knowledge. Using state-of-the-art relational
graph transformers and a clinical knowledge graph, we create a cohesive, machine-readable map
that captures relationships among seven clinical vocabularies, including laboratory tests, diagno-
sis codes, and medications, without requiring manual curation. By integrating verified
knowledge bases and medical ontologies into a knowledge graph of standardized EHR codes,

this resource reduces the risk of propagating inaccuracies while promoting transparency.

Our resource provides a hypothesis-free approach to generating clinically insightful representa-
tions of medical codes. It offers three main applications: (1) integrating clinical knowledge into
precision medicine patient models, (2) enabling generalizable models of populations and patient
subtypes that can be safely exchanged across institutions, and (3) providing insights into the or-

ganization of clinical knowledge. The latent space of medical codes reveals patterns consistent
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with human anatomy and disease presentations, capturing symptomatic and clinical presentations
of diseases that can be decomposed into symptom-level embeddings. We demonstrate the predic-
tive utility of these embeddings through a large-scale phenotype risk score analysis for three
chronic diseases across 4.57 million patients from Clalit Healthcare Services. An expert clinical
evaluation across 90 diseases and 3,000 clinical codes conducted with clinician panels in the
United States and Israel validates the alignment of these embeddings with established medical
knowledge. Our findings establish unified medical code embeddings as a foundational resource
for advancing Al-driven healthcare. Unified clinical vocabulary embeddings can facilitate col-
laborative, scalable efforts in clinical Al and deepen our understanding of disease mechanisms,

laboratory tests, diagnosis codes, medications, and their underlying dependencies.
Results
Overview of Approach

We develop a map of clinical embeddings using a clinical knowledge graph (KG) specifically
constructed for clinical vocabularies used in EHRs. We encode structural and relational infor-
mation about each clinical concept from the KG in embeddings using state-of-the-art graph
transformer neural networks. The construction of this resource can be broken down into three
stages: (1) Integrating standard clinical vocabularies and existing databases into a unified
knowledge graph (PheKG); (ii) Using a graph transformer neural network to model relationships
between clinical codes; (iii) Learning joint representations of clinical codes through self-super-

vised learning and noise-contrastive estimation.
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Figure 1: Overview of approach. (A) Illustrated is a local neighborhood of PheKG clinical knowledge graph. Each
clinical concept is represented as a node, and the color denotes the node type (clinical vocabulary). (B) Workflow
for generating clinical knowledge embeddings: building the clinical knowledge graph, constructing a graph trans-

former model, and generating embeddings through self-supervised learning. (C) Use cases of unified clinical vocab-

ulary embeddings.

Knowledge graphs offer an intuitive approach for structuring biomedical knowledge due to their
inherent capability to organize data across hierarchies and accurately capture intricate relation-
ships. Although many biomedical KGs have been constructed, most do not explicitly incorporate
standard clinical vocabularies. Instead, they focus on biological processes®' =3, such as genes and
pathways, therapeutics®>%+%°, genetic phenotypes®®-®°, or a combination thereof’®-72. Further-
more, KGs that incorporate clinical vocabularies are often restricted to ICD (diagnosis codes) or
rely on medical terminologies like HPO” and MONDO, which are not standard in most

EHRs”>-"7, KGs can also be constructed directly from patient data’®°, However, this method is
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highly sensitive to the selection of the patient population and risks capturing health patterns spe-

cific to the chosen group, limiting the generalizability of the resulting knowledge graph.

To maximize the portability of PheKG, we construct the clinical knowledge graph using medical
vocabulary without incorporating any patient information. We start from PheMap, a knowledge
base of clinical concepts based on the natural language processing of biomedical literature®!. For
a given phecode (an aggregated version of diagnostic codes®?), PheMap provides the pairwise
importance score between a given phecode and clinical codes from standardized medical vocabu-
laries, including ICD-9, SNOMED CT (Systematized Nomenclature of Medicine — Clinical
Terms), RxNorm, and LOINC codes, yielding an initial set of 78,801 codes and 727,939 pair-
wise-relationships. Next, we incorporate drug information from the Anatomical Therapeutic
Chemical Classification (ATC)®. The RxNorm® vocabulary is a terminology for medications
and includes information regarding dosage and ingredients, and the ATC system is organized ac-
cording to drug therapeutic and chemical properties. We use the Unified Medical Language Sys-
tem (UMLS) database to integrate this information into the knowledge base to identify the ATC
codes corresponding to each RxNorm code (Methods). The resulting knowledge base spans

seven standardized vocabularies, all EHR coding systems (Figure 1A).

To construct the knowledge graph, we designate each clinical code as a node and the node type
as the source vocabulary. Using the precomputed importance scores from PheMap, we create an
edge between a phecode and a clinical code whenever the pair is assigned a nonzero importance
score. To incorporate the hierarchical structure of the ontologies, we add edges between clinical
codes to reflect the parent-leaf node relationships. To reduce redundancies within the graph, we
merge SNOMED CT codes with their shared synonyms and LOINC part codes that share the
same part name (but have different part types) and then aggregate their edges (Methods). Some
codes in the knowledge graph (e.g., “bacterial infections”) are inherently broad and non-specific,
resulting in an exceptionally high number of connections in the KG. These high-degree nodes
can introduce noise and hinder representation learning models. We applied selective pruning to
nodes with a degree >1,000 to mitigate this issue. We remove edges connecting these nodes to
leaf-level ICD-9 codes (codes with two decimal places) while retaining connections to their par-

ent-level ICD-9 codes. This approach preserves the hierarchical structure of the graph while
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reducing redundancy and noise. The resulting knowledge graph, PheKG, comprises 67,124
nodes spanning seven node types and 1,315,610 edges (Supplementary Table S1 and Methods).

Using a heterogenous graph transformer®>, we learn a function that maps each node (clinical
code) in the KG to its low-dimensional representation (embedding) (Figure 1B). The KG deter-
mines how information is shared between nodes throughout the KG, while a multi-head attention
mechanism enhances the model’s ability to simultaneously up-weight and down-weight different
parts of the topological space®. The final model architecture utilizes four graph transformer lay-
ers comprised of over 34 million parameters. We implement a self-supervised approach by form-
ing the training objective as a supervised task where the labels are derived from the KG¥. We
train the model for edge prediction through self-supervised learning via contrastive edge mask-
ing®® (Methods). This approach generates versatile representations for each clinical code, ensur-
ing that codes proximal in the knowledge graph are likewise closely aligned in the latent space,

reflecting their semantic similarity.

The central output of our approach is a universal embedding space that captures relationships be-
tween clinical codes across diverse medical vocabularies, represented by 67,124 learned clinical
knowledge embeddings. We evaluate how well the latent space reflects human physiology, pat-
terns of disease presentation, and performance in patient prediction tasks (Figure 1C). By lever-
aging a heterogeneous knowledge graph model, this approach integrates various clinical ele-
ments, including laboratory tests, procedures, and medications. This integration enables compari-
sons and connections between codes from different medical vocabularies, analogous to how
health records chronicle a patient’s medical history through a diverse range of documented

healthcare interactions.
Clinical embeddings capture knowledge of human anatomy and clinical subspecialties

For the clinical knowledge embeddings to be helpful, they must recapitulate clinically meaning-
ful patterns consistent with human biology, disease presentations, and healthcare practices. A
patient’s medical record comprises many clinical vocabularies, with various types of codes de-
scribing their medical history. A key advantage of joint embedding space is its ability to directly
compare clinical codes across different vocabularies, bridging the gaps between disparate coding

systems. We first aimed to characterize the breadth and granularity of the clinical knowledge
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represented in the learned embeddings by visualizing the latent space (Figure 2A). Examining
the clusters of phecode embeddings, we find that phenotypes broadly group by organ type, mir-
roring the organization of clinical care (adjusted rand index (4R/): 0.27, adjusted mutual infor-
mation (AMI): 0.40, silhouette-score: 0.34, computed over ten disease classes). Although some
phenotypes deviate from these main clusters, many deviations reflect known distinctions within
clinical care. For example, most endocrine conditions cluster together (Fig 2A: orange cluster),
but some phenotypes cluster more closely to sense organ conditions (Fig 2A: green cluster).
However, this small set of endocrine phenotypes includes mainly eye-related conditions resulting

from complications from endocrine disorders, such as diabetic retinopathy and exophthalmos.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.03.24318322
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.03.24318322; this version posted December 10, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

A

Embedding space of phecodes Embedding space of ATC-4 codes

I GO1AA (Antibiotics)

Lump in breast
i +] D06AX (Topical use antibiotics)

Primary ovarian insufficiency
Infrequent menstration

gonaae GO3CA (Estrogens)
GO3DA (Progestogens)

. J Endocarditis

Ischemic heart disease
Heart failture

C10AA
_J (Fibrates)

C10AB

H (] H : A
H 2 | (Statins) A
: ° :
: 0%, e .
----- °e, © i
<
o ¢
Anxiety ° % NO3AA
M_ajm;j depressive ° (Antieleptics)
isorder
j cisorce! NO4AA Y
T --| Anomalies of pupillary function { (Anti- Park_'[‘??_’_‘} _________ 4 A Lk
-| Diabetic retinopathy H : . I NOGAB (SSRIs)
: Exophthalmos ~r T NOSAH (Diazepines)
%
S <
=1 ® Digestive ® Genitourinary Nervous § A Alimentary tract A Genitourinary Nervous system
® ietic ) i Respiratory A Blood A Hormons and insulins Respiratory
UMAP 1 ® Circulatory ® Musculoskeleton © Sense organs UMAP 1 A Cardi A N A Sense organs
® Dermatologic A Dermatological
B Embedding space of phcodes within the digestive system
Functional digestive disorders Biliary system Teeth and mouth disorders
159 Intestinal 15 1 15 q Pulpitis and necrosis
obstru C(\‘B" - Inflamatory bowel __— Cholestasis with acute cholecystitis of tooth pulp
disease
.#’\ e Cholestasis and Exostosis of jaw
Diverticulosis cholecystitis )
! ® chronic liver disease
101 . atic Ulceration of 10 A and cirrhos ) 10 A Arthralgia of temporo-
% |Ieyus intestine Cholesterolosis of Acute n:'clriSin's ont;\:;lcc:wor;‘lg mandibular joint (TMJ)
> Peritoneal gallbladder liver disease Cystsoforal  Loss of teeth
2 adhesions Celiac disease Other disorders of soft tissues
5 ] Irritable bowel gallbladder Abnormal serum Other diseases of
8 syndrome 5 4 _enzyme levels 5 1 salivary glands
~ - Obstructionof 4
% Diarrhea :l ’ bile duct / Stomatitis and g z »
= S it » X
5, Regional enteritis — .0.0. o Cholangitis al%s o Diseases of oral \ 'M%
& .,‘. O\ré:(‘\?scn&lm s S soft tissues ~— ')‘ e C
« '® @ Gingivaland — ® E\
Ulcc(a(w(‘ \ Cirrhosis ‘;mlno:tl periodontal disease \ Anomalies of
colitis mention of alcohol ; jaw size
D f hard Chronic
-5 Diverticulitis -5 tissues of teeth periodontitis
-3 0 3 6 9 12 15 18 -3 0 3 6 9 12 15 18 -3 0 3 6 9 12 15 18

Cc

UMAP 1 (Digestive)

UMAP 1 (Digestive)

Embedding space of procedure (CPT) and laboratory test (LOINC) codes

UMAP 1 (Digestive)

Systemic lupus erythematosus
®

*Lymphocytes
*Antinuclear antibodies o7 % %8 cells
Tumor necrosis factor ol Polymorphonuclear cells
Cytokines. i
............. Repair of hernia
o
@ 7
o ) P
* Renal biopsy 1 --9 ::thblznme .
& spholipi
CTscady L anub%dlesp
9
Sag
3
) o

*%

* Erym rocyte
sedimentation rate

* C-reactive protein S‘- ) Elevated mood
: Muscle hlopsy "‘5 &D’ ‘r Changes in appetite
< \” " T .
% @ Cosine similarity with Lupus
UMAP 1 -10 -05 00 05

W Drug screening

Graves’ disease

Assay of free thyroxine =-==12

Coritsol measurement

- «
Hemoglablnuc A
* Insulin level

Glucose level
-

*Doublevision %
| * Beta-blocking
| agents

UMAP 2

1.0

ok,
|ﬁFinerneedle aspiration > *

n Sorafenib

* Assay of thyroid-
stimulating hormone

* Thyroglobulin Ab

* lodine intake

B85

(.

H

M

4 * Diagnostic ultrasound E
“o.  Surgical procedures

Everolimus e :

) salmonella enerica _ !
Cholera vaccine
epatitis D

* Eye exam
Adrenal cortex e
Occular motility

Cosine similarity with Grave’s disease

0.0 0.5 1.0

Figure 2. Latent space captures biomedical knowledge consistent with known organ system biology and anat-

omy. (A) Scatter plots showing a reduced dimension of the embedding space of clinical codes. On the left, the latent

space of phecodes is shown, where each phecode is shaded by its corresponding organ system categorization. On

the right, the latent space of ATC-4 medication codes is shown, where each ATC-4 code is shaded according to the

corresponding ATC level 1 and encodes are shaded in gray. (B) Visualization of the embedding region of digestive

system phecodes. We highlight the following phenotype subcategories: functional digestive disorders — phecodes
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560-570 (left), biliary system — 570-580 (center), and teeth and mouth disorders - 520-530 (right). (C) Visualization
of embedding space overlaid with LOINC part-codes and CPT codes. Codes are shaded based on cosine similarity
with systematic lupus erythematosus (left) and Graves’ disease (right). The target disease embedding is denoted with
a black diamond. The black stars indicate a subset of the laboratory tests and procedures formally mentioned in each
disease’s diagnostic guidelines®*°. These are presented along with other codes in their proximity but are not men-

tioned directly in the guidelines.

Projecting the embeddings of ATC-4 codes into the same low-dimensional space of the diagnos-
tic codes, we observe a striking parallel between the organization of phecodes and ATC-4 codes.
Groups of ATC-4 codes loosely cluster according to ATC level 1 (ATC-1) classification, which
organizes drugs according to anatomical and pharmacological group®® (4RI: 0.16, AMT: 0.21, sil-
houette-score: 0.23, computed over ten drug classes). Broadly, codes clustered by ATC-1 are lo-
cated near phenotypes from the corresponding organ system (Figure 2A). For example, the ATC-
4 code NO6AB (selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors; SSRIs) is situated near the phenotypes
for anxiety disorder, major depressive disorder, and dysthymic disorder, which are consistent
with the drug indications of SSRIs’!. Again, we also find that deviations in the expected cluster
labeling according to the ATC-1 classification reflect known artifacts of the ATC coding system.
For example, the embeddings for ATC-4 codes GOIAA (antibiotics) and DO6AX (antibiotics for
topical use) are located nearby in the embedding space despite being in different ATC-1 catego-
ries. However, given that both classes of drugs have overlapping disease indications, their prox-

imity in the latent space is consistent with their known clinical usage.

To achieve maximum utility, the unified clinical vocabulary latent space must capture patterns at
broad anatomical levels while also identifying discernible relationships at clinical subspecialty
levels. To illustrate the granularity of clinical vocabulary embeddings, we perform a separate di-
mensionality reduction analysis using only phecodes of the digestive system (Figure 2B). We
find that conditions within the same subspecialty are significantly closer together compared with
all other conditions of the digestive system, where codes describing functional digestive disor-
ders (p-value=3.65x10"%; two-sided Mann-Whitney U test), biliary system (p-value=6.38x10"
44), and conditions of mouth and teeth (p-value=1.05x107%) are separated within the latent space.
Although these codes all fall under the practice of gastroenterology, the embeddings exhibit dis-
tinct clustering patterns that reflect their unique clinical presentations and organ systems. This

finding highlights the ability of the clinical knowledge embeddings to capture fine-grained

10
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distinctions within broader medical categories, offering insights that can enhance both clinical

knowledge and provide new insights.
Latent embedding space reflects patterns of disease presentation and diagnostic processes

Although we have exhibited how the embedding space captures broader clinical patterns, most
downstream translational tasks will also require granularity at the disease level. To assess how
patterns of a given disease are encoded throughout the latent space, we use Graves’ disease and
systemic lupus erythematosus as two case studies (Figure 2C). For each disease, we compute the
cosine similarity between the disease embedding and each clinical code within the embedding
space and visualize these patterns by projecting the computed cosine similarity onto the latent
space. Broadly, as embeddings move closer to the target disease embedding, the cosine similarity
increases where we observe regions of high cosine similarity with lupus and Graves’ disease em-

beddings, as shaded in red and orange.

Highlighting procedures and laboratory tests used in the diagnostic process of lupus®, we find
that many codes within this region are consistent with known lupus diagnostic guidelines, includ-
ing tests for anti-nuclear antibodies and lymphocytes and B-cells (Methods). For Graves’ dis-
ease, we observe a similar pattern where lab and procedure embeddings with a high cosine simi-
larity score are located near the disease embedding within the latent space. Many of these align
with the diagnostic guidelines for Graves’ disease, including the codes for an assay of thyroid
stimulating hormone, thyroglobulin antibody test, and fine needle aspiration biopsy®. This clus-
tering reflects how the unified embedding space captures the relationships between different
types of clinical codes, providing a cohesive framework for connecting diagnoses, procedures,

and tests across clinical subspecialties.

Furthermore, we observe distinct clusters showing high cosine similarity between clinical codes
and each disease despite being separate from the region surrounding the disease embedding. For
lupus, this region includes tests such as erythrocyte sedimentation rate and C-reactive protein,
both commonly used to assess systemic inflammation. Similarly, we identify a cluster of eye-re-
lated tests for Graves' disease, including codes for eye exams and ocular motility. This highlights

the embedding space's ability to capture nuanced patterns that extend beyond identifying codes
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associated with the same organ system, recapitulating patterns aligned with established disease

presentations.

Finally, to quantitatively assess the quality of the embedding space against known clinical
knowledge of specific diseases, we compare the similarity between diseases and symptoms based
on the guidelines described in the Phenotype Knowledgebase (PheKB), a database of clinically
validated EHR-based phenotyping algorithms®. Although different algorithms within PheKB use
various data types, such as clinical notes and structured EHR features, many utilize diagnostic
codes. We select three diseases—chronic kidney disease, anxiety, and breast cancer—and meas-
ure the mean cosine similarity between the embedding of a given disease (in the form of a phe-
code embedding) and the embeddings of ICD codes corresponding to those listed in PheKB. We
compare the mean similarity with a randomly selected set of ICD codes representing negative
controls. Across the three diseases, we find that the group of codes derived from PheKB demon-
strates significantly higher similarity than those from the control group (mean p-value: 6.15X10
>; two-sided Mann-Whitney U test), meaning that clinical codes related to each phenotype are
indeed located in proximity to one another in the embedding space (Supplementary Figure S1).
The clinical knowledge embeddings align with established medical ontologies and reflect real-

world diagnostic practices, offering versatility in examining different diseases.
Embedding arithmetic reveals the composition and divergence of disease manifestations

Clinical vocabularies have semantic properties that allow them to describe a wide range of clini-
cal scenarios. Our research demonstrates that clinical knowledge embeddings can achieve com-
parable descriptive power through embedding arithmetic. This technique allows embeddings to
be combined mathematically to form new meanings. For example, adding the embeddings for
diabetes and kidney disease might result in an embedding closely representing diabetic nephrop-
athy, effectively capturing the relationship between these conditions without explicitly defining it
in the original vocabulary. Such compositions of disease symptoms, in the form of clinical code
embeddings, produce embeddings that reside close to the target disease embedding within the la-
tent space. In another example, the similarity between the vector summation of common heart
disease symptoms (e.g., shortness of breath, chest pain) and the disease embedding of common

heart disease yields a cosine similarity score of 0.66 (Supplementary Table S3). These
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observations mirror the geometric properties of word embeddings in natural language pro-
cessing”. We refer to the aggregation of symptom embeddings in this manner as a disease symp-
tom embedding—denoting that the resulting vector is a composition of the symptoms of a given

disease (Figure 3A).

We assess this pattern by examining nine diseases with significant health implications across dif-
ferent clinical specialties. Five conditions are among the top non-communicable diseases with
the highest mortality rate identified by the World Health Organization®* (chronic obstructive pul-
monary disease (COPD), Alzheimer’s, heart disease, stroke, and lung cancer), and four are
among the most common autoimmune disorders in adult populations (Graves’ disease, multiple
sclerosis, lupus erythematosus, and Crohn’s disease)”. Based on the clinical descriptions for

each disease described by the Mayo Clinic?%1%

and the manual translation of symptom lists to
diagnosis codes, we aggregate all disease symptoms in the form of ICD-9 code embeddings

(Supplementary Table S2).

Computing the cosine similarity between the disease symptom embedding and the target disease
embedding across all nine diseases, we find that all pairs have positive similarity scores (mean-
cos-similarity: 0.77, SD: 0.13) (Supplementary Table S3). Moreover, conditions with overlap-
ping symptoms also exhibit high similarity scores. For instance, the phecode embedding for mul-
tiple sclerosis also has a high similarity score with the disease composition embedding for lupus
(cos-similarity=0.58), as both diseases share symptoms such as fatigue and muscle pain. We ob-
serve high levels of congruence between diseases affecting the same organ system, such as lung
cancer (target disease) and COPD (symptom embedding), which both affect the respiratory sys-
tem (cos-similarity=0.86). We also observe divergent patterns when the symptoms and target dis-
ease differ. For example, computing the cosine similarity between each disease embedding and
the symptom embedding for Crohn’s disease, we observe low similarity scores across all the
other conditions (mean-cos-similarity: -0.065, SD: 0.23). This may be because most symptoms

of Crohn’s disease affect the digestive tract, unlike most symptoms of the other eight diseases.

After observing this trend, we assess whether individual symptoms possess meaningful syntactic
and semantic patterns within the embedding space. As a proxy for the disease specificity of each

symptom, we order symptoms from highest to lowest frequency as measured within a sample of
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patients from Clalit Healthcare Services (CHS). Incrementally aggregating symptoms one by one
for each of the nine diseases reveals striking patterns. As we add less common symptoms in the
general patient population, the resulting pooled representation of symptoms gradually becomes
more similar to the target disease embedding (Supplementary Figures S2, S3). We evaluate the
robusticity of this effect by perturbing different elements of the embedding composition frame-
work. Even after varying the target disease and symptom, sampling related symptoms, and add-
ing randomly selected symptoms (as happens with patients), the symptom embedding still moves
towards target disease embeddings in the latent space (Supplementary Figure S4). This analysis
also illustrates that we can model meaningful patterns of diseases not explicitly provided in the

knowledge graph, emphasizing the versatility of clinical knowledge embeddings.

This process can help study diseases with similar symptoms by revealing subtle differences in
clinical presentations. This level of granularity can be observed when comparing various autoim-
mune diseases due to the presentation of overlapping symptoms. For Graves’ disease, we com-
pute the initial cosine similarity between the disease embedding for each of the four diseases and
the first symptom embedding, “palpitations”, (the Graves’ symptom found to be most prevalent
in the sampled patient population), but no disease has a cosine similarity score > 0.40 (Figure
3B). Given the relatively high prevalence of this symptom in the general patient population and
lack of disease specificity (freg=0.232), it is unsurprising that initial symptoms do not show a
high correlation with any of the immune conditions. However, as we add symptoms that are rela-
tively less common within the general population, such as ‘goiter’ (freq=0.029), the composition
of symptoms becomes increasingly similar to the representation of Graves’ disease, and the simi-

larity with the other three autoimmune conditions begins to diverge.

Analyzing the similarity scores of the disease embedding for Graves’ disease with individual
symptoms, most symptoms show lower similarity than when compared to the combined disease
symptom embedding, and even three symptoms show negative similarity scores (skin/integu-
mentary tissue symptoms, digestive symptoms, and fatigue) (Figure 3C). This analysis highlights
the importance of considering the combination of symptoms instead of viewing each inde-
pendently. These patterns mirror how individual symptoms may not provide sufficient infor-
mation to assess the probability of a specific condition, but as a patient accumulates more symp-

toms over time, the aggregation of these symptoms provides a meaningful tool that can
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potentially stratify patients according to disease risk. Finally, as the embeddings used in this
analysis are not based on patient-level data, the predictive insights derived from the aggregated

symptom embeddings can be generalized and reliably used across clinical settings.
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Figure 3: Embedding operations mirror symptomatic manifestations of clinical conditions. (A) Overview of
approach for constructing disease symptom embeddings. (B) Line plot showing the cosine similarity across four au-
toimmune diseases and the aggregation of Grave’s disease symptoms. Aggregated embeddings are computed by per-
forming a vector sum across the embeddings for each symptom. (C) Bar plot showing the cosine similarity between

Graves’ disease and each symptom without aggregation.

Unified vocabulary embeddings enable disease risk stratification and severity prediction

Many clinical Al models focus on patient outcome prediction, and we explore the predictive util-
ity of clinical knowledge embeddings in this context. Next, we investigate how these embed-
dings can be integrated into Al models for tasks such as predicting disease progression and dis-

ease risk. We compute a disease-specific risk score for various conditions and the relative
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disease risk for each patient. We only use information derived from the clinical knowledge em-
beddings to prevent the performance from being biased towards a specific patient-level training

101" we compute a phenotype risk score!??

dataset. Analogous to polygenic risk score frameworks
by scanning a patient’s EHR and aggregating the embeddings across conditions with the highest

similarity to the disease of interest (Methods).

We validated our approach using retrospective CHS data from EHR data from 4.57 million indi-

103

viduals'®>. We utilized patients listed in the CHS chronic registry, a registry maintained by CHS

104 "We chose to focus on three clinical

that monitors individuals with specific chronic conditions
conditions with the largest sample sizes within the chronic registry: chronic kidney disease
(CKD), chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), and prostate cancer (Supplementary Ta-
ble S4). For each condition, we constructed a 1:1 case-control cohort matched by age, sex, and
number of ICD-9 codes as a proxy for healthcare utilization (Supplementary Table S5, Supple-
mentary Figure S5). Using the 5 years of clinical history before disease diagnoses, we computed
a relative risk score for each condition and quantified patients’ disease risk according to their

percentile of the total score distribution.

For a target disease (here represented by a phecode embedding), we identify clinical code em-
beddings (features) most relevant to the disease by selecting all codes within a given radius in the
embedding space (Methods). Each patient’s score is computed as a weighted sum of these fea-
tures, and the weight is calculated as the cosine similarity between the feature embedding and
target disease embedding. If a patient does not have a given element in their record, the feature
weight is set to 0. In practice, the size of the radius (k-neighbors) can be selected by comparing a
validation patient dataset, similar to choosing the optimal performing p-value threshold in
PRS!%, This approach eliminates the need to pre-specify a list of features useful for diseases
with heterogeneous presentations and highly variable symptoms, such as many chronic condi-

tions.

Across all three conditions, we observe the separation of patients according to disease status, par-
ticularly at the extreme end of the risk distribution (Figure 4A-C). Within the group of individu-
als in the 90" percentile of the risk score distribution for CKD, there is a disease prevalence of

56.7%. For patients above the 98™ percentile, the disease prevalence increases to 64.6%. Top-
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identified clinical code embeddings are consistent with each disease's known comorbidities, lab
test results, and medication usage. For example, among the top features of chronic kidney dis-
ease is Diabetes mellitus, which is a well-documented risk factor for the disease, and Pro-
teinuria, which can be an early disease indicator. Among the top features for the prostate cancer
risk score are Dysuria and Urinary retention, which are both common symptoms of the condi-
tion. Although we assess the population-level correlation between disease prevalence and risk
score percentile, these results suggest opportunities to leverage clinical knowledge embeddings

for patient monitoring in a way that is independent of any training dataset.
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Figure 4: Clinical code embedding risk scores correlate with disease prevalence and severity. (A-C) In the top
row, we provide scatter plots showing the risk score percentiles of each disease versus the disease prevalence within
each bin. Dots are shaded according to disease prevalence. (D-F) The bottom shows a survival curve of cases that
match the most common sex and age at diagnosis for each disease cohort. Lines are shaded by score quartiles.
Standard error intervals are computed using 10,000 bootstrap samples. Columns are divided by diseases: chronic

kidney disease, COPD, and prostate cancer.

Given the marked stratification by disease status, we evaluate whether the computed risk scores
could provide disease subtyping information. Intuitively, suppose individuals acquire a greater
number of highly relevant clinical conditions. In that case, this trend may indicate a later disease

stage and increased mortality rates. To prevent confounding from disease-specific effects with
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age and sex, we restrict the assessment to individuals of the same sex and diagnosed at a similar
age (Methods). For each of the three conditions, we compute the mode age and sex and use this
as inclusion criteria for the survival analysis. Re-calibrating score percentiles based on the final
set of patients, we observe a striking stratification by 6-year survival rate (Figure 4D, E, F). For
CKD (age=69, sex=Male), individuals within the top quintile of this score distribution for CKD
had a relative 28% lower survival compared to those in the bottom quartile (top-quartile: 60.3%,
bottom-quartile: 84.1%). This trend is particularly remarkable considering the risk scores were
inferred without any institution-specific, disease-specific, or patient-level information during

training.
Clinical vocabulary embeddings capture medical knowledge consensus across institutions

For clinical knowledge embeddings to effectively incorporate external domain knowledge into
machine learning models, the learned representations must be consistent with the current scien-
tific consensus and reflective of the information used in regular healthcare practices. To assess
this, we perform a comprehensive human evaluation study comprising expert clinicians from Is-
rael and Boston, United States—each home to multiple leading academic and scientific research
centers. We asked the panel to evaluate disease-symptom relationships inferred from the learned
embedding space to quantify the alignment between information captured by the clinical
knowledge embeddings and the scientific consensus. The expert panel was instructed to consider
accuracy and relevance, where relationships must be accurate and relevant information likely

used in typical clinical practice.

We base the evaluation study on the relationships between disease phenotypes and selected
SNOMED CT codes identified within the embedding space. We specifically chose to focus on
SNOMED CT codes for evaluating clinical knowledge consensus, given their utility in
knowledge-driven clinical care and management resources such as clinical support decision sys-
tems and public health databases!%. Based on expert input from a subset of clinicians, we se-
lected 90 diseases, in the form of phecodes, that were identified as clinically relevant to the gen-
eral adult patient population. The final diseases include multiple chronic diseases, neoplasms,
and other common conditions (Supplementary Table S6). We selected the top 20 SNOMED CT

codes for each disease based on the cosine similarity score with the target phecode embedding
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and 20 randomly selected SNOMED CT codes (Figure 5A). To prevent biases due to specific or
uncommon symptoms, we match each top-selected SNOMED CT code with a random
SNOMED CT code with a similar node degree within the KG (Methods). This process prevents
diseases with prevalent symptoms from being matched with highly specific SNOMED CT codes,
which could overestimate performance. Codes already forming an edge with the disease node
within the knowledge graph were excluded from the analysis. The final evaluation dataset com-
prises 90 disease lists, each with 40 SNOMED CT codes. Clinicians were randomly assigned a

set of disease lists, and each was scored once.

To quantify the relevance of each code with a disease, clinicians were instructed to grade each
SNOMED CT code on a scale from -2 (unrelated) to 2 (very relevant) (Figure 5B). Across all
diseases, 58.9% of top selected SNOMED CT was graded as ‘very relevant’ or ‘relevant,” com-
pared to only 9.0% of the randomly selected codes, providing evidence that relevant SNOMED
CT codes are proximally located within the embedding space (Figure 5C). Performing a two-
sided t-test for each of the 90 diseases, the average p-value is 1.02 X 10, indicating a significant
difference in the score distributions of the groups even after adjusting for multiple tests. Alt-
hough the top SNOMED CT codes did not have a connection to the target disease in the clinical
KG dataset, the embedding space still captures relationships between clinical concepts. For ex-
ample, ‘major depression’ and ‘affective disorder’ are among the codes with the highest scores
for obsessive-compulsive disorder (OCD). Given the high comorbidity rate and overlap of symp-
toms between affective disorders and OCD, these conditions are represented as nearby clinical

107 This proximity reflects the clinical reality of their frequent co-

codes in the embedding space
occurrence and shared symptomatology. This analysis provides strong evidence of alignment be-
tween the disease patterns captured by clinical code embeddings and clinical knowledge. This
congruence demonstrates that these embeddings can accurately represent complex relationships

among disorders, potentially enhancing the understanding and prediction of comorbidities.

One advantage of unified clinical vocabulary embeddings is their ease of use across institutions.
By unifying seven distinct medical vocabularies, these embeddings provide a standardized repre-
sentation of clinical knowledge, bridging gaps between disparate coding systems. Importantly,
they are entirely free of patient-level information, ensuring no risk of compromising patient pri-

vacy. This design makes them highly portable and suitable for deployment in diverse healthcare
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settings. Moreover, the embeddings are generated to capture generalizable clinical knowledge
that aligns with universal medical practices, enabling consistent application across institutions
with varying healthcare infrastructures. To evaluate this, we compare the distributions of scores
graded by clinicians based in Israel, specifically CHS, and those graded by clinicians based in
Boston, specifically Boston Children’s Hospital, Harvard Medical School, and Massachusetts
General Hospital, collectively referred to as ‘Boston Medical Centers’ throughout this work.
Comparing the distributions of scored SNOMED CT codes from CHS and those from the Boston
Medical Centers, we find a remarkably high level of consistency (Figure 5D). For example, for
the top SNOMED CT codes, clinicians from CHS labeled 59.4% of codes as either ‘highly rele-
vant’ or ‘relevant’; this aligns with the score distribution from the Boston clinicians who labeled
58.4% of codes within these categories. The agreement in scoring distributions is striking, con-
sidering different healthcare systems and variations in medical training and clinical practices
across countries. By integrating knowledge from multiple vocabularies and reflecting shared
clinical standards, our unified clinical vocabulary embeddings offer a robust tool for facilitating
interoperability and fostering collaboration in research and clinical care without the constraints
of localized data dependencies. These features position embeddings as a powerful resource for

advancing clinical Al in a secure, scalable, and universally applicable manner.
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Figure 5: Human pilot evaluation of clinical vocabulary embeddings shows consensus with medical
knowledge across institutions. (A) An example of SNOMED CT codes ranked similarly to the phecode embedding
for generalized anxiety disorder. Clinicians provide a score from -2 (least) to +2 (most), denoting each code’s rele-
vance to the disease of interest. (B) Clinician score distributions comparing the top-ranked SNOMED CT codes and
a randomly selected set of codes across six diseases. (C) The distribution of clinician scores across 90 diseases. (D)
Comparison of score distributions stratified by clinician location. * ‘Boston Medical Centers’ collectively refers to

clinicians from Boston Children’s Hospital, Harvard Medical School, and Massachusetts General Hospital.

Discussion

This work presents a unified embedding resource composed of 67,124 clinical vocabulary em-
beddings, providing a unified map of clinical knowledge for machine learning integration. These
embeddings capture patterns between clinical codes consistent with human anatomy and clinical
healthcare organization. They capture semantic properties that mirror how clinical concepts can
be meaningfully combined and compared. We demonstrate that these clinical embeddings enable
patient-level predictions across diverse conditions—without requiring patient data during train-
ing. Evaluations of clinical embeddings by inter-institutional panels of clinicians from the United
States and Israel show that the clinical knowledge embeddings are consistent with the broader
scientific and clinical research. This resource provides a safe way to share clinical knowledge

and can support the development of more generalizable and transferable prediction models.

The importance of clinical expertise in developing Al models is widely recognized, and various
strategies to integrate specialized knowledge have been developed!®®-!1°. Previous approaches
rely on a single clinical ontology (often ICD-9 or ICD-10), but this overlooks the inherent heter-
ogeneous nature of EHRs!'!"!15, Furthermore, these frameworks often leverage shallow embed-
ding techniques, which only retain local neighborhood information and struggle to incorporate

7,116-121

heterogeneous data sources’ . Recent techniques allow for the inference of deep embed-

dings, which can capture higher-order relationships. However, these often require patient-level

training data and a pre-defined prediction task objective!?>-124

, making the resulting representa-
tions inherently dependent on the chosen patient dataset. In contrast, our approach leverages a
comprehensive clinical knowledge graph that integrates relationships across multiple clinical vo-
cabularies and a graph neural network architecture to produce highly contextualized embeddings.
These embeddings capture local and global structures within the graph, providing a nuanced rep-

resentation of clinical knowledge!%.
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Clinical code embeddings provide a principled mechanism for representing clinical knowledge in
Al models. By integrating a network of relationships across clinical codes, the embeddings pro-
vide knowledge-grounded representations of clinical data, which can serve as the basis for Al
foundation models. Foundation models are large-scale models pre-trained on vast amounts of un-
labeled data, which can then be adapted to tasks using smaller labeled datasets for subsequent
fine-tuning steps!26. The foundation model paradigm has been effective in natural language pro-
cessing and computer vision, partly due to the open sharing of these large pre-trained models,
such as GPT'?” and BERT!?%, Our resource could also be leveraged in conjunction with tech-
niques in retrieval-augmented generation (RAG)'? where the embeddings serve as a knowledge
library. By incorporating clinical knowledge embeddings, RAG systems can retrieve information

relevant to the user prompt and contextually aligned clinical vocabulary embeddings.

The clinical knowledge embeddings are a shareable pre-trained model that can be transferred
across institutions without risking patient information leakage. Unlike models pre-trained on in-
dividual-level patient records, where there is no guarantee that the model parameters will not in-

advertently retain or memorize private information!3%!3!

, our unified clinical code embeddings
can be securely exchanged between healthcare systems without risk of patient data exposure.
This approach could also reduce sensitivity to variations in patient-level data, allowing for more
consistent predictions across diverse patient populations. A cross-institutional analysis in Israel
and the United States indicates that these embeddings capture universal clinical patterns. By
providing a standardized, privacy-preserving representation of clinical knowledge, these embed-
dings can facilitate collaboration and model development across healthcare systems and geo-

graphical regions, potentially accelerating advances in medical Al

While this resource holds potential for advancing precision medicine, several limitations exist.
First, the current knowledge representations cannot capture varying levels of uncertainty. This is
especially relevant since clinical knowledge is compiled from numerous sources, and the fre-
quency of specific clinical observations can often vary. For instance, disease guidelines may list
multiple symptoms, but the frequency and prominence of these symptoms can vary widely across
individuals. Additionally, the quality of the embeddings is highly dependent on the underlying
knowledge graph. Inaccuracies, such as incorrectly defined edges, can introduce noise and distort

the flow of information through the graph. As clinical knowledge evolves, it is paramount that
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the knowledge graph is continually updated to reflect the current clinical consensus. Another
limitation is the absence of contextualizing information, such as age and sex, that can impact the
accuracy and relevance of clinical knowledge elements. For example, the clinical presentation of
a heart attack can vary significantly between males and females!'*2, but this delineation is not

considered in the construction of the current embeddings.

Clinical vocabulary embeddings represent common and chronic diseases and offer limited cover-
age of clinical concepts related to genetic disorders and Mendelian diseases. In future work, we
aim to address this gap by incorporating codes from phecodeX!¥(a more recent version that in-
cludes chromosomal anomalies) and knowledge bases specifically developed to document Men-
delian disorders, such as the Online Mendelian Inheritance in Man (OMIM)!** and Human Phe-
notype Ontology (HPO)"3. We also plan to integrate databases that capture biological mecha-
nisms, including those related to gene and protein processes, which could enhance the characteri-

zation of diseases with complex clinical presentations and poorly defined conditions.

This unified clinical vocabulary embedding resource transcends institutional boundaries by inte-
grating seven medical vocabularies into a cohesive, standardized representation. This unification
provides a robust foundation of clinical knowledge, eliminating the challenges posed by frag-
mented coding systems while safeguarding patient privacy. Designed to capture generalizable
clinical knowledge, these embeddings align with medical practices. Unlike datasets limited to
health state measurements, these embeddings incorporate a wealth of clinical knowledge, includ-
ing mechanistic rationales, clinical guidelines, and disease and treatment pathways. By embed-
ding this knowledge into Al, the resource can help make Al models evidence-based and clini-
cally grounded'*>. Ensuring that Al models reflect clinical knowledge and resources, such as uni-

fied clinical vocabulary embeddings, can enhance reliable cross-institutional use of Al.
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Methods
Construction of clinical knowledge graph
Standardized medical vocabularies

To provide maximum flexibility and utility of the clinical knowledge graph and subsequent em-
beddings, we derive all clinical concepts from standardized medical vocabularies: International
Classification of Diseases (ICD)!*¢, Anatomical Therapeutic Chemical (ATC) Classification®?,
RxNorm?®4, Systemized Nomenclature of Medicine — Clinical Terms (SNOMED CT)!%, Current
Procedural Terminology (CPT)!*’, Logical Observation Identifiers Names and Codes
(LOINC)'38, and phecodes!*. Here, we define a clinical code as an entry within a medical vocab-

ulary with a unique identifier.

We begin by integrating the clinical codes and relationships defined in the phecode ontology.
This database represents clinical phenotypes as phecodes, formed by aggregating groups of diag-
nostic codes (i.e., ICD codes) into clinical sub-groupings. In total, 13,707 ICD-9 codes are
mapped to 1,817 phecodes®? 140141 Specifically, phecodes were developed to facilitate the sec-
ondary use of EHRs for biomedical research rather than for patient monitoring or hospital admin-
istration. A phecode is a 3-digit parent code with additional digits following the decimal point.
Numbers after the decimal point reflect a hierarchical structure similar to the ICD code hierar-
chy. Under each leaf phecode is the set of corresponding ICD-9 codes where each phecode has
between 1 — 20+ associated ICD-9 codes. We treat all parent phecodes and subsequent children
phecodes (collectively referred to as ‘phecodes’ in this work) as individual clinical codes. Each
ICD-9 code is also treated as a separate code, and we define a relationship between two clinical
codes if they have a direct connection within the phecode hierarchy. This process provides an in-

itial set of 15,524 clinical codes and 20,783 pairwise relationships.

Next, we incorporate the clinical codes and relationships defined by the PheMap database, an ex-
isting knowledge base of biomedical knowledge that defines a set of relationships between the
codes and various clinical vocabularies®!. This database offers relationship pairs linking phe-
codes and clinical codes from other medical vocabularies, including RxNorm, CPT, LOINC, and

SNOMED CT. Relationships defined in PheMap were determined through text mining and
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natural language processing of open-source biomedical literature. These relationships can be in-
terpreted as a phenotype being “associated with” a given clinical concept. However, we treat
every relationship between clinical concepts as the same type regardless of the original database.
In PheMap, clinical codes from the LOINC vocabulary are encoded as LOINC part codes, stand-
ardized attribute values used to construct full LOINC codes that specify a given laboratory test.

Overall, this dataset yields a set of 78,801 codes and 727,939 pairwise relationships!2,

Finally, we utilize the Unified Medical Language System (UMLS) database to incorporate addi-
tional levels of information not provided in the previous databases, specifically information
about the ATC vocabulary. Using the UMLS database, we map each RxNorm code to a Concept
Unique Identifiers (CUI)!'* if the given RxNorm code is the preferred term listed for the CUL
For each CUI, we select all ATC-5 codes that fall under that particular CUI with the term type
‘IN’ (ingredient), meaning that the given CUI represents a concept that is an ingredient within
the specified ATC-5 class. For example, the ATC-5 code for the drug ‘prednisolone’ would be
obtained via: 8638 (RxNorm) to C0032950 (UMLS CUI) to S02BA03, DO7AAO03, ..., COSAA04
(ATC-5). The mapping between UMLS CUI and ATC-5 is not 1:1, so CUIs may map to multiple
ATC-5 codes. To establish relationships between each ATC-5 code and codes from other clinical
vocabularies, we first map each clinical code in the previous PheMap database to its correspond-
ing UMLS CUI code. Next, we create a pairwise relationship between an ATC-5 code and a phe-
code if the PheMap database shows a relationship between a clinical concept with the same CUI

code and that phecode.
Building a heterogenous knowledge graph

Leveraging the clinical codes and relationships drawn from existing biomedical knowledge bases
and vocabularies, as described above, we construct a knowledge graph!* (KG) to efficiently or-
ganize clinical knowledge in a format optimized for machine learning. First, we designate each
clinical code as an individual node and the corresponding node type as the terminology source.
Next, we draw an undirected edge between two clinical codes if they have a pairwise relationship
described above in the clinical vocabulary aggregation process. Multiple edges are drawn if two

nodes have a relationship defined multiple times (e.g., a relationship between a phecode and
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ICD-9 code derived from the phecode hierarchy and the PheMap knowledgebase). Note that all

edges are treated as the same edge type.

An advantage of knowledge graphs over traditional relational databases is that KGs enable the
representation of complex, multi-dimensional relationships. To accomplish this, we can incorpo-
rate additional semantic layers and hierarchies between clinical codes. First, we can leverage the
natural hierarchical structure of ATC codes to incorporate medication information at varying
granularities. We merge existing ATC-5 nodes according to their ATC-4 class to create a broader
representation of therapeutic information as represented by ATC-4 nodes. All edges from the ag-
gregated ATC-5 nodes are mapped to the new ATC-4 node during this process. Because the
RxNorm nodes already represent medication on a drug-level granularity, we remove the ATC-5

nodes and retain the ATC-4 and RxNorm nodes for representing medications.

Next, we consolidate nodes representing similar information to reduce redundancies within the
graph, enabling the sharing of neural network information and enhanced interpretability. This is
especially relevant for LOINC part codes, where different types of attributes will have different
codes even if the entity of interest is the same. For example, ‘LP7501-2" and ‘LP200001-8’ have
the description ‘Prostate’, but the first is a system LOINC part code, and the latter is a radiology
LOINC part code. We also merge sets of SNOMED CT codes that have a shared synonym. Fi-
nally, CPT codes with the same description are also merged. This occurs when procedures have
the same description but different identifiers due to slight variations in the procedure. Altogether,
we merge 2,507 clinical concepts. Edges from the previous individual nodes are all aggregated

into the newly merged node.

We filter nodes with a very high degree (number of directly connected neighbors), as high-de-

gree nodes can lead to the overrepresentation of certain information in the resulting embeddings.
Additionally, nodes with an extremely high degree present computational challenges, especially
when utilized in the context of graph neural networks. We threshold nodes based on a degree of
1,000, which identifies 64 clinical codes. The majority of these are phecodes representing infec-
tious diseases (‘Tuberculosis’, ‘Meningitis’) and symptoms (‘Cough’, ‘Pain in joint”), and broad
disease classifications (‘Cerebrovascular disease’, ‘Other conditions of brain’). The high node

degree for infectious diseases is primarily due to the detailed ICD-9 relationships describing
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disease strain and location of infection. We remove edges between the phecode and ICD-9 node
for each high-degree node if the ICD-9 code contains >1 place after the decimal point (e.g.,
005.81). This allows us to maintain broad levels of information in a node’s neighborhood while
discarding overly detailed information. The final graph comprises 67,124 nodes across seven
node types and 1,315,610 edges, and the distribution of node types can be found in Supplemen-
tary Table S1.

Heterogenous graph transformer
Graph notation

A heterogeneous graph, G = (V, £), is defined by a set of nodes V and edges £. We define a
mapping function f,: V — TYwhere each node v € V has an assigned node type f,,(v) € T".
Here, the node types represent different clinical vocabularies. For a given graph, G, we denote

the graph neural network, H, as a function that maps a vector of features for a node u, written

as x,, € R%, to a vector of real numbers representing the latent space:
Hgi Xy = 2y

Here, d is the dimension of the input vector. This resulting mapped vector (also called an embed-
ding) is denoted by z € R%. For convenience of notation, we assume that the input and output
dimensions are equal. We provide a table with relevant notation and indicate whether they are an

inferred parameter within the model.
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Variable | Description Dimension Trainable
/)

G Graph - -

14 Set of vertices or nodes - -

& Set of edges - -

Jv Space of node types - -

d Input dimension R! -

L Number of layers R? -

H Graph neural network function R4 - R4 Y

Xy Feature vector of node u R? -

z Embedding vector of node u R4 Y

N(u) Neighborhood of node u - -

m, Message feature of node u R4 Y

h® Embedding of node u at the /" layer R4 Y

ATT(s,t) | Attention vector for node u R4 Y

h Number of heads R! -

o Wi | Weight matrices NG x2 Y

head(s,t)! | Attention head vector for source node u and d/h Y

target node v

E, wi Weight matrices for attention computation R Y

w, Weigh matrix for attention computation ]R%X% Y

K. Q: Query and key vectors R%q Y

AOB Hadamard product between A and B - -

(4 Element-wise summation - -

| ) Row-level concatenation of the set vectors - -
n

f(u,v) Similarity scoring function - Y

II-1i L2-norm R! -

vt Node forming a positive edge with u - -

v Node that does not form an edge with u - -

[ Graph with masked edges - -

Table 1: Summary of notation. We provide a summary of the variables used in deriving the graph transformer net-
work model, the dimension of each variable, and whether it is a learned or fixed parameter. Rows are sorted accord-

ing to the order in which each variable is introduced.
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Overview

We model the architecture of our graph neural network (GNN) after the heterogeneous graph
transformer (HGT)?. In this work, we briefly describe the key model steps. The complete deri-

vation of HGT is detailed in previous work®’.

Learning H; involves aggregating information across the graph structure defined by §. For a
target node t, we define its neighborhood, IV (t), as the set of nodes with a direct connection or
edge with ¢. Information is propagated through the graph by gathering information from the

neighborhood of t, which is aggregated into a message feature m,. The embedding of 7 can be
updated with the resulting message feature, hs = UPD(mgl), h,(f )) where hg”l)is the embed-
ding of node t at the /+/ layer and UPD(") refers to an update function that integrates messages
with the current node embedding. Note that the input of the /+/ layer is the output of the previ-

ous layer, and by stacking L layers h,(:'), we represent the final HGT as a composition of these

functions across all layers:
He(x) = (AP o Ao o A (xy).

The input of the model is the set of node features, x, € R? for all nodes in G which is then used

to initialize the 0" layer embedding of each node hgo). In practice, each of the node features is
initialized using Xavier noise. The embedding represents the relational information learned from

the knowledge graph without additional information from the node features.
Mutual attention

The HGT utilizes the idea of multi-head attention, which is a key feature of the traditional trans-
former architecture®®. Multi-head attention utilizes multiple attention mechanisms, or heads, in
parallel to tend to different parts of the input, where each head has its own set of learnable
weights (parameters). Updating a node’s embedding involves aggregating messages across all h
heads and weighting each message by its attention score. This mechanism essentially up- and

down-weights messages based on their importance so that only necessary information is
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propagated to the target node. Although the original HGT architecture allows the modeling of
different relation types within heterogeneous graphs, we treat all nodes and edges as a single type

during inference to maximize information sharing across the knowledge graph.

For a target node t, a single attention head is a series of linear projections of the embedding from
the previous layer, normalized by the embedding dimension. Here, a linear projection for an in-
put x € R%, is defined as an affine linear transformation, y = WTx + b where b is a bias term
and W is a learnable weight matrix. For convenience, we drop the bias term in the following der-
ivations, but in practice, the parameter corresponding to the bias term is absorbed into the esti-

mation of W.

The series of linear projections mirror the standard query, key, and value vectors used in the
standard transformer architecture. The attention score vector corresponding to the edge between
source node s and target node 7, represented as ATT(s, t), is computed as the concatenation of

each head’s output:
i — (wi) pd-D
Ki=(Wy) hy ",

Q= (wp) ™,

| =

HEAD(s, t)! = (W%’,)TKi O (@) -

)

Q

ATT(s,t) = || HEAD(s, t) .

i€[0,h]

Here, the operator “4 (O B ” represents the elementwise or Hadamard product between A and B,
and the operator “ || n(xi)” represents the row-level concatenation of the given set of vectors

{xt,..., x"}.

. . d
The input vector is hgl_l) € R%1, and the learnable weight matrices are Wi, Wi € R%*%, and

d_d
W, € Rn*% where % is the input dimension divided by the number of heads. For these weight

matrices, the subscripts refer to the query, key, and value elements in the transformer. The
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. . d . .
resulting query and key vectors follow as K, Q} € Rr**. The resulting attention vectors from

) d
each head and final multi-head attention vector are HEAD(s, t)! € Rn*" and ATT(s,t) €
R4*1, And to ensure the attention scores for the target node # sum to 1, a Softmax(-) is applied

across all neighbors of ¢.
Message passing

For target node ¢, we first compute the message vectors across all heads for each neighbor of 7.
This message is calculated as a linear projection of the embedding for source node s from the
prior layer multiplied by a weight matrix (Wr). Each head maintains its linear projection matrix

but W7y is shared across all attention heads.

The final message passed from s — t is a concatenation of messages produced from each of the
h heads. This resulting message vector is then multiplied by the multi-head attention vector. The
final updated embedding (hgl)) is computed by aggregating across all neighbors of the node ¢
through an elementwise sum. This is followed by a linear projection (W), which creates sepa-
rate projection for each node type. We need a single matrix because we only model a single node

type. This is then followed by a residual connection and passed through an activation function:

o _ Ty (1-1)
m® = ||y (Wr (WihE™)),
RO = P At om?,

VVEN (u)

HD = oWy B + R0,

d_d . d
The learnable weight matrices are Wy € Ri™n |, Wi, € R*%,and Wy € R¥? The message

vector is mgl) € R?*1, The operator @ represents the elementwise summation. Training the final
model involves optimizing the set of learnable weight matrices, {WY, Wb, Wi, Wi} across h

heads and finding {W;, Wy} that minimizes the loss function L.

Self-supervised learning
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For a given node u, our goal is to generate an embedding z, that quantifies the topological infor-
mation of the graph w.r.t u. The learning objective can be framed as a link prediction problem,
where given two nodes u and v, we want to train a function to predict whether an edge exists be-
tween these two nodes. This function can be described by,

(z,)"z,

f(u' 17) =T - COS(Zu'Zv):

Il z, Il z,, Il
where z,, = H (u), and H (*) represents the trained GNN function that provides the node em-

beddings. Note that because edges are undirected and the scoring function is symmetric,

fwv) = fv,uw).

Optimizing this above scoring functions means solving for the parameters of H (+). This can be
performed using contrastive learning. We mask a random subset of edges to create a modified
version of the graph, G'. Then, given a source node u, we define a node where v* € NV (u) repre-
sents a target node that forms an edge with u in the original graph G. We denote v~ & V' (u) as a
node that does not form an edge with u in G and denote the set of these negative examples

as{vy, vy, ", }.

The function f(u, v) is trained on G'to estimate whether a source node u forms an edge with tar-
get node v in the original graph G. We can quantify the probability of an edge existing between

u and v™ with negative edges v(;.,,; as the probability,

exp(zlz*)

u, vt v, = — )
p( {1'"}) exp(zlzt + z8hz] + - + z1,z;,)

Given a dataset of NV source nodes, each with a corresponding set of candidate nodes as described
above, the negative log-likelihood over the dataset is equivalent to the cross-entropy loss where
the true "class" always corresponds to the positive node v*. This type of contrastive loss func-

tion is well-established®® 14147 and is formulated as follows:
L= =YVlog(p(u,v*,vi,)),
where v* € V'(u) and vy .,y & NV (w).

Node type-aware sampling of positive and negative edges
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The contrastive learning requires specifying positive and negative edges during training, where a
positive edge is defined as a pair of nodes with an existing edge in the KG, and a negative edge
is a pair of nodes that are not connected by an edge. To generate a training tuple comprised of a
single positive edge and a set of corresponding negative edges, we randomly sample an existing
edge within the KG denoted as (u, v) and TV (v) is the node type of target node v. To create a

negative sample, we select a node r such that 7V (r) = TV (v) and r & N (w).
Stochastic mini-batch training with neighbor sampling

Because the topology and size of the GNN are determined by the KG, storing the entire network
and its hidden states onto a single GPU is impossible. Although training with mini-batches alle-
viates some of this issue, the computation graph (the set of nodes involved in message passing in
each iteration) for a GNN with L layers often still includes millions of parameters. To circumvent
this, we use node neighbor sampling to select only a subset of nodes to include at each layer
when computing a node’s message vector. Specifically, we take a sample n of neighbors at each
k-hop neighborhood at each gradient descent step when computing messages during optimiza-
tion. Node types with a smaller set of nodes in the KG are upweighted to ensure they are repre-
sented in the sampling. The number of samples at each layer is a hyperparameter selected
through hyperparameter tuning. The final training was performed on an H100 GPU for ten
epochs, during which we trained on all 1,315,610 edges of the KG.

Hyperparameter tuning

We perform hyperparameter tuning in 2 steps: first for the model architecture and then for the
parameters involved in the contrastive learning objective. We select a random subset of 500,000
edges for training and 100,000 for validation from the KG. We perform hyperparameter tuning
using Raytune where we fix the learning rate (1e-4), number of negative samples (10), batch size
(100), and sampling neighborhood (10) and vary the following parameters: number of layers (2,
3, 4), input feature dimension (128, 256, 512), output embedding dimension (128, 256, 512),
head dimension (128, 256, 512), number of heads (2, 3, 4), and dropout (0, 0.1, 0.2). Perfor-
mance is assessed by measuring the prediction accuracy on the set of 100,000 validation edges

and 100,000 node pairs that are not linked in the KG (negative edges). The optimal set of GNN
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parameters is 4 layers, 128 input dimensions, 128 output embedding dimensions, 512-dimension

head size, three heads, and a dropout of 0.0.

We repeat the hyperparameter selection process by fixing the parameters selected above and vary
the following: learning rate (le-3, le-4, 1e-5), neighborhood sampling (5, 10, 20), and number of
negative samples (3, 5, 10). The final hyperparameter set selected is a learning rate of 1e-5,
neighborhood sampling of 20 nodes, and three negative samples. All experiments were per-

formed using the Ray Tune software (https://docs.ray.io/en/latest/tune/index.html).

Visualizing the latent space

To visualize the embedding space, we perform UMAP!*® directly on the embedding vectors and
plot the first two dimensions. When performing dimensionality reduction, we use phecode, ATC-
4, LOINC, and CPT embeddings. Phecode categorizations are pre-defined from the phecode v1.1
mapping'#. To visualize the latent space of phecodes within the digestive system, we performed
UMAP only on the subset of phecode embeddings within the ‘Digestive’ category. We highlight
phecodes broadly corresponding to mouth/teeth conditions (phecodes 520-530), functional diges-
tive disorders (560-570), and biliary tract disorders (570-580). To highlight embeddings related
to specific diseases, we compute the cosine similarity between a phecode embedding (represent-
ing a disease) and each embedding within the latent space. We visualize this relationship by
shading each embedding within the UMAP space according to the cosine similarity. We high-
light relevant procedures (CPT) and laboratory tests (LOINC) for lupus and Graves’ disease to
provide additional interpretation of the latent space map. These were derived from the guidelines
provided by the National Resource Center on Lupus”® and the European Thyroid Association

Guideline®.
Phenotype knowledgebase comparison

To quantify the quality of the embedding space, we wanted to measure the distance or similarity
between clinical concepts that have well-defined relationships externally of those defined in the
knowledge graph. We first assessed the cosine similarity between a given disease (in the form of
a phecode embedding) and the EHR-based codes that reflect this phenotype. For this, we utilized
the Phenotype Knowledgebase (PheKB)?*?, a database of validated electronic algorithms to
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identify patient characteristics and diseases from clinical data. Many algorithms listed in PheKB

use ICD codes as a critical component for phenotyping, including those describing anxiety!*’,

152 For each of these three diseases, we computed

chronic kidney disease!>!, and breast cancer
the cosine similarity between the corresponding disease phecode, and the list of ICD codes used
in each algorithm. We compare this with a randomly selected sample of ICD codes from the em-
bedding space and measure significance using a two-sided Mann—Whitney U test. We apply a

multiple hypothesis testing correction to account for three tests.
Disease embedding arithmetic
Constructing disease symptom embeddings

To demonstrate the syntactic and semantic properties of the embedding space, we use vector-
level arithmetic to aggregate together disease symptoms to form a ‘disease symptom embed-
ding’. Aggregation is performed using sum pooling, but any vector-level aggregation method
could be used in practice. For a given disease, we retrieve the list of symptoms from the Mayo
Clinic Disease Description Guidelines'>®. A clinician manually translates each symptom into its
corresponding ICD-9 code. We provide these translations for all nine diseases discussed within
this analysis (Supplementary Table S2). To demonstrate the trend of increased similarity be-
tween a disease embedding and the disease symptom embedding, we order symptoms from high-
est to lowest prevalence. We approximate population prevalence using a random sample of

200,000 patients from the CHS database.

Disease symptom embeddings are first initialized with a vector of zeros. We then add the embed-
dings from all symptoms (represented by an ICD-9 embedding). For visualization, we compute
the cosine similarity between the disease symptom embedding at each step and the target disease
embedding, represented using a phecode embedding. Across diseases, we see a broad trend of

increased similarity with the disease embedding as more symptoms are aggregated.
Robustness analysis

To assess the robustness and generalizability of these trends, we perform the same analysis under
various conditions while perturbing different variables in the framework. This includes analyses

assessing the uncertainty in selecting disease symptoms, incorrect disease specification, and the
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impact of random symptoms. First, due to the noise and uncertainty associated with using diag-
nosis codes as proxies for disease symptoms!?, we tried to model real-world circumstances by
varying the ICD-9 code used to represent each symptom. We selected a set of candidate ICD-9
codes for each symptom by taking the original ICD-9 code from the clinician review and select-
ing all ICD-9 codes with the same parent ICD code by removing one decimal place. For exam-
ple, for code ‘786.2° (Cough), the candidate set would include ‘786.1° (Stridor), ‘786.0” (Dysp-
nea and respiratory abnormalities), etc. Then, when selecting each symptom for aggregation, a
random code from the candidate set is selected. This process is repeated 10 times, yielding simi-

larity curves constructed from 10 different disease symptoms.

Next, we wanted to simulate when the disease of interest is mis-specified compared to the symp-
tom list. This reflects situations where the symptoms do not describe the target disease of interest
but, instead, a closely related condition. To imitate this, we selected a set of diseases similar to
the target disease; this was done by looking at other phecodes with the same parent phecode.
When computing the similarity between symptom embedding and disease embedding composi-
tion, we used the phecode embedding of the alternative disease. Finally, we wanted to assess the
situation where incorrect information is included in the symptom list. We simulated this by add-
ing a randomly selected ICD-9 code to the symptom list and included it in the computation of the
aggregated symptoms. Because we use vector addition to aggregate symptoms and addition is

commutative, we place the random symptom at the beginning of the aggregation procedure.
Phenotype risk score
Case/control construction

For each disease, we first select the corresponding range of phecodes for the specific disease.
This complete list of phecode inclusion ranges is provided in Supplementary Table S4. Then, all
ICD-9 codes falling under each phecode make up the inclusion ICD-9 codes. To define cases, we
first selected all patients with at least one ICD-9 code from the corresponding inclusion codes.
We then filter patients to include only patients listed on the CHS chronic registry to confirm they
have received the disease diagnosis. Because patients are not guaranteed to be added to the
chronic registry when they are first diagnosed, we treat the first occurrence of the inclusion ICD-

9 code as the date of diagnosis. For each patient, we set the index date as January 1 of the year of
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diagnosis, where only information occurring before the index date will be included in the risk
score computation. For prediction, we select all EHRs recorded within the past 5 years of the in-

dex date.

To define controls, we begin with the phecode exclusion criteria provided by the phecode map-
ping v1.1. For each phecode, the mapping provides a list of exclusion phecodes that are typically
similar conditions or overlap with the target disease. We begin by selecting all individuals who
have never received any exclusion diagnoses at any point in their EHR. We also remove individ-
uals on the chronic disease registry for the specified disease. We select a matched control from
this set of candidate control patients for each case. Matching is based on the following criteria: 1)
same sex, 2) year of birth +2 years, and 3) number of recorded diagnoses in the EHR (with at
least 1 diagnosis in the EHR). The complete case-control process is illustrated in Supplementary

Figure S5.
Risk score computation

For a given disease, a risk score is computed as the weighted sum of relevant clinical codes,
where the weight is the cosine similarity between the embedding of each code and the disease
embedding. We restricted the set of potential features to laboratory tests, medications, and ICD-9
codes with at least a 0.1% prevalence within the CHS patient population. The CHS EHR did not
have SNOMED CT or CPT codes for analysis. To determine the clinical codes related to each
disease, we compute the cosine similarity between all clinical codes within the latent space and
the target disease embedding, represented by a phecode. The final set of features is the top k
codes, where k=150, and the feature weights are the cosine similarity scores. In practice, the
choice of k can be treated as a hyper-parameter and optimized with a validation dataset, similar
to the p-value thresholding of polygenic risk scores. Patient risk scores are computed as a
weighted sum where the associated weight is added to the sum if the patient has the given code
in their EHR and given a 0 otherwise. Features are counted once in the score computation, even

if a patient receives the codes multiple times.

Survival analysis

37


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.03.24318322
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.03.24318322; this version posted December 10, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

For each disease, we computed the most common age at diagnosis and the sex with the highest
disease prevalence. We restricted the survival analysis to patients meeting these age/sex criteria
and those with a diagnosis date from 2016 or earlier. We re-computed risk score quantiles based
only on this restricted set of patients. We looked at the 6 years of EHR after each patient’s index
date and denoted a patient as deceased if they had a non-null death date. Patients were stratified
into risk score quartiles based on the risk score computed at the index date. Confidence intervals

for the survival curves were computed using 10,000 bootstrapped samples.
Clinical evaluation study

A key transferability aspect is demonstrating that the inferred clinical knowledge embeddings
capture medical insights that align with established clinical consensus. Although the knowledge
graph construction was based on mined biomedical literature, the inferred embeddings and latent
space offer insight into relationships between codes beyond the direct edges in the KG. To vali-
date this, we perform a human pilot evaluation with groups of clinical experts from Brigham

Women’s (N=1), Mass General (N=1), Boston Children’s Hospital (N=1), and CHS (N=3).

To systematically assess this, we evaluate the association between different diseases and
SNOMEDCT US codes. We restrict the set of SNOMED codes to the Clinical Observations Re-
cordings and Encoding (CORE) Problem List Subset of SNOMED CT*3. This subset of codes
has been identified as most informative in documenting and encoding clinical information. We
survey clinicians to select 90 disease phenotypes (phecodes) that broadly capture major disease
areas and are clinically relevant for potential clinical Al applications. For each disease, we com-
pute the cosine similarity between each SNOMED CT code that does not already form an edge
with the target phecode. We select the top 20 SNOMED CT codes for evaluation. A control set is
constructed by randomly selecting 20 SNOMED CT codes that are not in the top 20 nor already
form an edge in the KG. To prevent biases due to differences in the frequency of symptoms or
high degree and low degree within the KG, we match control SNOMED CT codes based on the

case code’s node degree.

Clinicians were provided with shuffled disease lists of case and control codes. For a given dis-
ease, a single clinician evaluated the full list of codes. They were provided a brief background of

SNOMED CT codes and a scoring rubric where they were asked to evaluate each SNOMED CT
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code according to how related each code is to the given disease phenotype. We utilize a Likert
scale'** based on scores -2 — +2: ‘unrelated’ (-2), ‘unsure’ (0), and ' highly related’(+2). If a code

is too broad or non-specific (e.g. ‘Clinical evaluation’), these are assigned a 0.
Institutional Review Board approval

Parts of this study that relate to the use of CHS data (for evaluating the predictive ability of the
KG-derived concept embeddings) were approved by the CHS Institutional Review Board (Hel-

sinki) committee.
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Data availability

Data and clinical concept embeddings, as well as the PheKG knowledge graph, are available via

Harvard Dataverse at https://dataverse.harvard.edu/dataset.xhtml?persisten-

tId=doi:10.7910/DVN/Z6H1AS. Due to national and organizational data privacy regulations,

CHS individual-level data from this study cannot be shared publicly.
Code availability

The Python implementation of the heterogeneous graph transformer and the associated codebase
for model training, (non-individual-level) analyses, and embedding evaluations are available at

https://github.com/mims-harvard/Clinical-knowledge-embeddings. The project website is at

https://zitniklab.hms.harvard.edu/projects/Clinical-knowledge-embeddings.
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