Developing Cardiac Digital Twins at Scale:
Insights from Personalised Myocardial
Conduction Velocity

Shuang Qian®, Devran Ugurlu®, Elliot Fairweather”, Marina Strocchi’, Laura Dal Toso”, Yu Deng’,
Gernot Plank™', Edward Vigmond!J, Reza Razavi®, Alistair Young®, Pablo Lamata®, Martin Bishop”,
Steven Niederer®*

" Department of Biomedical Engineering, School of Imaging Sciences and Biomedical Engineering,

Kings College London, London, UK

" Gottfried Schatz Research Center, Division of Biophysics, Medical University of Graz, Graz, Austria
'BioTechMed-Graz, Graz, Austria

IUniversity of Bordeaux, CNRS, Bordeaux, Talence, France

lHU Liryc, Bordeaux, Talence, France.

SAlan Turing Institute, British Library, 96 Euston Rd, London, UK

¥National Heart and Lung Institute, Imperial College London, London, UK

Corresponding author: Dr Qian, 4™ North Wing, St Thomas’ Hospital, London, SE1 7EH

(shuang.gian@kcl.ac.uk)

Abstract

Large-cohort studies using cardiovascular imaging and diagnostic datasets have assessed cardiac
anatomy, function, and outcomes, but typically do not reveal underlying biological mechanisms.
Cardiac digital twins (CDTs) provide personalized physics- and physiology- constrained in-silico
representations, enabling inference of multi-scale properties tied to these mechanisms.

We constructed 3464 anatomically-accurate CDTs using cardiac magnetic resonance images from UK
biobank and personalised their myocardial conduction velocities (CVs) from electrocardiograms
(ECG), through an automated framework.



We found well-known sex-specific differences in QRS duration were fully explained by myocardial
anatomy, as CV remained consistent across sexes. Conversely, significant associations of CV with
ageing and increased BMI suggest myocardial tissue remodelling. Novel associations were observed
with left ventricular ejection fraction and mental-health phenotypes, through a phenome-wide
association study, and CV was also linked with adverse clinical outcomes.

Our study highlights the utility of population-based CDTs in assessing intersubject variability and
uncovering strong links with mental health.

Supplement

Total (n=3464)
Age (year) 61.8+7.5
Male 1600
Female 1864
Caucasians 3326 (95.6%)
BMI (kg/m?) 26.6+4.4
Diabetes 164 (4.7%)
Hypertensive diseases 807 (23.3%)
Ischaemic heart diseases 283 (8.2%)
Heart failure 60 (1.7%)
Fascicular block 46 (1.3%)
Neurotic disorders (anxiety) 139 (4.0%)
Mood [affective] disorder (depression) 172 (5.0%)

Supplementary Table 1: Basic characteristics of participants. N=3464. The body mass index (BMI) was calculated from
height and weight measures taken at imaging. Age was computed using the year of birth (34), month of birth (52) and date
of attending assessment centre (53) to get the actual age when imaging. Disease codes are derived from summary
diagnoses in UKBB (41270) as shown in Supplementary Table 2. The percentages of specific subjects in the whole cohort
are shown in brackets.

Parameters | Range Description References

CV (m/s) | (0.48,0.92) | Myocardial conduction velocity along fiber 12
Ziy st (0.25,0.75) | Apical-basal coordinate for LV septal fascicle 36
Zivpf (0.25,0.75) | Apical-basal coordinate for LV posterior fascicle 35
Z1y.af (0.6,0.8) Apical-basal coordinate for LV anterior fascicle 5
ZRy st (0.35,0.85) | Apical-basal coordinate for RV septal fascicle 35

Zrvmoa | (0.15,0.65) | Apical-basal coordinate for RV moderate band fascicle | *~
PLysf (-1,1) Rotational coordinate for LV septal fascicle 36
PLvpf (-2,0) Rotational coordinate for LV posterior fascicle 36
PLv,af (1.6,3.14) Rotational coordinate for LV anterior fascicle 36
PRV,sf (0,2) Rotational coordinate for RV septal fascicle 36

Prv.moa | (-1,1) Rotational coordinate for RV moderate band fascicle 36
tLy,sf (0,30) Firing time for LV posterior fascicle 3
tvpr (0,30) Firing time for LV anterior fascicle 3




tyaf (0,30) Firing time for RV septal fascicle 3
trv,sf (0,30) Firing time for RV moderate band fascicle 3
LRV mod (0,30) Firing time for LV posterior fascicle 3
PsE (0.01,0.3) | Transmural coordinate for SE layer 78
Zomin,SE (0.01,0.15) | The minimum apical-basal coordinate for SE layer 6
Zmaxse | (0.7,0.8) The maximum apical-basal coordinate for SE layer 69,10
Rmyose | (3,7) The ratio of CV in SE layer to CV in myocardium 781112

Supplementary Table 2: 20 tissue-level electrophysiological characteristics with uncertainty with bounds based on
literature. Note the myocardial CV transverse to fiber direction can also varied but is assumed to be proportion to the CV

along the fiber in the table with the anisotropy ratio as 0.42 according to Ref13

ECG Electrodes | Coordinate ranges
RA Xrarecovered T 5 €M, Yparecoverea £ 5 €M, Zparecoverea £ 5 cm
LA XLA,recovered i 5 cm, YLA,recovered i 5 cm, ZLA,recovered i 5cm
LL Xiprecovereda £ 5 €M, Y1 vecoverea £ 5 €M, Z11 recoverea T 5 cm
RL XRL,recovered i 5 cm, YRL,recovered i 5 cm, ZRL,recovered i 5cm
Vi Xvirecovered £ 5 €M, Yy1 recoverea £ 5 €M, Zy1 recoverea £ 5 cm
V2 XVZ,recovered i 5 cm, YVZ,recovered i 5 cm, ZVZ,recovered i 5cm
V3 Xvzrecovered T 5 €M, Yy3 recoverea £ 5 €M, Zy3 recoverea £ 5 cm
Va4 XV4,recovered i 5 cm, YV4,recovered i 5 cm, ZV4,recovered i 5cm
V5 Xvsrecovered £ 5 €M, Yys recoverea £ 5 €M, Zys recoverea £ 5 cm
Ve XV6,recovered i 5 cm, YV6,recovered i 5 cm, ZV6,recovered i 5cm
Supplementary Table 3: 30 ECG electrode positions characteristics with uncertainty.
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Supplementary Figure 1: Trained GPE validation
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GPE on tissue-level parameters GPE on electrodes’ locations
R? score ISE (%) R? score ISE (%)

Subject 1 0.87 90 0.66 95.1
Subject 2 0.78 90 0.41 98.3
Subject 3 0.76 91.7 0.45 93.4
Subject 4 0.83 90.7 0.51 97.7
Subject 5 0.8 83.6 0.49 88.5
Subject 6 0.79 90 0.56 90

Subject 7 0.78 91.7 0.65 96.7
Subject 8 0.83 88.3 0.74 91.7
Subject 9 0.78 83.3 0.74 98.3
Subject 10 0.91 94.5 0.88 98.3

Independent standard error (ISE) {%)



Average +5td | 0.8140.04 89.4+3.3 063+015 | 943+35 |
Supplementary Table 4: R? score and independent standard error (ISE) for GPEs trained on 10 subjects, first on tissue-level
parameters then on ECG electrodes’ locations and the key parameters identified affecting the QRS duration most in the
first GPEs.
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Supplementary Figure 2: a. The fitted CVs with error bars computed, considering the effect of uncertainty of the other 49
parameters on QRS duration, for the 10 subjects used in GPE. B. the corresponding confidence interval of fitted CVs in %.
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Supplementary Figure 3: The simulated 12 lead ECGs (black) of the ten sample subjects (same as in Figure 2) are compared
with recorded ECGs in the UKBB (red). Each simulated lead ECGs were scaled to have the same maximum absolute
amplitude as the corresponding recorded lead ECGs in uV. All lead simulated and recorded ECGs were temporally aligned
by matching the timepoints that the maximum voltage energy were achieved. Then the correlation scores for each pair of
simulated and recorded lead ECGs were computed as shown at the bottom right corner of the plots and the 12 lead ECGs
were listed in descending order of their correlation scores.
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Supplementary Figure 5: Manhattan plot showing the —log,oP (two-sided t-test) for correlations between the multimodal
phenotypes and phenotypes in UKBB. The size of the dots indicates the absolute Pearson’s correlation coefficient. The
dashed horizontal lines are the Bonferroni threshold (Bonf) and the false-discovery rate (fdr) (a = 0.05).
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Supplementary Figure 6: The corresponding Manhattan plot as Sup figure 4 shows the correlation coefficients between the
multimodal phenotypes and phenotypes in UKBB. The size of the dots indicates the absolute Pearson’s correlation

coefficient.

Disease type

Meaning

Heart failure

150.0 Congestive heart failure
150.1 Left ventricular failure
150.9 Heart failure, unspecified

Fascicular block

144.4 Left anterior fascicular block

144.7 Left bundle-branch block, unspecified

144.5 Left posterior fascicular block

145.0 Right fascicular block

144.6 Other and unspecified fascicular block

145.1 Other and unspecified right bundle-branch block
145.2 Bifascicular block

145.3 Trifascicular block

145.4 Nonspecific intraventricular block

Ischaemic heart
disease

120-125 Ischaemic heart diseases

120 Angina pectoris

121 Acute myocardial infarction

122 Subsequent myocardial infarction

123 Certain current complications following acute myocardial infarction
124 Other acute ischaemic heart diseases

125 Chronic ischaemic heart disease

Diabetes

E10-E14 Diabetes mellitus
E10 Insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus
E11 Non-insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus




E12 Malnutrition-related diabetes mellitus

E13 Other specified diabetes mellitus

E14 Unspecified diabetes mellitus

Neurotic disorders

F40-FA8 Neurotic, stress-related and somatoform disorders
F40 Phobic anxiety disorders

F41 Other anxiety disorders

F42 Obsessive-compulsive disorder
F43 Reaction to severe stress, and adjustment disorders

F44 Dissociative [conversion] disorders
F45 Somatoform disorders

F48 Other neurotic disorders

Mood disorders

F30-F39 Mood [affective] disorders
F30 Manic episode
F31 Bipolar affective disorder
F32 Depressive episode
F33 Recurrent depressive disorder
F34 Persistent mood [affective] disorders
F38 Other mood [affective] disorders
F39 Unspecified mood [affective] disorder

Hypertension

110-115 Hypertensive diseases-
110 Essential (primary) hypertension
111 Hypertensive heart disease
112 Hypertensive renal disease
113 Hypertensive heart and renal disease
115 Secondary hypertension

Supplementary Table 5: Common diseases categorized from summary diagnoses in UKBB (41270).

Heart Fascicular Ischeamic Diabetes Neurotic Mood Hypertensi
failure block disease disorder disorder on
cv 1.22(1.05,1.4] 0.431037,0511 | 1.21[1.06,1.371 | 0.75[0.66,0.865] | 0.6510.57,0.731 | 0.62[0.54,0.721 | 0.82[0.71,0.94]
QRS 1.38[1.20,1.58] | 1.130.98,1.291 | 1.34[1.19,1.521 | 0.82[0.71,0.941 | 0.7710.68,0.88] | 0.76[0.66,0.871 | 0.87[0.75,1.01]
durtai
on
Myo 1.66(150,1.83] | 1.72[1.54,1.921 | 0.980.88,1.08] | 0.85[0.76,0.95] | 0.89(0.8,0.99] 0.88(0.79,0.981 | 1.33[1.18,1.49]
vol
Sex 4.3512.18,8.68] | 6.03;3.2,11.36] | 1.13[068,1.88] | 1.55(0.93,2.58) | 0.31[0.19,0.48] | 0.48[0.3,0.75] 1.32(0.75,2.32]
Age 1.7711.10,2.85] | 0.36[0.22,059] | 2.25[1563.25] | 0.85[0.57,1.26] | 1.2900.95,1.75] | 0.53[0.38,0.741 | 2.73(1.79,4.17]
BMI 0.430.22,081] | 0.04[0.02,0.09] | 1.66[1.02,2.681 | 1.13(0.68,1.871 | 2.16[1.443.23] | 1.10(0.71,1.70] | 2.14{1.24,3.69]
Age * | 3.8611.82,8.221 | 41.8111897.1] | 0.78[0.43,1.39] | 2.75(1.49,5.08] | 0.57[035095 | 1.72(1.00,2.96] | 0.73[0.37,1.41]
BMI
Sex * | 0.25(0.13,0.48] | 0.14(0.07,0.25] | 1.14(0.69,1.871 | 0.92[0.56,1.521 | 3.09(1.98,4.821 | 1.82[1.152.88) | 0.84(0.481.46]
Age

Supplementary Table 6: Odd ratios [95% confidence interval] for phenotypes as a risk factor for a common disease as the
outcome. The logistic regression analysis is adjusted for Sex, age, BMI, Age*BMI and Sex*Age as additional independent

variables.
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Supplementary Figure 7: Boxplots of QRS duration (red), conduction velocity (yellow) and myocardial mass (purple) for
comparing groups of participants afflicted with mood disorder and neurotic disorder and non-afflicted counterparts. The
green dots indicate the mean. The corresponding P values are from student’s t-test. *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001;
***%p<0.0001.
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