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ABSTRACT 

 

Background: Machine learning models have the potential to identify cardiovascular 

diseases (CVDs) early and accurately in primary healthcare settings, which is crucial for 

delivering timely treatment and management. Although population-based CVD risk 

models have been used traditionally, these models often do not consider variations in 

lifestyles, socioeconomic conditions, or genetic predispositions. Therefore, we aimed to 

develop machine learning models for CVD detection using primary healthcare data, 

compare the performance of different models, and identify the best models. 

 

Methods: We used data from the UK Biobank study, which included over 500,000 middle-

aged participants from different primary healthcare centers in the UK. Data collected at 

baseline (2006--2010) and during imaging visits after 2014 were used in this study. 

Baseline characteristics, including sex, age, and the Townsend Deprivation Index, were 

included. Participants were classified as having CVD if they reported at least one of the 

following conditions: heart attack, angina, stroke, or high blood pressure. Cardiac imaging 

data such as electrocardiogram and echocardiography data, including left ventricular size 

and function, cardiac output, and stroke volume, were also used. We used 9 machine 

learning models (LSVM, RBFSVM, GP, DT, RF, NN, AdaBoost, NB, and QDA), which are 

explainable and easily interpretable. We reported the accuracy, precision, recall, and F-

1 scores; confusion matrices; and area under the curve (AUC) curves.  

 

Results: RBFSVM, GP, DT, and AdaBoost were the best performing models (accuracy: 

96), and LSVM showed the weakest prediction performance (accuracy: 0.69). While 

RBFSVM and GP could significantly classify people with CVD better, LSVM and 

AdaBoost could classify healthy participants more accurately. The LSVM has a better 

false positive rate but a worse false negative rate. Moreover, the RBFSVM and GP have 
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better performance in terms of false negatives. RBFSVM, GP, DT, NN, and AdaBoost 

produced the best AUC values (accuracy: 0.96) for CVD detection. 

 

Conclusions: Our study shows that machine learning models can detect CVD via primary 

healthcare data. RBFSVM, GP, and AdaBoost were the best performing methods. 

However, the RBFSVM significantly outperforms the other models in terms of false 

negatives and is recommended for detecting CVD. Future studies are recommended to 

validate our findings in different population groups. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Cardiovascular diseases (CVDs) are the leading cause of death worldwide [1-3]. In 2019, 

an estimated 18.6 million people died from CVD [4]. Among these deaths, 49.2% were 

due to ischemic heart disease [4]. In the United Kingdom (UK), 7.6 million people live with 

CVD [5], and 255 per 100,000 people died from CVD in 2019 [6]. The 2019 UK’s 1.18 

million hospital admissions were due to CVD, with an estimated cost of £19 billion [6]. 

Most CVDs can be prevented by addressing lifestyle risk behaviors, such as smoking, 

alcohol consumption, unhealthy diet and physical inactivity [7, 8]. 

 

CVD is diagnosed via a range of laboratory tests and imaging studies. However, 

challenges remain in diagnosing and managing CVD [9]. If CVD is not diagnosed early or 

if the diagnosis is not accurate, patients will not receive the needed advice, treatment, 

and management [9]. For example, 20–40% of heart attacks are reported in patients with 

previously undiagnosed CVD, highlighting a missed opportunity for early intervention [10]. 

Most people have reported experiencing at least one diagnostic error in their lifetime, 

which could have devastating consequences [11]. Approximately 10% of deaths and 6–

17% of hospital adverse events in the United States are attributed to diagnostic errors 

[11]. Early detection of CVD is crucial for delivering timely treatment to patients and 

minimizing CVD progression [12]. Population-based CVD risk models are invaluable in 

estimating whether a person is at low, intermediate, or high risk of having a CVD event in 

the next 10 years [13-15]. However, the currently available risk models do not perform 
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well for every person, as they do not consider variations in lifestyles, socioeconomic 

conditions, and genetic predispositions [16]. 

 

In recent years, machine learning (ML) algorithms have been widely used for different 

disease detection methods. Automated systems using ML that can detect and localize 

CVD at an early stage have great potential for CVD prevention and management [17]. 

However, the choice of classification algorithms is complex, and there is often a trade-off 

between model accuracy and transparency. The application of deep neural networks in 

medicine has been widely used, but the results are often unexplainable and presented as 

a ‘black box’, making it difficult for clinicians to comprehend. Deep learning requires large 

datasets where the features are sorted in descending order and the most important 

features concerning the target variables receive the topmost position. For example, a 

deep learning technique such as the conventional neural network employed for CVD 

detection requires passing through multiple hidden layers of the neural network. As a 

consequence, a considerable number of nondescriptive features are generated that 

cannot be categorized or visualized via contemporary feature importance techniques. 

These rationales inspire the preference for traditional ML models instead of deep learning 

models [18]. Furthermore, while machine learning models cannot mine the temporal 

information of data compared with deep learning models [19], they have good 

performance, ease of use, and low computational burden. There is a dearth of studies 

using ML to detect CVD via large primary care datasets [20]. In this study, we aimed to 

use different ML models for CVD detection from a large dataset to identify the best 

performing models. The results from this study will facilitate comparisons between 

different ML models for use in clinical settings for accurate and timely diagnosis of CVD. 

 

METHODS 

Datasets 

In this study, we used data from the United Kingdom (UK) Biobank study [21]. The UK 

Biobank study collected data throughout the UK from middle-aged participants aged more 

than 40 years [21, 22]. More than half a million (501,490) participants were enrolled during 

the initial assessment visit (2006--2010) when data on their sociodemographic conditions, 
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baseline health status, and medical conditions diagnosed by a physician [22] were 

recorded. During a subsequent visit in 2014 or later, 39,619 participants provided imaging 

data. For this study, we only used data collected at baseline (2006--2010) and during 

2014 and later. 

 

Variables and definitions 

The baseline characteristics included sociodemographic information, including sex, age, 

and the Townsend Deprivation Index (TSDI). The TSDI, a census-based deprivation 

index introduced by Townsend [23], comprises four census variables: households without 

a car, overcrowded households, households not owner-occupied, and persons 

unemployed. The TSDI can be constructed for any geographical area where the 

aforementioned four variables are well available. We included clinical data, such as 

systolic and diastolic blood pressure, 12-lead electrocardiograph (ECG) measurements 

of the ventricular rate, P duration, QRS duration, automated ECG diagnoses, number of 

automated diagnostic comments recorded during 12-lead ECG, suspicious flag for 12-

lead ECG, left ventricular (LV) size and function, LV ejection fraction, LV end-diastolic 

volume, LV end-systolic volume, LV stroke volume, cardiac output, cardiac index, 

average heart rate, body surface area and vascular/heart problems diagnosed by a 

physician. The cardiac imaging data were obtained after the first subsequent imaging 

visit, starting in 2014. For this study, we used an ECG at rest and left ventricular size and 

function. A participant was classified as having CVD if they were diagnosed by a 

physician; reported having a heart attack, angina, stroke, or high blood pressure; or had 

vascular/heart problems detected via cardiac imaging data. 

 

Data analysis 

We performed data preprocessing, including multiple imputations for missing data 

management in the Python programming language, via sci-kit-learn and pandas. We 

divided the data into training (60%) and test (40%) sets. Using the training dataset, we 

applied the nine most commonly used ML models for identifying CVD, including linear 

support vector machine (LSVM), radial basis function SVM (RBFSVM), Gaussian process 

(GP), decision tree (DT), random forest (RF), neural network (NN), AdaBoost, naïve 
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Bayes (NB), and quadratic discriminant analysis (QDA). We used the test dataset to 

evaluate model performance via different model performance metrics, such as precision, 

recall, F1 score, accuracy, and area under the curve (AUC) [1-5][24-28]. These ML 

models and evaluation metrics have been widely used in the literature for classification 

tasks [6-8][29-31]. The dataset was balanced, and there were no differences between the 

Micro and weighted averages. 

 

RESULTS 

Nine different traditional ML algorithms, namely, LSVM, RBFSVM, GP, DT, RF, NN, 

AdaBoost, NB, and QDA, were used for the classification task. Table 1 presents the 

precision, recall, F1 score, and accuracy results of the different models. Figure 2 presents 

the confusion matrices for the models, and Figure 3 presents their area under the curve 

(AUC). 

 

Table 1. Comparison of nine machine learning models in terms of precision, recall, F1 

score, and accuracy. LSVM=Lagrangian support vector machine; RBFSVM=Radial basis 

function support vector machine; GP=Gaussian processes; DT=Decision trees; RF= 

Random forest; NN=Neural network; NB=Naïve Bayes; QDA=Quadratic discriminant 

analysis 

 

Method Class Precision Recall F1-score Accuracy 

 

 

LSVM 

0 Healthy 0.62 0.98 0.76  

 

0.69 

1 People with 

CVD 

0.95 0.40 0.56 

Weighted 

average 

0.79 0.69 0.66 

 

RBFSVM 

0 1.00 0.92 0.96  

 

0.96 

1 0.92 1.00 0.96 

Weighted 

average 

0.96 0.96 0.96 

 0 0.99 0.92 0.96  
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GP 1 0.93 0.99 0.96  

0.96 Weighted 

average 

0.96 0.96 0.96 

 

DT 

0 0.99 0.92 0.96  

 

0.96 

1 0.93 0.99 0.96 

Weighted 

average 

0.96 0.96 0.96 

 

RF 

0 0.98 0.92 0.95  

 

0.95 

1 0.93 0.98 0.95 

Weighted 

average 

0.95 0.95 0.95 

 

NN 

0 0.99 0.92 0.95  

 

0.95 

1 0.93 0.99 0.96 

Weighted 

average 

0.96 0.96 0.95 

 

AdaBoost 

0 0.99 0.93 0.96  

 

0.96 

1 0.93 0.99 0.96 

Weighted 

average 

0.96 0.96 0.96 

 

NB 

0 0.95 0.92 0.94  

 

0.94 

1 0.92 0.95 0.94 

Weighted 

average 

0.94 0.94 0.94 

 

 

QDA 

0 0.99 0.92 0.95  

 

0.95 

1 0.93 0.99 0.96 

Weighted 

average 

0.96 0.95 0.95 
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(a) LSVM (b) RBFSVM (c) GP 

   

(d) DT (e) RF (f) NN 

   

(g) AdaBoost (h) NB (i) QDA 

Figure 2. Confusion matrix for applied machine learning algorithms. LSVM=Lagrangian 

support vector machine; RBFSVM=Radial basis function support vector machine; 

GP=Gaussian processes; DT=Decision trees; RF= Random forest; NN=Neural network; 

NB=Naïve Bayes; QDA=Quadratic discriminant analysis 
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(a) LSVM (b) RBFSVM (c) GP 

   

(d) DT (e) RF (f) NN 

   

(g) AdaBoost (h) NB (i) QDA 

Figure 3. AUC curves for the applied machine learning algorithms. LSVM=Lagrangian 

support vector machine; RBFSVM=Radial basis function support vector machine; 

GP=Gaussian processes; DT=Decision trees; RF= Random forest; NN=Neural network; 

NB=Naïve Bayes; QDA=Quadratic discriminant analysis 

 

Table 1 shows that the RBFSVM, GP, DT, and AdaBoost models outperform the other 

methods. The LSVM (accuracy: 0.69) showed the weakest prediction performance 

among the methods. Figure 2 shows that RBFSVM (Figure 2 (b)) and GP (Figure 2 (c)) 

could accurately classify patients with CVD, whereas LSVM (Figure 2 (a)) and AdaBoost 

(Figure 2(g)) could classify healthy samples much better than the other methods. The 
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LSVM (Figure 2(a)) exhibited a superior false positive rate but also had a worse false 

negative (FN) rate. Compared with the other applied methods, the RBFSVM (Figure 2(b)) 

and GP (Figure 2(c)) methods performed better in terms of false negative (FN) rates. 

 

RBFSVM (Figure 3(b)), GP (Figure 3(c)), DT (Figure 3(d)), NN (Figure 3(f)), and AdaBoost 

(Figure 3(g)) achieved the best AUC values (0.96). The RBFSVM significantly 

outperforms the other models in terms of the FN rate; therefore, it is selected as the best 

model in this study. 

 

Supplementary Table 1 compares the results of this study with those of 12 previous 

studies [8-19] that were conducted from 2019--2022. Three of these studies included 

participants with CVD [12-14], and nine included participants with CAD [8-11,15-19]. A 

variety of models were used. Three studies performed better than our study did, 

reporting accuracies of 100% [17], 99.05% [13], and 97.37% [18], compared with our 

study’s 96% accuracy. Our study performed better than the other nine studies [8-12,14-

16,19]. 

 

DISCUSSION 

This study compared nine different ML algorithms for detecting CVD using data from 

primary healthcare centers in the UK Biobank study. The RBFSVM model exhibited the 

best performance in terms of the AUC value and false negative rates; therefore, it is our 

recommended ML algorithm for the detection of CVD in a primary care setting. Our 

findings have significant implications for the early detection and prevention of CVD. The 

use of ML algorithms can help identify individuals who are at risk of developing CVD at 

an early stage and provide timely intervention and management. It also highlights the 

importance of including socioeconomic and demographic factors in CVD risk prediction 

models, as these factors can have a significant impact on the development of CVD. 

Furthermore, our study highlights the potential of explainable machine learning algorithms 

for CVD risk prediction. By identifying the most important features in predicting CVD, 

clinicians and researchers can gain a better understanding of the underlying risk factors 

and develop targeted prevention and management strategies. 
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Several studies have used ML models to predict CVD risk. Notably, some of the studies 

listed have used the same datasets (UK Biobank), whereas Li used their own datasets. 

In addition, we used our own dataset collected from the UK Biobank dataset. A 

comparison between the studies facilitates the formation of recommendations for guiding 

clinical practice. Singh et al. [17][32], Ghosh et al. [13][33], and Gupta et al. [18][34] 

obtained better results than our study did. Although Ghosh et al. [13][33] and Gupta et al. 

[18][34] achieved better accuracy than our study did, they needed to eliminate some 

features to reach the goal of achieving better performance. However, Singh et al. [17][32] 

did not eliminate any features from their datasets. In our study, we trained and validated 

all the applied ML algorithms with all the features included. We decided to not eliminate 

any features, despite their different impacts on the accurate diagnosis of disease, to 

produce a more complete and comprehensive diagnostic model. 

 

The strength of our study is the use of a large primary care dataset with robust and 

measurable variables. Our study has known limitations. First, we used a single dataset 

with limited variables and missing data. However, we used multiple imputation techniques 

to address missing data. Second, we were unable to perform external validation with 

different datasets. Third, the state-of-the-art classifiers proposed in this study have been 

applied without optimizing the hyperparameters, model calibration, or feature 

engineering. Future studies using feature analysis techniques such as SHAP or LIME 

might improve the functions of the models. Moreover, ensemble learning methods have 

achieved significant performance in different applications [20-22][35-37]. A new ensemble 

learning method is recommended. 

 

The expert-in-the-loop scenario is an important approach for closely working between 

medical experts and AI technologies, which can save experts’ time (approximately 80% 

of their time) in time-intensive tasks. Therefore, proposing an expert-in-the-loop scenario 

can also be worthy of CVD diagnosis in primary care. Deep learning methods have 

achieved outstanding performance in different applications. Research comparing 

traditional machine learning and deep learning methods is warranted. Our study did not 
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consider the uncertainty of the applied methods. Notably, dealing with the uncertainty of 

a wide variety of machine learning and deep learning methods has become important for 

obtaining trustworthy predictions [23-27][38-41]. Hence, applying uncertainty 

quantification methods can be an important future direction. 

 

Our study has significant implications for the early detection and prevention of CVD. 

The use of machine learning algorithms can help identify individuals who are at risk of 

developing CVD at an early stage and provide timely intervention and management. 

Our findings also highlight the importance of including socioeconomic and demographic 

factors in CVD risk prediction models, as these factors can have a significant impact on 

the development of CVD. Furthermore, our study highlights the potential of explainable 

machine learning algorithms for CVD risk prediction. By identifying the most important 

features in predicting CVD, clinicians and researchers can gain a better understanding 

of the underlying risk factors and develop targeted prevention and management 

strategies. 

 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, our study aimed to identify the potential of machine learning algorithms 

for the early detection of cardiovascular diseases via data from the UK Biobank study. 

We found that age, sex, and the Townsend Deprivation Index were among the most 

important features for predicting CVD. Future studies should explore the potential of 

machine learning algorithms for CVD risk prediction using data from multiple sources 

and develop more sophisticated models that can integrate temporal data and other 

factors. 
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Supplementary Material 

 
Supplementary Table 1. Comparison of our study results with those of previous 

studies. 

Study Year Disease Eliminated 
Features 

Method Accuracy 
(%) 

Abdar et al., 
[8][29] 

2019 CAD1 Yes NE-nu-SVC 94.66 

Abdar et al., 
[9][42] 

2019 CAD Yes N2Genetic-nu-
SVM 

93.08 

Khan et al. 
[10][43] 

2020 CAD No SVM-C2 95.60 

Ghiasi et al. 
[11][44] 

2020 CAD Yes CART3 92.41 

Hasan and Bao 
[12][45] 

2021 CVD4 Yes XGBoost 73.74 

Ghosh et al. 
[13][33] 

2021 CVD Yes RFBM5 99.05 

Reddy et al. 
[14][46] 

2021 CVD No SMO6 85.14 

Reddy et al. 
[14][46] 

2021 CVD Yes SMO 86.46 

Khan et al. [15] 2021 CAD Yes SVM-C 90.26 

Zomorodi et al. 
[16][47] 

2021 CAD Yes Hybrid PSO7 84.25 

Singh et al. 
[17][32] 

2022 CAD No 1 – NELM8 100 

Gupta et al. 
[18][34] 

2022 CAD Yes C-CADZ 97.37 

Zhang et al. 
[19][48] 

2022 CAD Yes XGBoost 94.70 

Our study 2022 CAD No RBFSVM 96.00 

 
1 Coronary artery disease (CAD), 2 SVM-Cubic (SVM-C), 3 Classification and regression 
tree (CART), 4 Cardiovascular Disease (CVD), 5 Random Forest Bagging Method 
(RFBM), 6 Sequential Minimal Optimization (SMO), 7 Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO), 
8 1-Norm extreme Learning Machine (1 − NELM). 
 


