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Abstract

We investigated the beat-to-beat fluctuation of the photoplethysmography (PPG)
waveform. The motivation is that morphology variability extracted from the arterial
blood pressure (ABP) has been found to correlate with baseline condition and short-
term surgical outcome of the patients undergoing liver transplant surgery. Numerous
interactions of physiological mechanisms regulating the cardiovascular system could
underlie the variability of morphology. We used the unsupervised manifold learning
algorithm, Dynamic Diffusion Map, to quantify the multivariate waveform morphological
variation. Due to the physical principal of light absorption, PPG waveform signals are
more susceptible to artifact and are nominally used only for visual inspection of data
quality in clinical medical environment. But on the other hand, the noninvasive, easy-to-
use nature of PPG grants a wider range of biomedical application, which inspired us to
investigate the variability of morphology information from PPG waveform signal. We
developed data analysis techniques to improve the performance and validated with the
real-life clinical database.

1. Introduction

The human cardiovascular system fluctuates with time, so is the signal waveform.
Researches showed the morphology in the arterial blood pressure (ABP) waveform is
both dynamical and sophisticated. Extracting its information has facilitated various
applications in the clinical medicine [1, 2, 3]. Recently we have reported a new kind of the
ABP waveform information, the beat-to-beat variability of morphology (var. of morph.),
which is associated with the condition of the patient undergoing liver transplant surgery
and their short-term outcome[4].

From the tens of thousands of pulses in a continuous 10-hour ABP signal waveform
of the same surgical patient, we have observed that no two pulses could be considered
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Figure 1: The original beat-to-beat pulses of three cases. Note that they share the same
y-axis range.

identical in terms of waveform morphology[5, 6, 7]. While the morphology of an ABP
waveform cycle is determined by the wave reflection of the blood flow from the heart to the
whole vascular tree in the human body[8], the variability of morphology could reflect the
numerous interactions between various physiological mechanisms everchanging to regulate
the cardiovascular system [4]. The above finding and the literature on the ABP waveform
[4, 7, 9] inspire us to investigation on the waveform of the photoplethysmography (PPG)
in the present study.

Although both ABP waveform and PPG waveform signals display pulsating waveform
signals, they are different. The invasive intra-arterial blood pressure measure allows
direct pressure measurement as well as waveform information in absolute unit via the
connecting pipe principle. Hence, ABP waveform information has be used to assess
various hidden conditions of the cardiovascular system [10, 6]. On the other hand, the
non-invasive PPG relies on the relative difference in different wavelength light absorption,
which requires frequent automatic adjustment in the signal processing stage to obtain the
arterial oximeter and the pulsation waveform displayed on the monitor. Therefore, while
the oximeter readings is indispensable in various situation of the clinical medicine, its
waveform signal is more susceptible to the interference from various external factors and
generally considered to be less reliable[11].

The Dynamic Diffusion Map (DDMap) algorithm was developed to tackle the multi-
variate nature of the cardiovascular waveform morphology [6, 9, 7]. By treating each one
segment of the waveform within a heart-beat cycle as a data point in high dimensional
space, DDMap yields the hidden structure of the data, which subsequently grants the
observation and quantification of the variability of morphology information. It is worth
mentioning that the DDMap algorithm possesses the abilities of revealing the inner
structure as well as the abilities of robustness in statistics [7, 12].

We hypothesized that the quantitative variability of morphology information could
be obtained from this physical modality. The motivation is that the non-invasive and
ubiquitous PPG could grant applications to wider biomedical situations than the direct
intra-arterial blood pressure waveform recorded exclusive in the operating room or the
critical care unit in the hospital. However, we still need to deal with several PPG signal
artifact problems, see Figure 1.

The original beat-to-beat pulses between three different cases in Figure 1 is used to
reveal the PPG signal artifacts such as: (1) Different cases and pulses have different
baselines; (2) The pulse dynamics are not significant and are divergented between each
cases and pulses; (3) The unavoidable noise interference of pulses while recording; and
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(4) The dispersion of pulses of a case cause by dynamical physiological conditions. The
first two problems can be eliminated by our standard preprocessing procedure. As
for the third and fourth problems, we propose the combination of windowing method
and the Wasserstein-1 distance with the DDMap algorithm to attenuate these artifacts.
The effectiveness of the variability of morphology information in the PPG signal is
demonstrated with clinical data.

2. Methodology

In this section, we elaborate the standard quantification of the variability of morphology
and the techniques we used to deal with the PPG signal artifact. In Section 2.1, the
collected PPG waveform is preprocessed in order to adopt the unsupervised manifold
learning technique, DDMap, which is fully explained in Section 2.2. Section 2.3 clarifies
how we quantify the waveform morphology. Section 2.4 describes the standard procedure
of obtaining the quantitative variability of morphology. Section 2.5 presents techniques
that aim to decrease the influence of signal artifacts and obtain better performances.
Finally, statistical analysis and sensitivity analysis between the variability of morphology
and the clinical scores systems is stated in Section 2.6 and Section 2.7, respectively.

2.1. Preprocessing of PPG waveform
The continuous physiological waveform dataset was collected from a single center

prospective observational study between 2018 and 2021 in Taipei Veterans General
Hospital, Taipei, Taiwan. 85 living donor liver recipients were recruited after Institutional
Review Board approval (IRB No.: 2017-12-003CC and 2020-08-005A) and written informed
consent obtained from each patient. The four signals of these 85 cases, including ABP,
PPG, central venous pressure (CVP), and electrocardiogram (ECG), were collected from
the patient monitor (GE CARESCAPETM B850, GE Healthcare, Chicago, IL) via the
data collection software S5 Collect (GE Healthcare). In this study, we focus on the PPG
signal to see how it performs with respect to the ABP signal.

To obtain consecutive pulses from continuous PPG waveform at 300 Hz sampling rate,
each pulse is automatically identified with the maximum of the first difference of the
systolic phase, which is the ascending part of the pulse. The whole pulse waveform could
be isolated accordingly in most situation. Next, pulses that have maximum or minimum
values not within reasonable range, or those that contain long straight lines, signifying
the signals have not been detected for a long period of time, are regarded as poor quality
pulses. These pulses are automatically identified, removed, and replaced by using linear
interpolation with respect to their time locations. Lastly, each pulse is subtracted by its
median as the baseline, then divided by its ℓ2-norm in order to increase its variability of
morphology and decrease the difference between pulses made by artifacts when recording
the waveform. Furthermore, they are truncated to the same length of 140 for the sake of
the subsequent works.

After the basic preprocessing, we remove the signal artifacts of the non-aligned pulses’
baseline between different cases, and the pulses dynamics’ shortage and divergence. But
in some rare occasion, as we see in the middle of Figure 3 and the left figure of Figure4(a),
the pulse waveform could also be modulated due to the inevitable transient noise in the
signal, or possibly a dynamical physiological condition rendered an atypical shape of the
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Algorithm 1 The pseudo-code of the Dynamic Diffusion Map (DDMap).
Input: X = {xi}n

i=1 ⊂ R140, 0 < q ≪ 140.
Output: Ψ = {Ψi}n

i=1 ⊂ Rq.

1: Construct an affinity matrix Wij = exp(−
∥xi − xj∥2

ℓ2

ε
) xi ∈ X, and ε is the 25-th

percentile of all pairwise points in X.
2: Construct a diagonal matrix D where Dii is the i-th row sum of W .
3: Compute the SVD of D−1W = UΛV T . Preserve only the (q + 1)-largest eigenpairs,

then discard the largest one.
4: Construct the DDMap embedding Ψi : xi → eT

i UΛ for i = 1, 2, ..., n.

ascending part of the pulse. We encounter this situation more frequently than in the ABP
waveform analysis in our previous work [4], which inevitably interfere the identification of
the systolic phase mentioned above. That is the technical issue we would addressed later.

2.2. Unsupervised manifold learning technique
The beat-to-beat variation of the morphology pulses within each heart beat cycle

is too subtle and sophisticated to be observed with the naked eye. Accordingly, we
treated each pulse as a high-dimensional data point, and the DDMap[9] is utilized to
find a lower-dimensional representation of the point cloud to visualizes the relationships
between beat-to-beat pulses in the high-dimensional space. The pseudo-code of the
DDMap algorithm is presented in Algorithm 1. In the algorithm, there are only one
manually chosen parameters 0 < q ≪ 140, which determines the dimension of the DDMap
embedding. We empirically set q = 15 whenever we use the DDMap algorithm. Note that
our input dataset X is a sequence of beat-to-beat pulses, and thus the output embedding Ψ
informs the time sequence of the pulses. This allow us to analyze the waveform dynamics
using the trajectory of DDMap embedding that evolve through time.

The DDMap algorithm works as following. In step 1, we construct a weighted graph
in form of the affinity matrix that forms on the high-dimensional dataset, where an edge
is close to 1 if the end points of the edge are close to each other in the high-dimensional
R140 space, and is close to 0 otherwise. And in step 2, a diagonal matrix with row sum of
the affinity matrix. In step 3, we first explicate the matrix D−1W then clarify why we
use singular value decomposition on it. The matrix D−1W is a transition matrix (Markov
chain), since all of its entries are nonnegative and all of its rows sum to 1. Note that the
ij-th element of a transition matrix represents the probability of transition in one time
step from xi to xj on the graph, p(xi, xj). Now, we obtain the diffusion distance (DDist)
pertaining to DDMap, as DDist(xi, xj) := ∥

∑
xk∈X p(xi, xk) − p(xk, xi)∥. DDist(xi, xj)

is small when there is a large number of short paths on the graph that connect xi and xj ,
and vice versa. The diffusion distance can be directly linked to the spectral properties
as DDist(xi, xj) := ∥

∑
xk∈X p(xi, xk) − p(xk, xi)∥ ≈ ∥eT

i UΛ − eT
j UΛ∥. Note that the

eigenvalues of D−1W is 1 = λ1 > λ2 ≥ λ3 · · · ≥ λn ≥ −1, the eigenvector corresponding
to eigenvalue 1 is a constant vector, and an eigenvalue reflects the importance of its
corresponding eigenvector. Therefore, we may discard the first eigenvector and choose a
proper q to embed the dataset into a much lower-dimensional euclidean space. As we
construct the embedding as in step 4, we are actually obtaining an embedding such that
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Figure 2: Example of using local scaling in constructing affinity matrix in the DDMap
algorithm. Left: A dataset with two groups of points (red and blue) having different
densities. Middle: Affinities between data points using global scaling. The black line
between pairwise points represent the affinity between them. The thicker it is, the stronger
the affinity between those pairwise points are, vice versa. Right: Affinities between data
points using local scaling. In this figure, we can see that the affinity between the blue
points is stronger with local scaling compared to global scaling, and that the affinity
between red points and blue points is relatively weaker. In this case, we can easily separate
two groups of points using DDMap algorithm since both groups are strongly connected
inside the groups and are poorly connected between two groups.

the euclidean distance between pairwise points in the low-dimensional space is roughly
equal to the DDist between those points.

In the case when a dataset contains clusters with different densities, which most of
the real-world dataset does, an affinity matrix using a global bandwidth in the DDMap
algorithm may fail to present the real connectivity between points. To avoid this, local-
scaling bandwidths [13] is used to construct a better affinity matrix instead. That is,
we change ε in step 2 of Algorithm 1 to ∥xi − xs∥ℓ2 , where xs ∈ X is the s-th nearest
neighbor of xi. Following the suggestion in [13] and taking into account the size of our
dataset, we choose s = 15 when using Algorithm 1 with local-scaling. See Figure 2 for the
difference between using a global bandwidth and local-scaling bandwidths in an affinity
matrix. From here on, when we mention the DDMap algorithm or the DDMap embedding,
we means the algorithm 1 with local scaling and its’ result.

2.3. Calculation of the variability of morphology
The DDMap embedding and its trajectory provides a concise overview of the complex

dynamical evolution. We further apply a moving median followed by a moving mean filter
to obtain the trend of trajectory. Suppose a case has L pulses and its embedding points
are {Φi}L

i=1, then the trend T of the embedding is

Ti = 1
k

i∑
m=i−k+1

median(Φm−(k+1)/2, ..., Φm+(k+1)/2) for i = 1, ..., L, (1)

where k is chosen manually. Note that those Φi with i < 1 or i > L were removed
from the median pool, same as for m. The fraction in front of the summation depends
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on the number of m that are summing up. See Figure 3 for the visualization of two
cases’ original signals without preprocessing, beat-to-beat pulses after preprocessing, their
DDMap embedding, and their trends.

Now, by exploiting the DDMap embedding trajectory and its trend, we may quantify
the variability of morphology. For each case, the variability of morphology

var. of morph. := 1
L − 1

L∑
i=2

∥Ti − Ti−1∥, (2)

which captured the slow-vary evolution, is calculated as the mean of distances between
each consecutive trend points, quantifying how fast the trend evolves. The variability of
morphology measures are intuitively derived from the trajectory structure to assess the
amount of waveform dynamics.

The trend preserved the relative slow movement component that is more relevant to
the inner dynamics of the cardiovascular system according to our previous study[4]. As
the fast movement part is often elicited by the variation of the venous blood returning
to the heart due to respiratory cycle, arrhythmia such as premature contracture, atrial
fibrillation, or even the transient motion artifact at the signal acquisition stage, the
physiological regulation mechanisms exert controls on the cardiovascular system at the
time scale longer than the breathing cycle[8].

2.4. Standard procedure of obtaining variability of morphology
First of all, we preprocess the PPG waveform into consecutive pulses as we described

in Section 2.1. One case is removed due to the shortness of pulse length after trimming,
and two cases are removed since they do not have enough legitimate pulses. Accordingly,
there are 82 cases of neohepatic phase.

To let the quantitative indices comparable and convenient in future applications,
we use presurgical PPG data of 85 cases as reference baseline dataset as we have done
previously[4].

For pulses of neohepatic phase of each case, we consider them as a non-baseline dataset
and compute them individually. A dataset that combines the baseline dataset and a
non-baseline dataset is formed, and a DDMap embedding that contains embedding of
baseline dataset and non-baseline dataset is obtained by running the DDMap algorithm.
Then, we compute the trends and variabilities of morphology of baseline dataset and
non-baseline dataset. To rescale the final non-baseline dataset’s variability of morphology,
we consider the formula

var. of morph.∗ = var. of morph. − median(pool of var. of morph.)
IQR(pool of var. of morph.) × 25 + 60, (3)

where pool of var. of morph. contains all variabilities of morphology of the baseline
dataset, and IQR is the abbreviation for interquartile range.

2.5. Techniques to deal with PPG signal artifact
Regarding noise effects and beat-to-beat pulses dispersion that cannot be eliminated

by standard perprocessing procedures, we additionally consider two techniques to deal
with them. The first technique is to replace the Euclidean distance d(xi, xj) = ∥xi − xj∥ℓ2
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Figure 3: From top to bottom: Continuous PPG waveform before preprocessing, consecu-
tive pulses after preprocessing, and DDMap embedding of two cases. In the embedding,
the light color paths indicate the trajectories, and the dark color paths indicate the trends.
The blue case has Meld_Na score 56, and the red case has Meld_Na score 5. In the figure
of embedding, we can see that a case with high Meld_Na score does not manifest intense
dynamical evolution of pulses, which also gives a slow evolution of trend points. On the
other hand, a case with low Meld_Na score gives a lot more complex dynamical change,
and thus a fast evolution of trend points. We may quantify the dynamical evolution of
trend points of cases then compute their correlations between Meld_Na score, etc. The
results of PPG signals expect to be similar to the results of ABP signal.
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with the Wasserstein-1 distance dw1(xi, xj) [14] in step 2 of Algorithm 1, which is out
of consideration for removing the dispersion characteristic. The second technique is the
Hamming window [15], which deal with both noise and dispersion artifact, and is further
applied in the signal preprocessing step.

The Hamming window is defined as Wi = 0.54 − 0.46 cos(2π( i
w−1 + 1

2 )), where
− w−1

2 ≤ i ≤ w−1
2 , w is an odd number. Suppose the neohepatic phase of a case has

pulses {xi}L
i=1, then applying the Hamming window to this case means to replace each

pulse xi by 1
w

∑(w−1)/2
j=−(w−1)/2 Wjxi+j . Note that those xi+j with i + j < 1 or i + j > L

were removed from the summation. The fraction in front of the summation depends on
the number of j that are summing up. See Figure 4(a) for the effect of the Hamming
window on pulses of a phase. This technique considers no only the signal itself, but also
its nearby signals, thereby reduces the signal noise and dispersion.

For the purpose of computing the Wasserstein-1 distance between pulses, we define
a level set with lines parallel to the x-axis, y-range be set to [−0.35, 0.4], and the step
of each level is 0.05. For pulses xi and xj , we compute the cumulative distribution
functions Fxi and Fxj of their level sets, then the Wasserstein-1 distance dw1(xi, xj) =∑150

t=1 |Fxi
(t) − Fxj

(t)|. See Figure 4(b) for an example of why using the Wasserstein-1
distance in the Algorithm 1 improves performance.

2.6. Statistical analysis
After obtaining the variability of morphology of the neohepatic phase of all cases, the

Spearman correlation coefficient (CC) is used to measure the linear relationship between
the variabilities of morphology and the clinical scores. Since the underlying distribution
of the indices is unknown, the bias-corrected and accelerated bootstrap using 100, 000
random samplings with replacement is exploited to establish the 95% confidential interval
of each CC. Also, a test of a null hypothesis that the distributions underlying the samples
are uncorrelated and normally distributed is performed, and the p-value is reported.

To investigate the effect of the Hamming window technique, we run the procedure on
the original dataset, which is obtained directly after the preprocessing, and on another
dataset where the Hamming window is applied. We examine the difference between
results of Algorithm 1 with affinity matrix using Euclidean distance and Wasserstein-1
distance. Also, we add the results of ABP signal obtained from the previous research to
compare the similarity of presentations among ABP and PPG signals. Accordingly, there
will be performances of five different models to discuss in this section.

For convenient, we named the five models as follows: model 1 is the case where the
original dataset and the Euclidean distance are used; model 2 is the case where the
hamming window dataset and the Euclidean distance are used; model 3 is the case where
the original dataset and the Wasserstein-1 distance are used; model 4 is the case where
the hamming window dataset and the Wasserstein-1 distance are used; and model ABP,
which is shown for comparing the results between ABP and PPG signals.

We compare the variability of morphology of five models with the revised Model for
End-Stage Liver Disease (MELD_Na) [16, 17] and the early allograft failure (EAF) scores,
including L-GrAFT10 [18, 19] and the EASE score [20]. These score systems has been
developed by the combination of laboratory examination results to access the liver disease
acuity of a patient. The higher the MELD_Na score means higher priority for liver
transplant surgery. Similarly, higher L-GrAFT10 and the EASE scores suggest worsen
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(a)

(b)

Figure 4: (a) Example of using window technique. Left: Pulses without windowing. Right:
Pulses with Hamming window of w = 11. This technique reduce the noise and dispersion
of a signal by not only consider the signal itself but also it’s nearby signals. (b) Example
of using Wasserstein-1 distance. In the left figure, the red and green lines are non-align
pulses, which is originally located at the black line, and the blue line is another pulse.
Ideally, the distance between red and green lines in high-dimensional space should be
closer than the distances between both lines and blue line. If we use Euclidean distances
to compute the affinity matrix, then the distance between red and blue lines is 0.68, and
the distance between green and blue lines is 1.32. However, the distance between red and
green lines is 0.86. On the other hand, if we use Wasserstein-1 distance, the distance
between red and blue lines is 34.50, the distance between green and blue line is 52.74,
and the distance between red and green lines is 26.57. Accordingly, the Wasserstein-1
distance between non-align pulses is smaller than the Wasserstein-1 distances between
both non-align pulses to the blue pulse. The right figure shows the level sets of the three
pulses. We can see the level set of red and green pulses are more similar than the level
set of blue pulse. In fact, red and green lines coincide after x = 66.

outcome after the transplant surgery. As higher variability of morphology is associated
with better condition, which means lower clinical scores, the theoretical perfect CC is −1.

2.7. Sensitivity analysis
In the whole procedure, there are two manually chosen parameters: Hamming window

size w whenever we uses the Hamming window technique, and trend step size k when
calculating trends. Sensitivity analysis is created to exam how variations in the uncertain

9



Figure 5: The visualization of the Spearman correlation coefficients and the 95% confiden-
tial intervals between variability of morphology of five models and three clinical scores.

parameters w and k affect the performances of the procedure, and for testing the robustness
of the performance in the presence of uncertainties. Note that when there are two input
uncertainties, it involves calculating how much the performance of procedure changes
when we make an adjustment to one of its input variables while keeping another as a
constant.

3. Result

3.1. Statistical analysis
The visualization of the CCs and the 95% confidential intervals between variability of

morphology of five models and clinical scores, including MELD_Na, L-GrAFT10, and
EASE score, are presented in Figure 5. The detail of the results, which we mentioned in
the Section 2.6, will shown in the form (a1, [a2, a3], a4, a5) with explicit values, where a1
is the correlation coefficient, [a2, a3] is the 95% confidential interval, a4 is the p-value of
the null hypothesis test, and a5 is the number of comparing cases. The null hypothesis
test is consider notable(mark as ∗) when the p-value is less than 0.01, and is consider
significant(mark as ∗∗) when the p-value is less than 0.001.

The results between MELD_Na score and the variability of morphology of the five
models are: model 1 (-0.329, [-0.47, -0.16], 0.003∗, 82); model 2: (-0.359, [-0.50, -0.19],
0.001∗, 82); model 3: (-0.333, [-0.49, -0.14], 0.002∗, 82); model 4: (-0.384, [-0.53, -0.20],
0.00037∗∗, 82); and model ABP: (-0.430, [-0.62, -0.21], 0.00005∗∗, 83). For MELD_Na
score, p-values are all notable or significant. The CCs and p-value both indicates that the
correlations between the five models’ variability of morphology and the MELD_Na score
are strong.

The results between L-GrAFT10 score and the variability of morphology of the five
models are: model 1: (-0.230, [-0.39, -0.05], 0.038, 82); model 2: (-0.303, [-0.44, -0.14],
0.006∗, 82); model 3: (-0.261, [-0.44, -0.05], 0.018, 82); model 4: (-0.321, [-0.49, -0.11],
0.003∗, 82); and model ABP: (-0.310, [-0.51, -0.09], 0.003∗, 83).

The results between EASE score and the variability of morphology of the five models
are: model 1: (-0.261, [-0.41, -0.07], 0.019, 80); model 2: (-0.274, [-0.41, -0.12], 0.014, 80);
model 3: (-0.275, [-0.44, -0.09], 0.014, 80); model 4: (-0.306, [-0.42, -0.15], 0.006∗, 80);
and model ABP: (-0.320, [-0.52, -0.09], 0.0033∗, 81).
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For the four PPG models we performed, using either the technique of Hamming
window (model 2) or Wasserstein-1 distance in the DDMap algorithm (model 3) gives
better results compare to the result of standard procedure (model 1). Most of the time,
using only Hamming window is more effective than using only Wasserstein-1 distance.
Thus, it is normal to think that using both Hamming window and Wasserstein-1 distance
(model 4) gives the best performance, and the results do confirm this conclusion. That
is, the performance of model 4 gives best CCs between PPG variability of morphology
and all three clinical scores. The CCs all exceed -0.3, and the p-values are all notable or
significant.

We compare the results of best PPG model (model 4) with the results of model
ABP. The CCs between the model 4’s variability of morphology and the model ABP’s
variability of morphology are all exceptionally similar above our expectation, since their
CC differences are only up to a gap of ±0.05. Note the in the case of L-GrAFT10 score,
CC of model 4 even exceed CC of model ABP. Also, the 95% confidential intervals of
model 4 are all shorter with respect to model ABP, which indicates a more precise CC of
model 4.

3.2. Sensitivity analysis
The sensitivity analysis of these four models is used to test the effect of different trend

step size k and Hamming window size w to the four PPG models, and to determine whether
the variability of morphology are sensitive to the behavior of the chosen parameter. The
results of the sensitivity analysis by the CCs between various variability of morphology
indices of the four models and the Meld_Na score are shown in Figure 6. Note that
for model 2 and 4, we first fix w = 0 and test the parameter k, which have the same
results of testing k for model 1 and 3 respectively. Hence, we skip to show the sensitivity
analysis of model 2 and 4 for testing the parameter k. Then, we fix k that provide the
best performance and test the parameter w for each two models.

The Spearman correlation between the four models of neohepatic phase and the
Meld_Na score are statistical significant among all k from 5 to 129 (Figure 6(c)), expect
of model 1 and model 2, which become significant from k = 9 (Figure 6(a)). The variability
of morphology of Model 1 and 3 reaches the best correlation at k = 25 and k = 109
respectively. As for the Spearman correlation between model 2 and 4 and the Meld_Na
score are statistical significant among all w from 5 to 129 (Figure 6(b) and (d)). The
variability of morphology of Model 2 and 4 reaches the best correlation at w = 29 and
w = 21 respectively.

As for confirming whether the variability of morphology show smooth curve for the four
models, we use all the differences between adjacent CCs for quantifying the smoothness
of the curve. The result of the differences will shown in the form (a1, [a2, a3], a4), where
a1 is the mean; [a2, a3] is the minimum and maximum; and a4 is the IQR. For parameter
k of model 1 and 2, the differences between adjacent CCs for the correlations between
MELD_Na score and the variability of morphology are (0.006, [0.0002, 0.018], 0.005);
For parameter k of model 3 and 4, the differences are (0.006, [0.0004, 0.054], 0.003); And
for parameter w of model 2 and 4, the differences are (0.004, [0.0001, 0.014], 0.004) and
(0.006, [0.0004, 0.021], 0.006) respectively. Note that we start from k = 9 when calculating
differences for parameter k of model 1 and 2, since the CC of k = 5 is not statistical
significant.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 6: Figure (a) to (d) is the sensitivity analysis of model 1 to 4 respectively, presented
by the Spearman correlation coefficients between various variability of morphology indices
and MELD_Na score.
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The sensitivity analysis shows that all differences between adjacent CCs are small for
the correlations between Meld_Na and the variability of morphology of the four models,
indicating the variability of morphology of all four models achieved consistent correlation
and minimal fluctuation from a wide range of parameters k and w. This result concludes
that the derivations of the variability of morphology of all four models are robust and
insensitive to the two input parameters.

4. Discussion

Our results indicate that the variability of morphology obtained from PPG waveform
correlates with clinical conditions at a level approaching that of ABP waveform. It
suggests that the waveform signal data captured from a noninvasive sensor possess the
information of the variability of morphology, which may grant more applications in the
future.

4.1. Signal processing perspective
The Hamming window suppresses the fluctuation of the PPG waveform, while the

employment of Wasserstein-1 distance alleviate the imperfection of the automatic pulse
data isolation. Both provide improved metric for the affinity matrix in DDMap algorithm,
which yields the manifold to quantify the variability of morphology.

The DDMap algorithm used to calculate variability of morphology possesses theoretical
robustness[7, 12, 9], which has been demonstrated in the sensitivity analysis also[4]. Our
methodology in this study not only improves performance but also maintains robustness
as shown by sensitivity analysis, which enhances applicability in the future.

It is worth mentioning that our PPG data benefited from several favorable conditions.
The consistent anesthetic management throughout the surgery ensured the immobilization,
maintained the adequate fluid status of the cardiovascular system, and stabilized the
autonomic nerve system, all of which promote a favorable signal acquisition condition. It
is important to caution that when employing a PPG sensor for various applications, these
factors should be carefully considered. For example, violent physiological responses could
be elicited by events such as stressful emotion, hungry or environmental temperature on
a healthy human. Under such condition of peripheral vascular constriction, PPG is more
susceptible than the direct ABP.

4.2. Biomedical perspective
For clinical perspective, the results of PPG data show the variability of morphology in

the neohepatic phase is associated with favorable clinical condition, which is in consistent
with the ABP data counterpart in our previous study[4]. As both PPG and ABP signal
data are available during the surgery, timely assessment is an advantage over the laboratory
examination. The beat-to-beat variation in waveform morphology presents both in both
ABP waveform and PPG waveform imply other physical modalities of the cardiovascular
waveform signal could capture the information, which is intrinsic in physiology. As the
pulsatile waveform morphology is the summation of the wave traveling and reflecting
throughout the vascular tree, we envision the signal data captured at different sites,
whether upper limbs, lower limbs, cervical area, or their combination could provide more
versatile application to reveal the human body condition.
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The association between variability of morphology and clinical condition is reminiscent
of HRV. While their notions seem similar at first glance, there are differences in physiology.
The mechanism underlying HRV is mainly the cardiac sympathetic nerve system and the
vagal nerve exerting opposite effect on the pacemaker of the heart – the sinoatrial node.
The variability of morphology could be regulated by the various controlling mechanism of
the cardiovascular system, which could include the local blood flow regulation of several
visceral organs, and the globalized (and possibly oversimplified) concepts of vascular
tone and fluid status. The HRV is the variation of the instantaneous heart rate, an
one-dimensional time series, while the successive pulse waveform is multivariate time
series, which mandates our methodology[4]. Therefore seeing them as the extensions
of the heart rate and blood pressure, we speculate HRV has more direct association to
autonomic nerve system while the waveform variability of morphology is more related
with the cardiovascular system.

4.3. Limitation and applicability
Although our PPG results are encouraging, extending the variability of morphology

toward more applications may require some consideration of its limitations. It may
require stable physiological conditions and minimal interference of sensor data acquisition,
requiring the finger or hand to be as still as possible.

Despite the differences, there should be intangible physiological interaction between
HRV and the variability of morphology in cardiovascular waveform. Therefore, we
anticipate that the combination of the two may provide a more comprehensive assessment
in humans, worthy of future studies.

5. Conclusion

The beat-to-beat variability of morphology in PPG signal data presents the association
with clinical condition via quantification based on unsupervised manifold learning.
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