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Abstract 

Baroreflex is critical to maintain the blood pressure homeostasis, and the quantification of the 

baroreflex regulation function (BRF) can provide guidance for disease diagnosis, treatment and 

healthcare. Current quantification of the BRF such as baroreflex sensitivity cannot represent 

the BRF systematically. From the perspective of complex systems, we regard that the BRF is 

the emergence result of the diverse states and interactions in the physiological mechanisms. 

Therefore, the three-layer emergence is constructed in this work, which is from the 

physiological mechanisms to the physiological indexes and then to the BRF. On this basis, 

since the entropy in statistical physics macroscopically measures the diversity of the system’s 

states, a new index called the PhysioEnt is proposed to represent the BRF and quantify the 

physical relationships between the BRF and four physiological indexes, baroreflex sensitivity, 

heart rate, heart rate variability, and systolic blood pressure. Based on the proposed method, 

some new findings with medical significance are obtained, including the mechanisms that 

aging and obesity affect the resting-condition BRF are different, and the resting-condition 

BRFs of men and older people depend more on the physiological processes among 

organs/tissues. Based on the measurable indexes, the proposed method would support the 

individualized medicine prospectively. 

1. Introduction 

The arterial baroreceptor reflex (referred to baroreflex) is one of the mechanisms for 

maintaining the blood pressure homeostasis, and the baroreflex function, i.e. BRF, is to restore 

the deviated blood pressure to optimal level in short time. The weakening or failure of BRF 

plays an important role in various diseases: not only the chronic diseases such as hypertension, 

postural hypotension, and paroxysmal syncope [1], but also some acute lethal conditions such 

as stroke [2] and myocardial infarction [3]. If we can figure out some quantitative indexes to 

represent the intensity of BRF and model the relationships between the BRF and some 

measurable physiological indexes related to baroreflex, especially including blood pressure, 

heart rate, heart rate variability, and baroreflex sensitivity, we can provide support for the 

individual diagnosis, treatment, and health management of related diseases. 
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To quantify the BRF, some researches focused on the typical physiological indexes and 

construct the relation curves between these indexes based on experiments. Such relation curves 

include the curves of baroreflex sensitivity with peripheral osmolality [4] and blood volume 

[5], and the curves of blood pressure with carotid sinus pressure [6], R-R interval [7] and nerve 

activity [8, 9]. However, these physiological indexes cannot systematically characterize the 

BRF actually. For instance, the typical quantification of the BRF, baroreflex sensitivity, has 

been proved that it mainly reflect the function of the efferent nerves but not the afferent 

pathway [10, 11]. In addition, the relation curves obtained by experiments cannot clearly 

correspond to specific physiological mechanisms, which limits the appliances in the disease 

diagnosis and treatment. 

Some researches adopted differential equations and automatic control models to quantify 

the BRF based on the physiological mechanisms, such as the modeling of the cardiovascular 

and autonomic nervous system [12-16], and coupling modeling with other physiological 

systems [17-19]. However, such researches still have some problems: due to the complexity of 

human physiological mechanisms, the accurate modeling requires a large amount of detailed 

data and information which are difficult to obtain limited by experimental conditions. 

Specifically, when determining the parameters of a control element, the measurements in the 

open-loop case are necessary to exclude the influences of other control elements. For this 

purpose, the normal regulation would be blocked, and certain organs would be isolated out [20]. 

However, such experiments are forbidden for human ethically. Many researches applied the 

results from animal experiments instead [21, 22], but the applicability of these results to human 

is quite doubtful.  

Some researches utilized the information-based methods [23-26] to analyze the 

information flows and causal relationships among the physiological indexes, including blood 

pressure, pulse interval, and sympathetic nervous activity. In addition, the concept of the 

physiological network was proposed to model the interactions among various indexes [27]. 

These researches constructed the interactions among the measurable indexes, which provided 

concise descriptions of the complex physiological mechanisms. However, these researches still 

lacked a systematic representation of the BRF over the interactions among indexes. 

From the above literature review, it can be realized that we still lack a quantitative 

relationship between a systematic index of the BRF and measurable physiological indexes. 

Actually, some medical researches have identified the relationships between the diversity of 

measurable physiological indexes and the resting-condition baroreflex. Cloarec [28] and 

Nikolaou [29] reported that there are spontaneous fluctuations of the indexes related to the 

resting-condition baroreflex without external perturbations. The studies from Meyer [30] and 

He [31] showed that, for healthy individuals, the physiological indexes usually remain in 

relatively stable fluctuating states, neither chaotic and disordered, nor unchangeable. In 

contrast, many pathological conditions are accompanied by an alteration or disappearance of 

typical fluctuations [32]. Furthermore, the fluctuations of physiological indexes originate from 

the intrinsic regulation mechanisms [33, 34]. Chiesa [35] and Hu [36] also pointed out that the 

fluctuating states reflect the complicated coupling of the components in the baroreflex-related 

regulation. In other words, the regulation function emerges from these states and interactions 

[37].  

The above physiological findings and statistical physics inspire our thinking: we can 

systematically quantify BRF directly based on the physiological mechanisms and the easily 

measured data of physiological indexes in clinic and daily life by using the method of entropy. 

In statistical physics, entropy is a systematical characterization of the microscopic diversity, 

and it has been successfully adopted to describe the complex systems such as robot groups [38], 

urban development [39], and proteins [40]. Therefore, it is sound to utilize the entropy to 

construct the connection between the BRF and physiological mechanisms. 



In this work, we focus on the resting-condition BRF and construct the emergence from 

the baroreflex mechanisms to the physiological indexes and then to the BRF quantified by the 

entropy. Specifically, four indexes, baroreflex sensitivity, systolic blood pressure, heart rate, 

and heart rate variability, can represent different mechanisms respectively. Based on the four 

indexes, a maximum entropy model is constructed to calculate the entropy and characterize the 

resting-condition BRF. We then propose a relative contribution index to study and compare 

the effects of specific physiological processes and organs/tissues on the resting-condition BRF. 

The monitoring data of more than 1000 individuals from Jena University Hospital is utilized 

to establish the model and conduct analysis. And the medical findings can support the diagnosis, 

treatment, and healthcare of related diseases. Furthermore, since the proposed methods in this 

work are based on measurable physiological indexes, they can be adopted briefly in daily life 

with the appliance of wearable devices, and support the individualized healthcare.  

2. The emergence in the resting-condition BRF 

Baroreflex is a typical feedback regulation, and the physiological mechanisms of the baroreflex 

can be concluded as: when blood pressure fluctuates, the blood vessels stretch, and the 

baroreceptors are stimulated. The nerve impulses are integrated in the nerve centers and affect 

the sympathetic and parasympathetic activities. Then the sinus nodes and other effectors are 

innervated to achieve the short-term regulation of blood pressure. For the resting condition, it 

can be assumed that the sympathetic activity is essentially unchanged and has little effect on 

the regulation of blood pressure [11]. 

To represent the above complicated physiological mechanisms, some physiological 

indexes are proposed. Physiological indexes represent whether the organs/tissues in the 

baroreflex achieve their functions, and also reflect whether the physiological processes among 

the organs/tissues are normal.  

Among various indexes, baroreflex sensitivity (BRS) is the typical index to measure the 

behavior of the baroreflex. However, essentially, BRS describes the reflex effect of the sinus 

nodes in response to the nerve impulses, but cannot accurately reflect how the nerve impulses 

generate [41]. In other words, BRS mainly represents the function of the efferent 

parasympathetic nerves, and reflects the process that the parasympathetic nerves innervate the 

sinus nodes and regulate blood pressure. But BRS cannot reflect the process in the afferent 

pathway [10]. 

For this point, heart rate variability (HRV) is calculated and studied. Studies showed that 

HRV can effectively quantify the nerve impulses in the afferent pathway, especially the 

parasympathetic activities [42, 43]. Therefore, HRV represents the function of the afferent 

parasympathetic nerves, and reflects the process that the baroreceptors generate impulses and 

stimulate the parasympathetic nerves [44].  

In addition to the functions of the nerves in the baroreflex, the functions of the effectors, 

i.e. the sinus nodes and the blood vessels, should be considered. The function of the sinus nodes 

is to generate electrical impulses and cause the heartbeats. Therefore, heart rate (HR) is the 

index that directly represents the function of the sinus nodes. In the baroreflex, the blood 

vessels are pressed, and the baroreceptors are stimulated. Systolic blood pressure (SBP) 

directly indicates how much the artery walls are exerted by the blood, and has significant 

relationships with the vascular elasticity and the stretching of vessel walls [45, 46]. Therefore, 

SBP is utilized to represent the function of the blood vessels in this work. 

According to the above analysis, the four measurable physiological indexes, BRS, HRV, 

HR, and SBP can cover the main organs/tissues and physiological processes in the resting-

condition baroreflex. Neither of them, including BRS, can comprehensively represent the 

regulation function alone, but the synergy and interaction among these indexes can emerge the 



resting-condition BRF. Therefore, the emergence process from the physiological mechanisms 

to the physiological indexes and then to the BRF can be constructed. Specifically, the 

baroreflex physiological mechanisms are in the bottom layer, which contain the specific 

organs/tissues and physiological processes. The physiological indexes BRS, SBP, HR, and 

HRV belong to the middle layer, and the interactions among the indexes should be considered 

due to the coupling of the mechanisms. Finally, the resting-condition BRF is in the top layer. 

Such an emergence process is conceptualized in Figure 1.  

 

Figure 1. Emergence from the physiological mechanisms to the physiological indexes and the BRF. (A): For the 

physiological mechanisms, the nodes indicate the organs/tissues, and the arrows indicate the physiological 

processes, where: I) Impulses generated by the baroreceptors transmit through the afferent pathway and integrate 

in the nerve centers; II) The nerve centers innervate the parasympathetic activities; III) The parasympathetic 

nerves innervate the sinus nodes to change heart rate; IV) Heart rate influences blood pressure and the stretching 

of the blood vessels; V) The baroreceptors sense the stretching. The dashed parts indicate the emerged indexes 

corresponding to different organs/tissues and processes. (B): The physiological indexes, BRS, SBP, HR, and HRV, 

emerge from the physiological mechanisms. The arrows indicate the possible interactions among the indexes. 

According to the review in section 1, it is reasonable to regard that the fluctuations of 

BRS’s, SBP’s, HR’s and HRV’s states characterize the resting-condition BRF. If we can 

quantify the fluctuations of the four indexes, we can quantitatively evaluate the resting-

condition BRF based on these indexes. 

3. Methods 

3.1. The physiological entropy and the maximum entropy model 

Entropy is the foundation of statistical physics and measures the diversity of a thermodynamic 

system. Shannon developed the entropy in information theory, which measures the diversity 

inherent to the states of systems. The entropy of a discrete random variable X was proposed 

first, and then the concept of entropy was extended by Shannon to the continuous condition, as 

shown in Eq. 1: 



𝐻(𝑋) =

{
 
 

 
 −∑𝑃(𝑥𝑖)ln𝑃(𝑥𝑖)

𝑛

𝑖=1

, if X is discrete-valued

−∫𝑃(𝑥)ln𝑃(𝑥) , if X is continuous-valued

(1) 

where: 𝐻(𝑋) is the entropy of X and P is the probability of X. 

Further, Jaynes figured out that statistical physics is only to do probabilistic inferences 

from limited information and, therefore, combined the entropy in statistical physics and 

information theory [47, 48]. In a word, entropy macroscopically measures how a system’s 

microscopic diversity emerges the system’s behaviors and the capacities of the system’s 
functions. Therefore, it can quantify the fluctuating states of the four physiological indexes; 

consequently, construct the connection between the BRF and physiological mechanisms.  

The states of the four physiological indexes, i.e., BRS, SBP, HR, and HRV, form a four-

dimensional continuous-valued vector. However, when calculating the entropy of the 

continuous-valued vector, the continuous entropy in Eq. 1 has been proved to be problematic 

[49]. Therefore, in this work, the continuous indexes are normalized and partitioned into fixed 

value spaces for discretization, which is further introduced in section 3.3. Through the data 

preprocessing, the four-dimensional vector composed of the discrete random variables 

representing the physiological indexes, 𝐱 = {𝑥BRS, 𝑥SBP, 𝑥HR , 𝑥HRV}, can be obtained. And the 

physiological entropy S, PhysioEnt for short, can be defined as: 

𝑆 = −∑𝑃(𝐱)ln𝑃(𝐱)

𝐱

(2) 

According to Eq. 2, the more diverse the states of physiological indexes are, the more 

significant the fluctuations are; and then the larger the PhysioEnt is; otherwise, the smaller 

PhysioEnt corresponds to the less significant fluctuations. Since it is reported [30, 31] that the 

fluctuations of physiological indexes in healthy individuals are in a relatively stable range, the 

PhysioEnt is also supposed to be within a stable range for healthy individuals. In other words, 

the PhysioEnt is a kind of performance index to evaluate the resting-condition BRF. If the 

PhysioEnt of an individual from some population exceeds the limits of this population’s stable 

range, it suggests that this individual may be in some unhealthy state. 

Further, when calculating the PhysioEnt, it is expected to be based on the physical model 

that can reflect the physiological mechanisms rather than the phenomenological statistical 

estimates. Therefore, the principle of maximum entropy is adopted, and the maximum entropy 

model of the P(x) in Eq. 2 is constructed. The principle of maximum entropy indicates that the 

probability distribution with the largest entropy is the best choice to represent the current 

knowledge about a system [47, 48], which provides brief and conservative solutions for 

systems. The maximum entropy model is the model which can judge and quantify the 

interactions among the factors in a system, and has been generally utilized in biology and 

medical fields, such as the gene regulation [50] and the brain connectivity [51]. Specifically, 

in the maximum entropy model, the interactions among factors are represented by the model 

components composed of these factors. In this work, to calculate the PhysioEnt and reflect the 

physiological mechanisms, the basic form of the maximum entropy model of P(x) can be 

written as: 

𝑃(𝐱) =
1

𝑍
exp [∑ 𝜆𝜇𝑓𝜇(𝐱)

𝑁

𝜇=1

] (3) 

where Z is a parameter for normalization, 𝑓𝜇(𝐱) means the 𝜇th model component, 𝜆𝜇 is the 

model parameter corresponding to 𝑓𝜇(𝐱) and N is the total number of components. 



Different model components represent different inter-dependencies among the indexes, 

and will lead to different maximum entropy models. Besides the independent effects reflected 

by 𝑥BRS, 𝑥SBP, 𝑥HR  and 𝑥HRV, the interactions between two indexes can be represented by the 

model components obtained by multiplying two indexes, i.e. 𝑥BRS𝑥SBP . Similarly, the 

interactions among three indexes and four indexes can also be represented by model 

components such as 𝑥BRS𝑥SBP𝑥HR  and 𝑥BRS𝑥SBP𝑥HR𝑥HRV . The models considering the 

interactions between two indexes, among three indexes and among four indexes are 

respectively called Pairwise model PII(x), Triplet model PIII(x) and Quaternion model PIV(x). 

For example, the specific form of PII(x) is: 

𝑃II(𝐱) =
1

𝑍II

exp [∑ 𝜆II
𝜇
𝑓II
𝜇(𝐱)

10

𝜇=1

]

=
1

𝑍II

exp[𝜆II
1𝑥BRS𝑥SBP + 𝜆II

2𝑥BRS𝑥HR + 𝜆II
3𝑥BRS𝑥HRV + 𝜆II

4𝑥SBP𝑥HR

+ 𝜆II
5𝑥SBP𝑥HRV + 𝜆II

6𝑥HR𝑥HRV + 𝜆II
7𝑥BRS + 𝜆II

8𝑥SBP + 𝜆II
9𝑥HR + 𝜆II

10𝑥HRV], 𝑍II

=∑exp [∑ 𝜆II
𝜇
𝑓II
𝜇(𝐱)

10

𝜇=1

]

𝐱

 

(4) 

For the solutions of the model parameters, 𝜆𝑘
𝜇
, 𝑘 = II, III, IV, we adopt the iterative scaling 

algorithm [52]: 

(𝜆𝑘
𝜇
)
𝑡+1

= (𝜆𝑘
𝜇
)
𝑡
+ 𝛼 × sign(〈𝑓𝑘

𝜇(𝐱)〉𝐷) × ln (
〈𝑓𝑘
𝜇(𝐱)〉𝐷

〈𝑓𝑘
𝜇(𝐱)〉𝑡

) (5) 

where: (𝜆𝑘
𝜇
)
𝑡
 is the 𝜆𝑘

𝜇
 after the 𝑡th iteration; 〈𝑓𝑘

𝜇(𝐱)〉𝐷 is the expectation of 𝑓𝑘
𝜇(𝐱) calculated 

by data, 〈𝑓𝑘
𝜇(𝐱)〉𝑡  is the expectation of 𝑓𝑘

𝜇(𝐱) in the model after the 𝑡th  iteration, α  is the 

learning rate that is set as 0.75 and sign(∙) is the signum function which is defined as sign(𝑥) =

{
−1 if 𝑥<0,
0 if 𝑥=0,
1 if 𝑥>0.

. The stop condition of the iteration is that: ∑ {
|〈𝑓𝑘

𝜇
(𝐱)〉𝐷−〈𝑓𝑘

𝜇
(𝐱)〉𝑡|

〈𝑓
𝑘
𝜇
(𝐱)〉𝐷

× 100%} ≤
𝑁𝑘
𝜇=1

0.5%, where 𝑁𝑘  is the total number of the model components. 〈𝑓𝑘
𝜇(𝐱)〉𝑡 is calculated by the 

Metropolis-Hasting algorithm. 

The rationalities of PII(x), PIII(x), and PIV(x) can be computed based on the multi-

information ratio, 𝜂𝑘  [53] to support the model selection: 

𝜂𝑘 =
𝑆ind − 𝑆𝑘
𝑆ind − 𝑆𝐷

, 𝑘 = II, III, IV (6) 

where: 𝑆ind is the PhysioEnt of Pind(x). Pind(x) is the distribution considering no interaction, 

that is, 𝑃ind(𝐱) = 𝑃(𝑥BRS) × 𝑃(𝑥SBP) × 𝑃(𝑥HR) × 𝑃(𝑥HRV) , and 𝑃(𝑥BRS), 𝑃(𝑥SBP), 𝑃(𝑥HR) 
and 𝑃(𝑥HRV) are the marginal distributions of the corresponding indexes; 𝑆𝑘  is the PhysioEnt 

of Pk(x) and SD is the PhysioEnt of the observed data. 𝜂𝑘 measures the similarity between Pk(x) 

and data in terms of information gain. The closer to 1 the 𝜂𝑘  is, the more reliable Pk(x) is. 

3.2. The relative contributions of the model components 

From the perspective of the model itself, it is composed of various model components. Take 

PII(x) as an example: the model components in PII(x) can be divided into interactive 

components including 𝑥BRS𝑥SBP , 𝑥BRS𝑥HR , 𝑥BRS𝑥HRV , 𝑥SBP𝑥HR , 𝑥SBP𝑥HRV  and 𝑥HR𝑥HRV , and 

independent components including 𝑥BRS , 𝑥SBP, 𝑥HR and 𝑥HRV .  



From Figure 1, we can figure out that these independent components correspond to the 

elements in the physiological indexes layer. And these interactive components correspond to 

the interactions between every two elements in this layer. Further, we can regard the interactive 

components as specific physiological processes in the physiological mechanisms layer (see 

Supplementary Texts in Supplementary materials for details), and regard the independent 

components as specific organs/tissues (see section 2 for details). Therefore, if we can figure 

out how much each component contributes to PII(x), the corresponding results can indicate how 

and how much the associated physiological processes or organs/tissues make effects on the 

resting-condition BRF. 

To quantify the contribution of each model component, we propose the concept of relative 

contribution and its quantitative index RC. First, we define the concept of generalized energy, 

E(x), as shown in Eq. 7, where 𝑓II
𝜇(𝐱) represents the 𝜇th  model component and 𝜆II

𝜇
 is the 

corresponding parameter. According to Eq. 4, E(x) is the numerator of PII(x), and the total 

number of model components of PII(x) is 10. 

𝐸(𝐱) = exp [∑𝜆II
𝜇
𝑓II
𝜇(𝐱)

10

𝜇=1

] =∏exp[𝜆II
𝜇
𝑓II
𝜇(𝐱)]

10

𝜇=1

(7) 

Since the denominator of PII(x) is a parameter for normalization, the value of E(x) 

determines the value of PII(x), and then determines the value of the PhysioEnt according to Eq. 

2. The greater the E(x) is, the greater the PII(x) is, and the greater possibility that the values of 

indexes are x is. 

Then, the energy proportion of the 𝜈th model component given x, 𝑅𝑣(𝐱), is defined. 𝑅𝑣(𝐱) 
represents the portion of E(x) occupied by the 𝜈th model component given x. Since E(x) is 

calculated by multiplying the exponential functions of all model components, 𝑅𝑣(𝐱) can be 

expressed as: 

𝑅𝑣(𝐱) =
exp[𝜆II

𝜈𝑓II
𝜈(𝐱)]

𝐸(𝐱)
=

1

∏ exp[𝜆II
𝜇
𝑓II
𝜇(𝐱)]𝜇≠𝑣

(8) 

The greater the 𝑅𝑣(𝐱) is, the more significantly E(x) depends on the 𝜈th model component. 

Therefore, it can be inferred that the 𝜈th model component contributes more significantly to 

PII(x) and the PhysioEnt. Based on 𝑅𝑣(𝐱), 𝑅𝐶𝑣 is defined as the result after normalizing for all 

model components and averaging for all x, as shown in Eq. 9. Essentially, 𝑅𝐶𝑣 reflects the 

contribution of the 𝜈th model component to PII(x) and the PhysioEnt. 

𝑅𝐶𝑣 =∑
𝑅𝑣(𝐱)

∑ 𝑅𝜇(𝐱)
10
𝜇=1

𝑃II(𝐱)

𝐱

(9) 

For the interactive components, a large RC indicates that the interaction between the 

associated two indexes contributes more to the BRF. Furthermore, this may suggest the BRF 

depends more on the corresponding physiological process. For the independent components, 

the larger RC indicates that the corresponding index makes a more significant independent 

effect on the BRF. And this may suggest that the BRF depends more on the function of the 

corresponding organs/tissues. In other words, the corresponding organs/tissues may be less 

susceptible to other organs/tissues.  

3.3. Data description, preprocessing, and calculation 

The dataset from Jena University Hospital is utilized, which contains the resting recordings of 

ECG and continuous noninvasive blood pressure of 1121 healthy individuals [54, 55]. The 

criterion of healthy individuals is that the individuals do not have any medical conditions, 



illegal drugs or medication potentially influencing cardiovascular function. And there is no 

pathological finding according to thorough physical examination, resting electrocardiography 

and routine laboratory parameters (electrolytes, basic metabolic panel, and blood count). And 

the strict examination and record procedure ensure that the data can reflect the spontaneous 

regulation in the resting condition of healthy individuals. The labels of the dataset include age, 

gender and BMI. The ages range between 18 and 92 are divided into 15 groups for privacy, 

which are shown in Table 1.  
Table 1. Age groups and corresponding ages in the dataset. 

Age group 1 2 3 4 5 

Age/years 18~19 20~24 25~29 30~34 35~39 

Age group 6 7 8 9 10 

Age/years 40~44 45~49 50~54 55~59 60~64 

Age group 11 12 13 14 15 

Age/years 65~69 70~74 75~79 80~84 85~92 

 

Original data contains blood pressure, electrocardiosignal and corresponding time. The 

blood pressure is measured continuously using the vascular unloading technique [56]. In short, 

a cuff around the finger is controlled to maintain constant pressure, and the blood volume is 

recorded via photoplethysmography. With non-varying cuff pressure, the acquired blood 

volume can be mapped to blood pressure. The sampling frequency is 1000 Hz. We preprocess 

the data by the following methods to obtain BRS, SBP, HR, and HRV. 

1) HR: First, we obtain the R-R interval 𝑋R-R
𝑖 (𝑗)  of each individual from the 

electrocardiosignal utilizing the mhrv toolbox in Matlab[57], where 𝑋R-R
𝑖 (𝑗) represents the 

𝑗th 𝑋R-R
𝑖 (𝑗) calculated R-R interval of the 𝑖th individual. Corresponding time series can also 

be obtained from the mhrv toolbox: 𝐭𝑖 = {𝑡𝑖(𝑗)}. Then, we can calculate HR by 𝑋HR
𝑖 (𝑗) =

60

𝑋R-R
𝑖 (𝑗)

. The calculation result can be expressed as 𝐗HR
𝑖 = {𝑋HR

𝑖 (𝑗)}.  

2) SBP: The maximum value of the blood pressure signal between 𝑡𝑖(𝑗) and 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 1) is 
taken as 𝑋SBP

𝑖 (𝑗), and consequently 𝐗SBP
𝑖 = {𝑋SBP

𝑖 (𝑗)}. 
3) HRV: HRV can be calculated as the standard deviation of R-R intervals[58]. Therefore, 

we set a time window 𝑇HRV and calculate HRV in 𝑇HRV. First, for 𝑡𝑖(𝑗), we check the time 

points before and after 𝑡𝑖(𝑗), and find the time points 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 − 𝑝) and 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 𝑞) satisfying 

𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 𝑞) − 𝑡𝑖(𝑗) ≥
𝑇HRV

2
 and 𝑡𝑖(𝑗) − 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 − 𝑝) ≥

𝑇HRV

2
. Therefore, 𝑡𝑖(𝑗)  can be 

approximate to the midpoint of the time window from 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 − 𝑝) to 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 𝑞). And the 

standard deviation of the R-R intervals from 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 − 𝑝) to 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 𝑞) is utilized as HRV at 

𝑡𝑖(𝑗). As a result, each 𝑡𝑖(𝑗) corresponds to a time window and its HRV, and finally we 

obtain 𝐗HRV
𝑖 = {𝑋HRV

𝑖 (𝑗)}. 𝑇HRV is set as 10s [58]. 

4) BRS: BRS can be calculated in frequency domain by Eq .9 [59]: 

𝑋BRS
𝑖 (𝑗) = (

𝑝RRI
𝑖 (𝑗)

𝑝SBP
𝑖 (𝑗)

)

1
2

(10) 

where: 𝑝RRI
𝑖 (𝑗) and 𝑝SBP

𝑖 (𝑗) are the spectral powers of R-R interval and SBP respectively 

from 0.07 Hz to 0.14 Hz. Therefore, we also set a time window 𝑇BRS to calculate BRS. 

First, for 𝑡𝑖(𝑗) , 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 − 𝑝)  and 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 𝑞)  are identified respectively, which satisfies 

𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 𝑞) − 𝑡𝑖(𝑗) ≥
𝑇BRS

2
 and 𝑡𝑖(𝑗) − 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 − 𝑝) ≥

𝑇BRS

2
. Then the spectral powers of R-R 

interval and SBP from 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 − 𝑝) to 𝑡𝑖(𝑗 + 𝑞) are calculated to deduce 𝑋BRS
𝑖 (𝑗), and finally  

𝐗BRS
𝑖 = {𝑋BRS

𝑖 (𝑗)}. 𝑇BRS is set as 120s [59]. 



To calculate the PhysioEnt of the indexes, the normalization is conducted first according 

to Eq. 11, which aims to eliminate the influence of the dimensions of indexes: 

𝑥BRS
𝑖 (𝑗) =

𝑋BRS
𝑖 (𝑗) −min{𝐗BRS

𝑖 }

max{𝐗BRS
𝑖 } −min{𝐗BRS

𝑖 }
, 𝑥SBP
𝑖 (𝑗) =

𝑋SBP
𝑖 (𝑗) −min{𝐗SBP

𝑖 }

max{𝐗SBP
𝑖 } −min{𝐗SBP

𝑖 }
, 

𝑥HR
𝑖 (𝑗) =

𝑋HR
𝑖 (𝑗) −min{𝐗HR

𝑖 }

max{𝐗HR
𝑖 } −min{𝐗HR

𝑖 }
, 𝑥HRV
𝑖 (𝑗) =

𝑋HRV
𝑖 (𝑗) −min{𝐗HRV

𝑖 }

max{𝐗HRV
𝑖 } −min{𝐗HRV

𝑖 }
(11) 

where 𝑥BRS
𝑖 (𝑗), 𝑥SBP

𝑖 (𝑗), 𝑥HR
𝑖 (𝑗), 𝑥HRV

𝑖 (𝑗) represent the 𝑗th normalized BRS, SBP, HR and HRV 

data of the 𝑖 th individual, respectively. 

For the discretization of the normalized data, the value space of each index is coarse 

grained into 10 uniform levels from 0 to 1, and the continuous-valued data points are assigned 

the midpoints of the levels they fall into. For instance, the data points falling into [0, 0.1), 
[0.1, 0.2), and [0.2, 0.3) are assigned 0.05, 0.15, and 0.25 respectively. 

Based on the data preprocessing procedure, the PhysioEnts of PII(x), PIII(x), and PIV(x) 

for 1058 individuals are calculated separately, in which we censor the data of 63 volunteers 

with large estimation errors or missing labels. And the corresponding multi-information ratios 

are calculated as well. The averaged multi-information ratios of 1058 individuals for PII(x), 

PIII(x), and PIV(x) are 0.8810, 0.8822, and 0.8832, respectively. It means that these models can 

effectively represent more than 88% of the information embedded in the data, and there is no 

significant difference among them. Therefore, PII(x) can represent the observed data well 

enough. It might provide some evidence and support for why the current physiological and 

medical researches focus on the pairwise correlations between physiological indexes. And the 

following analysis is conducted based on PII(x), i.e. Eq. 4. 

As for the stable range of the PhysioEnt to evaluate the resting-condition BRF, we 

calculate the 90% confidence interval of the PhysioEnt. And the 5th and 95th percentiles of 

data are taken as the lower bound and upper bound of the confidence interval, respectively. 

Since individuals are labelled with age, gender, and BMI, it can facilitate us to further explore 

the demographic features of the resting-condition BRF by analyzing the statistical relationships 

between the PhysioEnt and these three labels. For this purpose, a multivariable linear 

regression (see section 3.4 for details) is conducted, in which age, gender, and BMI are the 

independent variables and the PhysioEnt is the dependent variable. And the detailed analysis 

is given in section 4.1. 

As for the model components’ RCs in PII(x), we calculate the RCs of all model 

components for each individual, and a one-way ANOVA is utilized to compare the differences 

among the RCs (see section 3.4 for details). The detailed analysis is given in section 4.2.1. 

In addition, like the PhysioEnt of the resting-condition BRF, the RCs can also be analyzed 

to study the demographic features of specific physiological processes and organs/tissues. 

Multivariable linear regressions are conducted, in which age, gender, and BMI are the 

independent variables and the RCs are the dependent variables. And the detailed analyses are 

given in sections 4.2.2 and 4.2.3 respectively. 

3.4. Statistical analysis 

Multivariable linear regression is adopted to analyze the statistical relationships between the 

PhysioEnt and the three labels, i.e. age, gender, and BMI; and the relationships between the 

RCs and such labels. For the regression results, the F-test is performed to verify whether the 

regression model is statistically significant; and the t-test is performed to identify the 

significance of the effect of each label.  

One-way ANOVA is utilized to verify the differences among the different model 

components’ RCs. First, the Levene’s test is performed to test the homoscedasticity of the RCs. 



The statistical result shows the p value of the Levene’s test is less than 1E-10, which indicates 

that the different model components’ RCs are significantly heteroscedastic. Therefore, we 

adopt the two-tailed Games-Howell test for pairwise comparisons. 

All statistical analyses are performed using IBM SPSS Statistics. 

4. Results 

4.1. The demographic features of the resting-condition BRF 

According to the statistical regression between the PhysioEnt and age, gender, and BMI, there 

is a significant negative correlation between age and the PhysioEnt and a significant positive 

correlation between BMI and the PhysioEnt, while gender has no significant effect on the 

PhysioEnt. In other words, younger people and the people with higher BMI have more diverse 

physiological index states. Specifically, Table 2 provides the statistical results, and Figures 2 

(A) and (B) provide the trends of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the PhysioEnt 

with age and BMI. According to Figure 2, for the general healthy population, the expectations 

and 90% confidence intervals approximately keep unchanged, which supports that the 

PhysioEnt is supposed to remain in a stable range for healthy individuals. For the trends of the 

PhysioEnt with age and BMI, these are further discussed in section 5.1. 
Table 2. Multivariable linear regression results between the PhysioEnt and demographic labels. F is the F value 

of the F-test for the regression. 𝑝F-test  is the p value of the F-test. 𝛽age
∗ , 𝛽gender

∗  and 𝛽BMI
∗  are the standardized 

regression coefficients of age, gender and BMI respectively; 𝑡age, 𝑡gender and 𝑡BMI are the t values of t-test for 

age, gender and BMI; 𝑝age
t-test , 𝑝gender

t-test  and 𝑝BMI
t-test are the p values of t-test for age, gender, and BMI. The p values less 

than 0.05 are marked with *. 

The statistical results of the F test 

F 𝒑F-test 

9.217 0.000005* 

The statistical results of t test 

𝜷𝐚𝐠𝐞
∗  𝜷𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫

∗  𝜷𝐁𝐌𝐈
∗  

-0.169 -0.009 0.088 

𝒕𝐚𝐠𝐞 𝒕𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫 𝒕𝐁𝐌𝐈 

-5.180 -0.294 2.669 

𝒑age
t-test 𝒑gender

t-test  𝒑BMI
t-test 

2.662E-7* 0.769 0.00773* 

 



 
Figure 2. (A, left): Trend of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the PhysioEnt with age. The areas 

with white backgrounds represent the range of the general healthy population, i.e. the individuals with age group 

1-6 and BMI group 21-25 [60]; and the areas with grey backgrounds represent the range of the individuals with 

age group >6 or BMI >25. (B, right): Trend of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the PhysioEnt with 

BMI. 

4.2. The effects of the physiological processes and organs/tissues on the resting-condition 

BRF 

4.2.1. The comparisons among the physiological processes and organs/tissues 

The statistical results of the one-way ANOVA indicate that there are significant differences in 

the RCs of most model components (see Table S1 and S2 in Supplementary materials for 

details). Figure 3 provides the qualitative comparisons among the different model components’ 

RCs for various age and gender groups. These results show that in each age and gender group, 

the sum of all interactive components’ RCs, i.e. the sum of green parts, is greater than the sum 

of all independent components’ RCs, i.e. the sum of purple parts. This indicates the interactions 

among indexes contribute more to the resting-condition BRF compared with independent 

indexes. Further, this suggests that the resting-condition BRF depends more on the stability of 

the physiological processes than the functions of organs/tissues for all populations. 



 
Figure 3. Comparisons among the different model components’ RCs in various groups. In each age and gender 

group, there are 10 boxes corresponding to the expectations of 10 model components’ RCs. On the one hand, the 

comparisons among different model components’ RCs in each group are provided; on the other hand, for one 

model component’s RC, its trend in different age and gender groups can be reflected. 

In addition, among the interactive components, the RC of 𝑥BRS𝑥HRV is the largest one in 

all gender and age groups while the RC of 𝑥BRS𝑥HR is the smallest one. Among the independent 

components, the RC of 𝑥SBP is the largest in most gender and age groups and the RC of 𝑥HRV 

is the smallest one. These are further discussed in section 5.2.1. 
Further, there are obvious differences in different age and gender groups. The interactive 

components of older people contribute more than those of younger people. And the interactive 

components of men contribute more than those of women. In contrast, the independent 

components show opposite trends with age and gender, compared with the interactive 

components. The detailed analyses are given in sections 4.2.2 and 4.2.3. 

4.2.2. The age differences in the physiological processes and organs/tissues 

For the sum of the interactive components’ RCs and the sum of the independent ones, the results 

of regression show that they both have significant correlations with age and gender, and the 

statistical results are provided in Table 3. As for the correlations of these sums with age, the 

trends of the expectations and 90% confidence intervals are shown in Figures 4 (A) and (B). 

These results show that the sum of the interactive components’ RCs increases with age, and 

the sum of the independent components’ RCs decreases with age. These indicate that for older 

people, the interactions among indexes contribute more to the resting-condition BRF. 
Table 3. Multivariable linear regression results between the RCs’ sums and demographic labels.  

The statistical results of the F test 

Model components the sum of the interactive components the sum of the independent components 

F 10.433 10.433 



𝒑F-test 9.103E-7* 9.103E-7* 

The statistical results of t test 

Model components the sum of the interactive components the sum of the independent components 

𝜷𝐚𝐠𝐞
∗  0.0941 -0.0941 

𝜷𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫
∗  -0.135 0.135 

𝜷𝐁𝐌𝐈
∗  -0.000084 0.000084 

𝒕𝐚𝐠𝐞  2.884 -2.884 

𝒕𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫 -4.400 4.400 

𝒕𝐁𝐌𝐈 -0.00254 0.00254 

𝒑age
t-test 0.004* 0.004* 

𝒑gender
t-test  0.000012* 0.000012* 

𝒑BMI
t-test 0.998 0.998 

 

 
Figure 4. (A, left): Trend of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the sum of the interactive components’ 

RCs with age. (B, right): Trend of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the sum of the independent 

components’ RCs with age. 

For each model components’ RCs, the results of regression show that the RCs of 𝑥SBP𝑥HR, 

𝑥HR𝑥HRV, and 𝑥BRS  have significant correlations with age; and the RCs of 𝑥BRS𝑥HR, 𝑥HR𝑥HRV, 

𝑥SBP𝑥HRV , and 𝑥SBP have significant correlations with gender. The specific statistical results are 

provided in Table 4. As for the model components’ RCs that change with age significantly, the 

trends of the expectations and 90 % confidence intervals with age are shown in Figures 5 (A)-

(C).  
Table 4. Multivariable linear regression results between the model components’ RCs and demographic labels. 

The statistical results of the F test 

Model component F 𝒑F-test 

𝑥BRS𝑥SBP  0.952 0.415 

𝑥BRS𝑥HR  6.284 0.000316* 

𝑥BRS𝑥HRV  1.251 0.290 

𝑥SBP𝑥HR  11.123 3.436E-7* 

𝑥SBP𝑥HRV  12.291 6.602E-8* 

𝑥HR𝑥HRV 12.171 7.815E-8* 



𝑥BRS  5.915 0.000530* 

𝑥SBP 5.624 0.000797* 

𝑥HR  1.201 0.308 

𝑥HRV 1.993 0.113 

The statistical results of t test 

Model component 𝜷𝐚𝐠𝐞
∗  𝜷𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫

∗  𝜷𝐁𝐌𝐈
∗  

𝑥BRS𝑥SBP  0.0368 -0.0270 -0.0107 

𝑥BRS𝑥HR  0.0582 -0.119 -0.0151 

𝑥BRS𝑥HRV  -0.00562 -0.0434 0.0371 

𝑥SBP𝑥HR  0.180 -0.0250 -0.0261 

𝑥SBP𝑥HRV  0.00188 -0.185 -0.00969 

𝑥HR𝑥HRV 0.104 -0.150 -0.022 

𝑥BRS  -0.122 0.00354 -0.0147 

𝑥SBP -0.0151 0.119 -0.0167 

𝑥HR  0.00999 0.0101 0.0545 

𝑥HRV -0.0271 0.0445 -0.0388 

Model 

component 
𝒕𝐚𝐠𝐞  𝒕𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫 𝒕𝐁𝐌𝐈 𝒑age

t-test 𝒑gender
t-test  𝒑BMI

t-test 

𝑥BRS𝑥SBP  1.112 -0.868 -0.321 0.266 0.386 0.748 

𝑥BRS𝑥HR  1.774 -3.854 -0.458 0.0763 0.000123* 0.647 

𝑥BRS𝑥HRV  -0.170 -1.398 1.114 0.865 0.162 0.265 

𝑥SBP𝑥HR  5.518 -0.816 -0.795 4.30E-8* 0.415 0.427 

𝑥SBP𝑥HRV  0.0577 -6.045 -0.296 0.954 2.073E-9* 0.768 

𝑥HR𝑥HRV 3.203 -4.906 -0.672 0.00140* 0.000001* 0.501 

𝑥BRS  -3.721 0.115 -0.444 0.000209* 0.909 0.657 

𝑥SBP -0.460 3.870 -0.504 0.646 0.000116* 0.614 

𝑥HR  0.302 0.326 1.637 0.762 0.744 0.102 

𝑥HRV -0.821 1.435 -1.167 0.412 0.152 0.243 

 

 
Figure 5. (A, left): Trend of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the RC of 𝑥SBP𝑥HR  with age. (B, 

middle): Trend of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the RC of 𝑥HR𝑥HRV  with age. (C, right): Trend 

of the expectation and 90% confidence interval of the RC of 𝑥BRS  with age. 

For the results in this section, the further discussions are provided in section 5.2.2. 



4.2.3. The gender differences in the physiological processes and organs/tissues 

According to Table 3, the sum of the interactive components’ RCs and the sum of the 

independent ones both have significant correlations with gender, and Figures 6 (A) and (B) 

provide the boxplots of men and women. Specifically, for the sum of the interactive 

components’ RCs, the one of men is larger than the one of women; and for the sum of the 

independent components’ RCs, the one of women is larger than the one of men. These results 

indicate that the physiological processes of men contribute more to their resting-condition BRF 

than those of women, and the organs/tissues of women contribute more than those of men.  

 
Figure 6. (A, left): Boxplot of the sum of the interactive components’ RCs in men and women. (B, right): Boxplot 

of the sum of the independent components’ RCs in men and women. 

As for the model components’ RCs that have significant relationships with gender, i.e. the 

RCs of 𝑥BRS𝑥HR, 𝑥HR𝑥HRV, 𝑥SBP𝑥HRV, and 𝑥SBP, the boxplots for men and women are shown 

in Figures 7 (A)-(D). Similarly, for the results in this section, the further discussions are 

provided in section 5.2.3. 



 
Figure 7. (A, upper left) Boxplot of the RC of 𝑥BRS𝑥HR  in men and women. (B, upper right): Boxplot of the RC 

of 𝑥HR𝑥HRV  in men and women. (C, lower left): Boxplot of the RC of 𝑥SBP𝑥HRV in men and women. (D, lower 

right): Boxplot of the RC of 𝑥SBP in men and women.  

5. Discussion 

5.1. Different mechanisms that aging and obesity affect the resting-condition BRF 

According to section 4.1, the PhysioEnt decreases with age and increases with BMI. These 

trends may suggest that: 

1) The decrease in older people and the increase in the people with higher BMI may suggest 

that the resting-condition BRF is significantly different for such individuals compared with 

the general healthy population. Current medical researches also identify the weakening of 

BRF with aging and obesity [61, 62]. In addition, the opposite trends of the PhysioEnt with 

age and BMI may suggest different physiological mechanisms. 

2) For the decrease of the PhysioEnt with aging: It has been found that the hardening of 

arteries weakens BRF with aging [63]. Since the individuals in the dataset of our work do 

not have any pathologic condition [54], with aging, there might be a self-adaptation for the 

human body; and then, the states of physiological indexes become less diverse to adapt to 

the weakening BRF. This process may suggest it is a feature of the normal aging, but it 

also suggests that the BRFs of old people are not as healthy as the ones of young people. 

3) For the increase of the PhysioEnt with BMI: Relatively high BMI is generally considered 

to be an unhealthy state. Even though the individuals do not have cardiovascular-related 



pathologic conditions, obesity may also have an adverse effect on the autonomic nerves 

[64]. Therefore, this result may indicate that the BRF of the people with higher BMI is 

weaker, and the states of physiological indexes may be more unstable due to the reasons 

like disturbances in autonomic activities. This suggests that the increase PhysioEnt with 

BMI should be paid more attention to healthcare. 

5.2. The effects of the physiological processes and organs/tissues on the resting-condition 

BRF 

5.2.1. Organs/tissues and physiological processes contributing significantly to the resting-

condition BRF 

According to section 4.2.1, the RCs of some components are significantly large or small. These 

may imply that: 

1) The RC of 𝑥BRS𝑥HRV is the largest compared with the other interactive components in all 

gender and age groups. This indicates that the interaction between the BRS and the HRV 

contributes the most to the resting-condition BRF compared with other interactions. 

Further, this may suggest that parasympathetic regulation affects the resting-condition 

BRF most significantly in all physiological processes. This result is consistent with current 

researches that the diseases related to parasympathetic nerves usually result in the severe 

fluctuations of indexes [65-67]. 

2) The RC of 𝑥BRS𝑥HR is the smallest compared with the other interactive components in all 

gender and age groups. Since the interaction between the BRS and the HR contributes less 

to the resting-condition BRF and the corresponding physiological process seems to be 

unclear, this may suggest paying less attention to this interaction in future researches. 

3) The RC of 𝑥SBP is the largest for women in all age groups; for men, it is also relatively 

large, especially in age groups less than 6. This indicates the significant independent 

contribution of the SBP to the BRF. And this may suggest that the BRF depends more on 

blood vessels, and blood vessels may be less susceptible to other organs/tissues.  

4) The RC of 𝑥HRV  is the smallest in all gender and age groups. This indicates the least 

independent contribution of HRV. HRV mainly represents the afferent parasympathetic 

function, and parasympathetic nerves interact a lot with other organs/tissues. This may 

lead to the relatively insignificant independent contribution. 

5.2.2. The resting-condition BRF of old people depends more on the stability of the 

physiological processes 

The results in section 4.2.2 show that for older people, the interactions among indexes 

contribute more to the resting-condition BRF. These may suggest that the resting-condition 

BRF of older people depends more on the stability of the physiological processes. Therefore, 

it may be more important to maintain the stable operation of regulation for older people. This 

can provide guidance for treatments to related diseases, and can also support some 

interventions for the old patients aiming to enhance the regulation such as stimulating the 

carotid sinus [68] and the parasympathetic nerves [69]. 

Further, the RCs of 𝑥SBP𝑥HR , 𝑥HR𝑥HRV, and 𝑥BRS have significant correlations with age. 

These results suggest that: 

1) The RC of 𝑥SBP𝑥HR  increases with age. This indicates that for older people, the interaction 

between the SBP and the HR contributes more to the resting-condition BRF. And this 

suggests that older people depend more on the process that heart rate affects blood pressure. 



Current researches also identified the degeneration of this process [70, 71]. Therefore, it is 

more important for old people to maintain this process stable. 

2) The RC of 𝑥HR𝑥HRV increases with age. This indicates that for older people, the interaction 

between the HR and the HRV contributes more to the resting-condition BRF. And this 

suggests older people depend more on the process that parasympathetic nerves innervate 

heart rate. This result is also supported by some medical findings [70, 72]. 

3) The RC of 𝑥BRS decreases with age, which implies the less independent effect of BRS for 

older people. Since 𝑥BRS represents the function of efferent parasympathetic nerves, this 

may suggest that with aging, parasympathetic nerves interact more with other 

organs/tissues and leads to its less independent effect. 

5.2.3. The resting-condition BRF of men depends more on the stability of the physiological 

processes 

According to section 4.2.3, men depend more on the physiological processes than women, 

while women depend more on the functions of organs/tissues than men. These results may 

explain the gender differences in some baroreflex-related diseases. For example, it has been 

noted that men are more likely to die after a spontaneous intracerebral hemorrhage than women 

[73]. In addition, researches show that the weakening of the BRF increases the risk of acute 

intracerebral hemorrhage and secondary brain injury [74]. According to this section, to keep 

the BRF, for men, maintaining the functions of organs/tissues may not be as effective as for 

women. Therefore, when the failure of the BRF occurs and leads to intracerebral hemorrhage, 

it may be more difficult for men to restore the homeostasis of baroreflex, and this may be the 

explanation that the greater odds of dying for men. 

Further, the RCs of 𝑥BRS𝑥HR, 𝑥HR𝑥HRV, 𝑥SBP𝑥HRV, and 𝑥SBP have significant correlations 

with gender. These results suggest that: 

1) Men’s RC of 𝑥BRS𝑥HR is larger, and this indicates that the interaction between the BRS 

and the HR contributes more to the resting-condition BRF for men. Since the relationship 

between the short-term HR and the BRS is not clear, the result suggests that men may 

depend more on related unclear physiological mechanisms. 

2) Men’s RC of 𝑥HR𝑥HRV is larger, and this indicates that the interaction between the HR and 

the HRV contributes more to the resting-condition BRF for men. And this may suggest 

men depend more on the process that parasympathetic nerves innervate heart rate. Some 

researches also reported that this process of men is less robust compared with the one of 

women [75, 76]. Therefore, it is more important for men to maintain this process stable.  

3) Men’s RC of 𝑥SBP𝑥HRV is larger, and this indicates that the interaction between the SBP 

and the HRV contributes more to the resting-condition BRF for men. And this may be the 

indirect reflection of the process related to parasympathetic nerves mentioned above.  

4) Women’s RC of 𝑥SBP is larger, and this indicates the greater independent effect of the SBP 

for women. And this may suggest that for women, the function of blood vessels is less 

susceptible to other organs/tissues. This may be due to the protective effect of estrogens 

on blood vessels [77]. 

5.3. The rationale and novelty of the PhysioEnt 

In this section, the rationale and novelty of the proposed PhysioEnt to quantify the BRF are 

further discussed. The rationale of the proposed method is, essentially, the fluctuations of the 

physiological indexes can represent the BRF effectively, which has been studied and proved 

by current physiological studies as stated in section 1. In fact, the BRS utilized generally in 



clinic is also calculated based on the fluctuations of blood pressure and heart rate. However, 

BRS has been proved to be partial when measuring the BRF as mentioned in section 2. 

Therefore, a systematic quantification of the fluctuations of indexes is expected. In 

addition, and more importantly, we hope that this quantification is related to specific 

physiological mechanisms. For these purposes, the maximum entropy model in statistical 

physics are adopted, and the PhysioEnt is proposed. Generally, compared with the traditional 

BRS, there are two major advances for the PhysioEnt: 

First, and obviously, the PhysioEnt incorporates more physiological indexes than just one 

BRS. Therefore, as mentioned in section 2, the concerned four indexes can cover the resting-

condition baroreflex and represent the resting-condition BRF. For this point, the correlations 

for each one of the four indexes with age, gender, and BMI are studied to verify the necessity 

for the PhysioEnt to combine the indexes. The statistical results are depicted in Table 5. 
Table 5. Multivariable linear regression results between each one of the four indexes and demographic labels.  

The statistical results of the F test 

Physiological indexes F 𝒑F-test 

BRS 10.264 <1E-10* 

HRV 14.075 <1E-10* 

SBP 4.080 0.007* 

HR 7.546 0.000054* 

The statistical results of t test 

Model component 𝜷𝐚𝐠𝐞
∗  𝜷𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫

∗  𝜷𝐁𝐌𝐈
∗  

BRS -0.171 0.009 0.010 

HRV -0.168 0.056 -0.034 

SBP 0.044 0.099 -0.023 

HR 0.055 0.134 0.030 

Model component 𝒕𝐚𝐠𝐞  𝒕𝐠𝐞𝐧𝐝𝐞𝐫 𝒕𝐁𝐌𝐈 𝒑age
t-test 𝒑gender

t-test  𝒑BMI
t-test 

BRS -5.245 0.288 0.316 1.88E-7* 0.773 0.752 

HRV -5.173 1.833 -1.037 2.76E-7* 0.067 0.300 

SBP 1.340 3.189 -0.699 0.181 0.001* 0.485 

HR 1.674 4.364 0.919 0.094 0.000014* 0.358 

 

Results show that: 1) there are only negative correlations for BRS and HRV with age. 

Both BRS and HRV represent the function of autonomic nervous system. Especially for BRS, 

it has been generally adopted to measure the BRF in clinic. However, the individual analysis 

on BRS and HRV can only find the influence of aging, but not the effect of obesity which can 

be cognized by the PhysioEnt. 2) there are significant gender differences for SBP and HR. It 

should be figured that the fluctuations but not the levels of blood pressure and heart rate, are 

the basis to measure the BRF [59]. Therefore, such regression results may not effectively 

represent the relationships between the resting-condition BRF and gender. Conclusively, by 

combining all four indexes, the PhysioEnt can capture more effective information about the 

resting-condition BRF. 

Besides the necessity to combine the indexes, more importantly, as mentioned before, we 

expect to achieve a brief and effective systematic characterization of the complex physiological 

mechanisms when quantifying the resting-condition BRF. The traditional quantifications of 

BRF, such as BRS, are generally the observation and calculation of the changes of blood 



pressure and heart rate. Such quantifications are essentially the black-box methods, which lack 

the description of the physiological mechanisms. Therefore, for the statistical analysis of the 

indexes including BRS, it is difficult to abduct the factors affecting the BRF, not even to help 

for improving the BRF. On the other hand, the detailed modeling and analysis on the 

mechanisms of baroreflex regulation are also difficult, and the complete white-box models 

could be complicated and unrealistic in clinical application. 

To solve these problems, the maximum entropy model in statistical physics is adopted and 

the PhysioEnt is proposed. For the PhysioEnt, its essence is to construct a hypothetical 

maximum entropy model based on the physiological mechanisms in advance, and complete the 

model based on the observed data. When building the model, each model component 

corresponds to some specific part of the baroreflex regulation in advance. Therefore, the 

PhysioEnt can not only represent the systematic BRF, but also study the effects of specific 

organs/tissues and physiological processes on the BRF based on the RC proposed in section 

3.2. Conclusively, for the PhysioEnt based on the maximum entropy model, it reflects the 

emergence from the bottom-layer physiological mechanisms to the middle-layer physiological 

indexes and the top-layer BRF, as stated in section 2. 

According to the above advances, the PhysioEnt can capture some novel conclusions 

compared with traditional indexes like BRS. Summarized from section 5.1 and 5.2, there are 

two aspects of the new findings: 

1) The mechanisms that aging and obesity affect the resting-condition BRF are different. 

Studies have shown that old people and obese people both have decreased BRSs. However, 

the proposed PhysioEnt provides a different insight: the PhysioEnt decreases with aging 

and increases with BMI, which may suggest different mechanisms. In fact, the 

physiological studies show that the mechanisms of aging and obesity affecting BRF are not 

exactly the same, as analyzed in section 5.1. Conclusively, such a physiological difference 

can be recognized by the PhysioEnt but not by BRS. 

2) Compared with the functions of the organs/tissues, the stability of the physiological 

processes among the organs/tissues is more critical for the resting-condition BRF, 

especially for men and old people. The detailed analyses are provided in section 4.2 and 

5.2. On the one hand, as mentioned in section 5.2.3, this may be corroborated by some 

clinical findings, such as the unclear high mortality for men after a spontaneous 

intracerebral hemorrhage, which may result from the fact that men are more difficult to 

recover from the failure of regulation due to the stronger dependencies among the 

organs/tissues. On the other hand, maintaining the physiological processes is more 

meaningful to recover and strengthen the BRF. It should be noted that such analyses that 

how specific physiological mechanisms affect the BRF cannot be obtained from BRS. 

5.4. Limitations and prospects  

In this work, the PhysioEnt emerging from the BRS, SBP, HR, and HRV is considered to 

represent the regulation intensity of the resting-condition baroreflex. Some new medical 

findings are also obtained only based on the limited data. Consequently, there must be some 

limitations existing in our work, mainly including the integrity of the physiological indexes 

and the sufficiency of the data.  

As for the above four indexes, they are selected based on both the current medical 

knowledge and the testability. Restricted by current researches, basically, it is hard to say these 

four indexes can fully represent the resting-condition BRF. The corresponding PhysioEnt, 

hence, may not perfectly fit the resting-condition BRF. As for the sufficiency of the data, the 

effects of some physiological systems such as the renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system 

(RAAS) cannot be considered due to the lack of data. In addition, the sample sizes of the 



adopted data are relatively limited and uneven after being stratified by the three labels, which 

may affect the accuracy of the conclusions. Also, the dataset only records the data of healthy 

individuals, while the analysis on the patients with some pathology may provide more 

interesting findings. 

For the future work, based on the proposed paradigm, more physiological systems that 

affect the BRF will be concerned with the proper datasets. In addition, the BRF not limited to 

the resting condition will be focused on, which may be more meaningful to the healthcare in 

daily life. The data collection and analysis for patients will also be conducted to support the 

disease diagnosis and treatment. For such purposes, the individualized dynamic monitoring 

data in different conditions is required, and this would be achieved briefly with the widespread 

appliance of wearable devices. Prospectively, such work would support the individualized real-

time evaluation for the healthy degree of the BRF, and guide the precision medicine. 
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Supplementary Texts 

The model components in PII(x) 

1) 𝑥SBP𝑥HR : It reflects the process that heart rate regulates blood pressure.  

2) 𝑥HR𝑥HRV: It reflects that the parasympathetic nerves innervate heart rate.  

3) 𝑥SBP𝑥HRV: It can be regarded as a combination of the above two processes.  

4) 𝑥BRS𝑥HRV: Since HRV and BRS are both influenced by the parasympathetic nerves, these 

two indexes are positively correlated [71, 78] and change simultaneously due to the 

parasympathetic stimulation [79]. Therefore, 𝑥BRS𝑥HRV may reflect the regulation of the 

parasympathetic nerves.  

5) 𝑥BRS𝑥SBP and 𝑥BRS𝑥HR: The physiological mechanisms of 𝑥BRS𝑥SBP and 𝑥BRS𝑥HR may not 

be clear. It has been found that hypertension may lead to the weakening of regulation 

function [80], due to vascular sclerosis [81]. In addition, the weakened regulation also 

increases the risk of hypertension [78, 82]. However, the relationships between short-term 

SBP, HR and BRS seem not to be clear. Therefore, these interactive components may be 

the indirect representations of other mechanisms, or may suggest unclarified physiological 

associations.  

As for the independent components, they characterize the function of corresponding 

organs/tissues, as stated in section 2. 

 

https://physionet.org/content/autonomic-aging-cardiovascular/1.0.0/
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