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Abstract. High-resolution manometry (HRM) is the gold standard in
diagnosing esophageal motility disorders. As HRM is typically conducted
under short-term laboratory settings, intermittently occurring disorders
are likely to be missed. Therefore, long-term (up to 24h) HRM (LTHRM)
is used to gain detailed insights into the swallowing behavior. However,
analyzing the extensive data from LTHRM is challenging and time con-
suming as medical experts have to analyze the data manually, which is
slow and prone to errors. To address this challenge, we propose a Deep
Learning based swallowing detection method to accurately identify swal-
lowing events and secondary non-deglutitive-induced esophageal motility
disorders in LTHRM data. We then proceed with clustering the identified
swallows into distinct classes, which are analyzed by highly experienced
clinicians to validate the different swallowing patterns. We evaluate our
computational pipeline on a total of 25 LTHRMSs, which were meticu-
lously annotated by medical experts. By detecting more than 94% of all
relevant swallow events and providing all relevant clusters for a more
reliable diagnostic process among experienced clinicians, we are able to
demonstrate the effectiveness as well as positive clinical impact of our
approach to make LTHRM feasible in clinical care.
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1 Introduction

Benign esophageal diseases present significant health and socio-economic chal-
lenges, especially for aging populations. Dysphagia, characterized by difficulties
in swallowing food, drinks or even saliva, becomes increasingly prevalent with
age, posing challenges for patients and healthcare providers. While conditions
such as gastroesophageal reflux disease have garnered considerable attention
and research, disorders of esophageal motor function, such as dysphagia, remain
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less understood and frequently overlooked. Patients with sporadic esophageal
disorders often experience severe symptoms, yet diagnosing these intermittent
conditions can be immensely challenging. High-resolution manometry (HRM) is
the gold standard for diagnosing esophageal motility disorders. However, conven-
tional HRM is typically conducted in controlled laboratory settings, following a
standardized swallow protocol according to Chicago Classification (CC4.0) [20]
within a limited timeframe. This approach is already proven to miss intermit-
tent dysfunctions that manifest outside of the testing period [9]. To address these
limitations, we have extended HRM monitoring to a long-term setting (up to 24
hours) in a previous work [6]. However, this expansion presents new challenges,
as the increased data volume necessitates sophisticated methods for analysis and
interpretation. To address this challenge, in this paper we propose an automated
swallow detection and clustering system, designed to streamline the analysis of
longterm HRM (LTHRM) recordings, aiming to expedite the diagnostic process
and alleviate the burden on healthcare professionals. The contributions of this
work are:

— We develop a novel Machine Learning (ML)-based procedure leveraging Con-
volutional Neural Networks (CNN), achieving a 94% average Recall score for
swallow detection, outperforming both a non-ML baseline and a commercial
LTHRM evaluation tool.

— Our robust clustering approach categorizes detected swallows into distinct
classes, reducing manual evaluation time for clinicians.

— We evaluate the performance on a total of 25 LTHRMs and provide an eval-
uation of the resulting clusters in terms of their clinical value by experienced
clinicians.

2 Related literature

The analysis of HRM data includes a wide range of tasks such as automated
sphincter motility analysis [8II3] or probe position failure detection [I]. Further-
more, the automatic analysis of swallows has been an active area of research,
since the standardized HRM necessitates the manual evaluation of 10 to 21 swal-
low events per patient depending on the underlying pathology [20]. It is widely
acknowledged that there is faltering inter-rater reliability due to varying exper-
tise levels in the evaluation of HRMs [3]. Consequently, various methodologies
have been developed to aid and standardize this process, aiming for automatic
categorization of these swallowing events according to the established CC4.0.
Popa et al. [T5] categorized 157 manometries, consisting of pre-labled swallows,
into 10 distinct clusters utilizing a pretrained model. In their subsequent study,
the classification was refined by combining multiple models aligning with a CC4.0
algorithm [1I7]. Kou et al. [I0] used a ML-based classification approach on stan-
dardized HRMs, which were manually labeled by medical experts.

These studies have demonstrated robust methodologies for automated swal-
low classification achieving accuracies from 88% to 97% [TOJITISITT]. Notably,
these classifications are based on manually annotated individual swallow events
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Fig. 1. Overview of our computational pipeline, consisting of a swallow detector and
a subsequent clustering of the detected swallows.

that are separated by clearly defined intervals of at least 30 seconds. LTHRM
goes beyond these limited laboratory studies leading to interlocking swallow
events and 900 to 1500 swallows within 24 hours, thus making manual annota-
tion impractical.

In a previous work [7], we introduced an initial automated detection algo-
rithm for identifying swallows during LTHRM assessment. This work is extended
in this paper by using a Deep Learning based approach, enabling a more robust
swallow event detection. Also, the detection is conducted in the whole sensor area
and not just in the area of the previously manually defined upper esophageal
sphincter. In addition, we thoroughly evaluate the resulting clusters in terms of
their clinical value by experienced clinicians.

3 Methodology

Our proposed computational pipeline employs a two step approach. The first
step involves automated detection of all swallowing events in the manometric
data. Similar swallows are subsequently clustered into groups, resulting in the
presentation of only a few representative images of each swallow cluster to med-
ical experts for further diagnosis. The overall approach is depicted in Figure

3.1 Data set

The data set consists of 25 LTHRMs of patients with suspected intermittently
occurring motility disorders of the esophagus, collected at *** University Hospi-
tal. The patient data was collected and used with ethical approval and informed
consent. All patients underwent endoscopy prior to HRM to rule out malig-
nancy and other structural causes of dysphagia. After a fasting period of at
least 6 hours, the manometry catheter was placed transnasally and a standard-
ized examination was performed according to CC4.0 protocol [20]. In absence of
functional reasons for dysphagia, the patients were introduced to the specifics of
the extended LTHRM examination. They were advised to keep a recording on
their meals, body position, symptoms and maintain their daily routine as much
as possible to obtain representative and traceable measurements.

The HRM catheter contains 36 circumferential pressure sensors located 1 cm
apart. Manometric values are collected at a sampling rate of 50 Hz, resulting in a
manometry matrix denoted M € R36*! where ¢ is the number of measurements.
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The values are smoothed by using a moving average window across the ¢ dimen-
sion to get M, where 1\7[” = % Zf;g’_l M, g, withi=1...36;j =1...t—w+1,
and w = 30 in our experiments. The values in M are then clipped between -200
and 300 mmHg to remove any extreme values and scaled to a standardized range
between 0 and 255. After collection, each data set was evaluated by experienced
clinicians and each swallow event start was carefully labeled, resulting in a total
of over 25,000 labeled swallow events.

3.2 Swallow detection

The initial step involves the automated detection of swallow events in LTHRM.
For this purpose, we implement and compare several approaches that are de-
scribed below.

Non-ML baseline: Threshold-based approach As the pressure along the
36 sensors behaves characteristically during swallowing (e.g. pressure increase in
the pharynx/ esophagus), we use a threshold-based approach to find peaks in
the pressure values to identify swallow events. This serves as a non-ML baseline.
The method takes the complete preprocessed manometry M as an input. This
matrix is then converted to a binary matrix M}, and a moving sum is applied
to highlight regions with a series of consecutive 1s before summing across all
sensors. Formally,

1+w—1

if M 36
1, if M;; >80
My ., =<7 \J : M. . — M. - . 4

P {0, otherwise S%J ; bk,js b ;;_1 Mgy,

where i,j are the same as before and w = 20. The resulting vector r =
[r1,...,r¢] € R is smoothed again to get the final vector #, such that £, =
1 Zi:}”*l rpfor j=1...t—w+1, and w = 100. In this vector, a peak finding
algorithm detects all peaks as swallows if their value is > 20 and their distance
is > 200, which proved to be reasonable values in our experiments.

ML-based approach We use a supervised learning approach to classify an
input manometry sequence I € R36%590 into one of two classes, where 1 resembles
a swallow sequence and 0 a non-swallow sequence. We created a training set by
automatically iterating over the annotated manometries M and storing a window
of length 500 beginning from each annotated swallow start. This results in a
swallow tensor S € R**36%500 with s being the number of swallows in the data
set M. For the non-swallow events N, we sample windows of the same dimension
from locations in M that are located between annotated swallows. In order to
get the required input dimensions for the specific models, each sequence I; €
{S,N} is re-scaled such that I36*%% — 1224224 We implement several CNNs
to compare their performance in our specified task, namely GoogLeNet [I§],
MobileNet [5], EfficientNet [19], and RegNet [16]. The models were pre-trained
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Fig. 2. The training and inference procedure of our swallow detection method.

on the ImageNet data set [2]. The dimension of the fully connected layer of each
model was adapted to match our two binary output classes. The models were
trained using the stochastic gradient descent optimizer with a learning rate of
3e-3 and a batch size of 128 for 20 epochs. We report the test results of the
models that performed best on the validation set for each fold. The models were
implemented in PyTorch and trained on a NVIDIA RTX A6000.

For the inference part, we developed a detection pipeline by applying a rolling
window of length 500 over the test manometry M, resulting in £—500+1 inference
windows, denoted as I; for i = 0,...,t—500+1, which are passed to the classifier
model, such that for each I; the output class and the corresponding confidence
is computed. The resulting two vectors are the binary output class vector o and
confidence vector ¢, with o,¢ € R'*(*=500+1) We then use the element-wise
product s = 0 ® ¢ to obtain only the confidences of class 1 outputs. Afterwards,
a moving averaging window is applied to smooth the values and convert the
resulting vector § to a binary vector sy, formally

I+w—1 PN

17 1, if§ >0.2

§=151,...,8;],with §; = — Sk Sh; =<
St VIRV s

with w = 20. All groups of consecutive 1s in s, are considered a detected swal-
lowing sequence. Using the maximum value in s indicates the predicted start of
a swallow sequence. The training and inference pipeline is depicted in Figure 2]

3.3 Clustering of similar swallows

To cluster the detected swallows, we compared multiple clustering methods, in-
cluding standard k-means, agglomerative clustering, and Dynamic Time Warp-
ing (DTW) based k-means. In our evaluation, k-means and agglomerative clus-
tering tended to result in very similar clusters, while the DTW based k-means
method took longer and produced slightly more homogeneous clusters, therefore
favoring the first two methods. For the remainder of the evaluation, we decided
to focus on the agglomerative clustering. Additionally, we compare to cluster the
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Clustering based on 1 Different clustering methods

original manometry applied change filter 1 Agglomerative k-means DTW k-means

Fig. 3. Comparison of different clustering options. Left: Difference between using the
pure manometry values and applying the change filter. Right: Comparison if different
clustering methods - agglomerative clustering and k-means achieve similarly distinctive
clusters, while DTW based k-means results in slightly less distinctive clusters.

plain swallow images as well as applying a change filter to the images before-
hand, which specifically highlights pressure changes during a swallow. Based on
a qualitative evaluation, we observed the best results using a change filter kernel
k of the form k = [—1,0, ...,0, 1] € R0 which is convoluted across manometry
I, for each swallow 4. In essence, this filter aims to detect changes in the sensor
values within a time frame of 10 measurements. The resulting change matrices
C,; are squared and then re-scaled such that Cfﬁxwo — C?OX5O, before apply-
ing a Gaussian filter for a final smoothing. Figure [3| shows a comparison of the
different clustering methods, as well as the effect of using the pure manometry
values compared to applying the specified change filter.

Prior to clustering, the matrices are flattened and a Principal Component
Analysis (PCA) is performed to reduce the dimensions such that C?0*%° —
c200x _ PCA — ¢29%!. This results in the final vectors c; for each detected
swallow ¢, which are then passed to the clustering algorithm. The initial number
of clusters is determined by running the clustering multiple times with different
cluster numbers (from 4 to 10 clusters) and selecting the number with the lowest
mean intra-cluster distance.

We counsider all clusters containing 15% or more of all samples to be the main
categories of swallows. As clinicians are mainly interested in special cases when
looking for intermittent occurring motility disorders, the remaining samples are
clustered a second time. A predefined cluster number of 10 is utilized, effectively
creating distinct separations among clusters without resulting in an excessive
number of similar groupings.

4 Results

4.1 Swallow detection

A comparative analysis is conducted between the introduced detection meth-
ods and the only commercially available LTHRM evaluation software (ViMeDat
v5.1.6.0, Standard Instruments, Germany). The evaluation aims to gauge the
efficacy of the proposed method within the medical context. To measure the
performance of the methods we deploy three different metrics suitable for clas-
sification tasks, i.e. precision, recall, and Fl-score. Our ML-based approaches
and ViMeDat aim to detect the swallowing start. Therefore, we count a correct
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Table 1. Comparison of the different detection methods. We report the average metrics
using a 5-fold cross validation along with their respective standard deviation (+).

Method Precision (%) Recall (%) F1-Score (%)
Non-ML Baseline 29.58 £ 4.50 76.70 £ 9.68 38.70 £ 7.70
ViMeDat 85.73 £4.49 54.18 £ 15.86 61.59 £16.19
GooglLeNet 83.48 £4.39 94.05 £ 2.16 88.00 £ 3.23
MobileNet 86.13 +2.98 94.07 +2.46 89.57 + 2.59
EfficientNet 83.86 £ 5.55 94.01 £1.80 88.23 £ 4.06
RegNet 80.94 £+ 4.59 91.06 £ 3.96 85.27 £4.25

detection if a predicted swallow start is in the range [y — %d, oyt %d] with
y being the true swallow start and d = 400. In contrast, the baseline approach
aims to detect swallows during the swallow event, therefore we count a correct
detection if a predicted swallow is in the range [y, ...,y + d]. In the supplemen-
tary material, we provide an overview of the distributions of errors around the
correct starts for the different methods as well as additional results for different
values of d. We compare the different methods using a 5-fold cross validation,
where each fold contains the LTHRM of 5 patients. It can be observed that the
ML-based algorithms achieve the highest scores (see Table , while MobileNet
scores highest in all metrics with a precision of 86.1%, recall of 94.1% and F1-
Score of 89.6%. The ML-based algorithms outperform both the non-ML baseline
as well as the commercially available ViMeDat tool. It is noteworthy that the
detection within this tool is tied to the initial manual annotation of anatomical
features (i.e. localisation of sphincters) by medical experts, while our proposed
ML-based approach is fully automated.

4.2 Clustering

The clustering of the extracted swallows was evaluated using a randomized eval-
uation study with 5 healthcare professionals with in-depth knowledge of HRM.
Each of these professionals received two versions of 5 randomly selected LTHRM
cases: (1) a complete LTHRM presented in the commercially available ViMeDat
software; (2) the clustered swallows (see Figure . We evaluated time savings
as well as subjective confidence and reliability in diagnostic findings.

All professionals agreed on a significant time reduction due to automated
detection and clustering, although screening the LTHRM for potentially unde-
tected swallow events remained necessary. However, this fact was not considered
critical by the medical professionals. We used the Fleiss’ kappa coefficient x [12]
to measure the inter-rater reliability for the diagnostic findings by the medi-
cal experts for both versions. Among all conventionally analysed LTHRMs by
means of version (1), inter-rater reliability for detecting all pathologies achieved
k = 0.53, whereas diagnostic findings by means of the clustered swallows (2)
achieved x = 0.73. This improvement in inter-rater reliability through the use
of automated detection and clustering in the analysis of LTHRMs indicates a
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Fig. 4. Clustering of all detected swallows for a single patient. Special classes with an
occurrence < 15% are clustered more granularly on the right side.

more consistent and reliable diagnostic process among medical professionals.
While the responsibility for ML-based diagnosis remains a critical aspect that
requires careful monitoring and clear guidelines to ensure ethical and effective
use [4T4], our results show the potential for ML-enhanced patient care through
the integration of such technologies.

5 Conclusion

In this work we propose a novel swallow detection and clustering method in
LTHRMs, allowing for automated assessment of all relevant swallow events of
patients with suspected intermittently occurring motility disorders of the esoph-
agus. Our ML-based swalllow detection algorithm achieves a recall of 94.07%,
surpassing the performance of existing commercial software solutions. The sub-
sequent clustering algorithm demonstrates its effectiveness in providing a more
reliable diagnostic process among medical professionals by increasing the Fleiss’
kappa coefficient by 0.2 compared to conventional diagnostic methods. Conse-
quently, we are able to demonstrate the effectiveness as well as clinical positive
impact of our approach to make LTHRM feasible in clinical care.

In a future step, we plan to improve the proposed algorithm on a broader data
set to integrate not only clustering but also automatic classification of swallows
into predefined classes. This development promises to further streamline the
diagnostic process, enabling more precise and efficient identification of swallow
characteristics. Ultimately, this could lead to significant advancements in the
treatment of swallowing disorders, by providing healthcare professionals with a
more nuanced understanding of swallow patterns.
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A Distances of predicted swallows to true swallows

il i

Fig. 5. The distance between the detected swallow and the correct swallow start for 5
patients. It can be observed, that the distances of the MobileNet outputs are centered
around -35, indicating that our approach is typically predicting the start of a swallow
slightly earlier compared to the labelled start. The distances of the ViMeDat outputs
are centered around 0, indicating that the software is typically predicting the swallow
exactly at the true swallow start. The baseline, as it is looking at high pressure events
which mostly occur during the swallow, is predicting the swallow event after the swallow
start. It can be observed that most of the times a high pressure event is either occurring
rather soon after the labeled swallow start (50 measurements or 1 second), or after
around 270 measurements or 5-6 seconds after the swallow start.
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B Different values of allowed range d

Table 2. Comparison of the different detection methods, using d = 100. For the
MobileNet and ViMeDat approach, this means that a correct swallow detection is
counted if the predicted swallow start is in a distance of at most £50 measurements
from the true swallow start. As the calculation of the Baseline is not focusing on
detecting the start of a swallow, but rather the actual swallow event, reducing the
allowed distance is not applicable here. We report the average metrics over a 5-fold
cross validation along with their respective standard deviation ().

Method Precision (%) Recall (%) F1-Score (%)
Non-ML Baseline n/a n/a n/a

ViMeDat 79.62 £ 5.12 50.28 £+ 14.05 57.23 £ 14.36
MobileNet 77.50 £ 7.63 84.68 +6.49 80.62 +7.18

Table 3. Comparison of the different detection methods, using d = 800. For the Mo-
bileNet and ViMeDat approach, this means that a correct swallow detection is counted
if the predicted swallow start is in a distance of at most 400 measurements from the
true swallow start. As the calculation of the Baseline is not focusing on detecting the
start of a swallow, but rather the actual swallow event, a correct swallow detection in
this case is counted if the predicted swallow event is in range [y — 200, ...,y + 600]
with y being the true swallow start. We report the average metrics over a 5-fold cross
validation along with their respective standard deviation ().

Method Precision (%) Recall (%) F1-Score (%)
Non-ML Baseline 36.37 £ 4.76 86.32 £ 9.29 46.67 = 8.56
ViMeDat 88.47 £+ 3.86 58.46 £ 16.95 65.37 £ 16.66

MobileNet 89.04 +1.92 97.65 +1.19 92.82 +1.36




Automated detection and clustering of swallows in LTHRM

C Example of most distant samples for each cluster

Cluster

centers Closest samples

Most distant samples

]
i

r

‘! ‘
11

L4

&

|

r |

]
¥

121 /e

elelAelrl 1-1-101 1

=
K
K
s
<

el st

e

gl
FEN

1.
[

/|

=

I
J
|
|

1~1-

{
i

ellr

!

{B0R |1~

f
o

Z\

q

# |

i
1

P

A

7

=

(
|
|

p

|
Fild

n
|

Iz
g

-
o

il
M /
[ '

13

Fig. 6. The closest swallows to their respective cluster center as well as the most distant
samples. It can be observed that for the majority of clusters the most distant samples
still objectively belong to this cluster, indicating that the produced cluster centers are
indeed a representative and sufficient description of the different swallow types present

in the LTHRM.



	Detecting and clustering swallow events in esophageal long-term high-resolution manometry

