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Abstract

We propose a novel framework that combines
deep generative time series models with decision
theory for generating personalized treatment
strategies. It leverages historical patient trajec-
tory data to jointly learn the generation of real-
istic personalized treatment and future outcome
trajectories through deep generative time series
models. In particular, our framework enables
the generation of novel multivariate treatment
strategies tailored to the personalized patient
history and trained for optimal expected future
outcomes based on conditional expected util-
ity maximization. We demonstrate our frame-
work by generating personalized insulin treat-
ment strategies and blood glucose predictions
for hospitalized diabetes patients, showcasing
the potential of our approach for generating im-
proved personalized treatment strategies.

Keywords: deep generative model, probabilis-
tic decision support, personalized treatment
generation, insulin and blood glucose prediction

1. Introduction

Recent advancements in deep conditional generative
models have revolutionized various domains includ-
ing the generation of textual prompt-answers (Brown
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et al., 2020), high-quality images (Rombach et al.,
2022), and molecules based on desired properties
(Mollaysa et al., 2019). However, applying these
techniques for generating complex and multivariate
healthcare time series poses unique challenges that
have yet to be fully addressed. A fundamental issue
is the lack of a clear and simple framework for leverag-
ing conditional samples from multivariate time series.
To tackle this, we explore the potential of combin-
ing deep probabilistic generative time series models
(Tomczak, 2022) with decision theory, to enable opti-
mal personalized treatment generation learned from
retrospective patient data. By exploiting the power
of conditional generative models, we can first learn
to generate feasible personalized treatment strategies
conditioned on the current personalized conditions.
Second, we can also learn to generate future per-
sonalized outcome trajectories conditioned on specific
treatment trajectories. Third, to bridge the gap be-
tween the conditional generation of time series and
decision-making, we propose the personalized treat-
ment generation by optimizing the expected utility of
the future outcome trajectories, so that both feasible
and optimal treatments can be learned.

Our proposed approach is illustrated in Figure 1 and
offers several innovative contributions:
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Figure 1: Overview of data (left), our approach (middle) and objective (right) for generating personalized treatments.

e Framework for Time Series Samples: We
present a new framework for leveraging sam-
ples of conditional distributions over multivari-
ate time series based on decision theory.

e Generating Realistic Treatments: We ex-
ploit deep generative models for generating novel
personalized treatment strategies and future out-
come trajectories.

e Optimal Personalized Treatments: We use
goal-directed generation of personalized treat-
ments optimized for expected future outcome
utility learned from retrospective patient data.

e Testing on Diabetes Patient Data: We
demonstrate the potential of our framework by
generating insulin treatment and blood glucose
trajectories for hospitalized diabetes patients.

2. Background

Generating personalized treatment trajectories based
on historical patient data is the ultimate goal of per-
sonalized medicine with machine learning (ML). In
this paper, we focus on the generation of multivariate
insulin strategies that lead to optimal expected future
blood glucose trajectories (Figure 1). Several ML ap-
proaches deterministically predict the blood glucose
outcome (Xie and Wang, 2020; Liu et al., 2020; Noaro
et al., 2020; Jaloli and Cescon, 2022) and only a few
(Sergazinov et al., 2023; Zhu et al., 2023) take into ac-
count the inherent uncertainty and multi-modal dis-
tribution of the future blood glucose. Moreover, it

is not obvious how these predictions of blood glu-
cose can be utilized for treatment generation. On the
other hand, there are several reinforcement-learning
approaches (Tejedor et al., 2020; Javad et al., 2019;
Shifrin and Siegelmann, 2020; Zhu et al., 2020; Emer-
son et al., 2023) optimizing a deterministic reward
function, mostly exploiting synthetic or continuously
measured blood glucose data, and considering only a
simplified action space, for which explicit constraints
have to be introduced to obtain feasible and consis-
tent treatments. We instead try to generate feasible
multivariate treatment strategies consistent over mul-
tiple treatments and time without requiring heuristic
constraints. Moreover, we exploit sparse real-world
data from hospitalized diabetes patients and opti-
mize a learned probabilistic expected utility function.
Further, we use deep generative models (Tomczak,
2022) that learn the joint distribution over trajecto-
ries of treatments and outcomes; sharing analogies
with (Ajay et al., 2022). To the best of our knowl-
edge, our approach combining deep generative models
with expected utility learning is the first to deal with
the generation of entire multivariate treatment and
outcome trajectories jointly learned from retrospec-
tive patient data, to achieve feasible, personalized,
and optimal treatment strategies.

3. Methodology

We consider multivariate time series data involving
outcome y;.; € REXT treatment x1.0 € X = RP*T,
and covariate vy.p € RV*T trajectories (Figure 1).
For insulin treatments, we consider blood glucose
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Figure 2: Illustration of the joint personalized distribution p(y,x|c), with scalar and non-temporal y and x.

as outcome, basal and bolus insulin as treatments,
and other medications and carbohydrates as covari-
ates. We divide all trajectories into past and fu-
ture windows, where the latter has fixed length K,
for instance y,.p = [y,y] with y € RP*K. We de-
fine the personalized context ¢ = {y, &, v, v, s} and
with non-temporal patient data s. We use a dataset
D = {yi.p,, xl.p,vlp, s}, with N historical pa-
tient time series.

3.1. Generation of Personalized Treatments

In this section, we present our approach to leverage
multivariate time series samples for learning feasible
and “optimal” treatment strategies based on the joint
personalized distribution p(y, z|c) = p(y|x, ¢)p(x|c),
where “optimality” is defined in the subsequent sec-
tions. In the case of insulin treatments, “optimal” is
achieved when the future outcome (i.e. blood glucose
values) lie within a predefined range, where too low
values are very dangerous, and too high values are
very undesired.

Direct Approach: We could directly learn a prob-
abilistic mapping p(z|c) from the past personalized
conditions to the future treatments and take the most
probable treatment strategy
x* = argmax p(x|c).
rzeX
However, this approach learns to replicate the treat-
ments in the historical training data, that might

turn problematic if these were sub-optimal regarding
treatment outcomes.

Indirect Approach: In a second approach, we
probabilistically predict the future outcomes y €
RP*T and specify a utility function u(y) describ-
ing the preferences for the future treatment out-
comes (Section A.2). For insulin treatments, the
utility function is highest for blood glucose values
in the predefined band. We can indirectly opti-
mize the conditional expected utility Up(y|a,c)(®) =

S p(ylx, c)u(y)dy (A.2.2), that is,

x* = argmax Up(ylz,c) (),
xeX

so that optimal treatments regarding future treat-
ment outcomes are learned. However, optimizing over
all possible treatments X = RP*T yields unfeasible
treatments, e.g. not adapted to the personalized con-
ditions, and the evaluation of the learned expected
utility is not accurate, compare Figure 1 (right) and
Figure 2.

Joint Approach: We instead propose to exploit
the joint distribution p(y, z|c) = p(y|z, ¢)p(x|c). In
particular, we first sample U feasible personalized
treatment suggestions

ey

lc 7"

2™ CC(g) ‘}\f}p(m|c)

S X
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and secondly, we choose the treatment with maximal
conditional expected utility

z* = argmax Up(y‘w’c)(sc‘(:)).
() ~p(alc)

With this approach, we learn feasible and personal-
ized treatment strategies () ~ p(z|c) that have a
high probability of resulting in good future treatment
outcomes Up(y|e.e) (™) [ p(ylz™), c)uly)dy.
However, the exact computation of this integral is in-
feasible for non-trivial distributions p(y|z, ¢), there-
fore we propose an approach based on deep generative
models.

Expected Utility with Generative Models:
Deep conditional generative models are powerful for
efficiently generating conditional samples of complex
distributions over multivariate time series, for in-
stance, personalized outcome trajectories

1) (s)

() iid
Yiwer Yjmer -

'7y‘wc ~ p( |:c,c).

These can be exploited to approximate the integral in
the expected utility U, (y|z,c)(z) = [ p(y|x, c)u(y)dy
with Monte-Carlo samples

Up(yle.o)(x) = i (y\(;)c}

leading to the optimization of the sample-based ex-
pected utility, that is,

s
z* = argmax Z (yl(:)(u) c).
z(Wrp(zle) so;

3.2. Deep Generative Model
In this section, we present our approach to learn the
personalized joint distribution

P (Y, zlc) = py(ylz, ¢)po(z|c)

with deep generative time series models (Tomczak,
2022; Murphy, 2022) with learnable parameters m =
{¢,60}. In particular, we focus on a probabilistic
encoder-decoder transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017),
as illustrated in Figure 4 and further described in A.3.

Encoder of Personalized History: For a de-
terministic encoder, the personalized history h is
mapped to a fixed latent representation z = fy(h) €

RLX(T=K)  wwhereas for a probabilistic encoder, a

deep parametrized probability distribution

T-K L

[T TI Culiis

t=1 [=1

v (2lh) = 7y (h)

with deep neural networks ,ufj(h) and afpl(h) is

learned.

Outcome Trajectory Generation: The multi-
variate outcomes y € RP*K are parametrized as

K P
pe(ylz, v, 2) = HHN(ytp|M¢ (z,v,2), ¢)

t=1p=1

with learnable mean uff (z,v,z) and variance oé,p :
Treatment Trajectory Generation: For the
multivariate treatments & € RP*X a Poisson like-
lihood

with deep parametrized mean /\gp (z,v,z) is used.

3.2.1. SOURCE OF STOCHASTICITY

Although the likelihoods above are parametric distri-
butions, the predictive distributions of the outcome
and treatment trajectories can be arbitrarily complex
when using deep generative models. We compare our
model with three different sources of stochasticity in
the generative process as illustrated in Figure 3.

Latent Variable Mode

Parametric Mode Auto-Regressive Mode

(O observed variable (O probabilistic variable

O latent variable [[] deterministic variable

Figure 3: Probabilistic Modes of Generative Model.
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Parametric Mode: For a deterministic encoder
without any additional stochasticity, the joint dis-
tribution pr(y, x|v, 2) is ps (y|x, v, 2)pe (x|v, 2) with
encoded history z = fy(h). Training with the log-
likelihood

L1 (m;D) = log px(y, x|v, 2)

can be used as a baseline with resulting paramet-
ric predictive distributions (factorized Gaussians and
Poissons) of treatments and outcomes.

Latent Variable Mode: With a probabilistic en-
coder py(z|h) and corresponding prior p(z) =
N(2|0,021) of the latent variable, the joint distribu-
tion is pr(y, x, z|v, h) = pe(y|x, v, 2)pe(x|v, 2)p(2).
Based on variational inference (A.3.4), the objective
function is

Lo(m; D) = Ey, (210 [log ps(ylx, v, 2)]
+Ep, (2| [log pg(x|v, 2)]
— KL[py(z|h)[[p(2)],

leading to infinite mixtures of Gaussian and Poisson
predictive distributions of the outcomes and treat-
ments.

Auto-Regressive Mode: In the auto-regressive
case, the joint distribution p,(y,x|v,z) is decom-

T . .
posed as [[,_; pr(ys, @¢|ve, 21:4—1) with varying en-
coded history z1:4—1 = fy([Y1.4—1: Tra-1, V1201, 8]).-
Maximizing the log-likelihood yields

T
Ly(m;D) = logp (yslas, vr, z14-1)
t=1
+logp (x¢|ve, Z1:4—1)

allows us to generate multivariate trajectories beyond
infinite mixture distributions.

Implementation: We use a transformer en-
coder (Vaswani et al., 2017) with multi-head self-
attention blocks to encode the personalized history
py(z|h). The output py(y|x, v, z) and the treatment
po(x|v, z) prediction networks are implemented us-
ing two transformer decoders with self-attention and
cross-attention blocks to attend also to the encoded
past z (Figure 4). We train our model with historical
patient trajectories D = {D;}¥ , using the three ob-
jective functions L1, Lo, and L3 , see also A.4, A.3.4.

4. Experiments and Results

Insulin and Blood Glucose Trajectories: We
test our approach using retrospective patient data
from University hospital (N = 2621) comprised of
blood glucose trajectories y;. € RY>T multivari-
ate treatment strategies xi.7 € R2xT representing
basal and bolus insulin injection doses, and carbohy-
drates as covariates vi.r € R'™*7T. We plan to ex-
tend the treatment strategies and covariates to other
medications in the future. For our heterogeneous pa-
tient data, we provide comprehensive descriptive data
analysis in Appendix A.6. Note that this dataset
presents particular challenges due to the infrequent
reporting of carbohydrates and sparse blood glucose
measurements, typically only 3-4 times per day.

Results for Blood Glucose Prediction: We
provide preliminary results from our proposed
method for generating personalized insulin treatment
and future outcome blood glucose trajectories. In
particular, the probabilistic prediction of the person-
alized outcomes trajectories p(y|x,c) are shown in
Figure 4 (middle and right), and in the Appendix in
Table 1 and Figure 17. From Figure 4 (right), we
observe that our transformer model outperforms two
simple baselines for predicting blood glucose 24 hours
ahead. The green line refers to the baseline using the
patient’s past average glucose level. The red baseline
is the average of glucose measurements at a particular
time point from all patients. For the sake of simplic-
ity, the prediction always starts at midnight, so that
the best performance gap is around 3-6 hours in the
future. In future work, we will predict the outcomes
from any time point, and improve the experiments in
several directions, as outlined in Appendix A.5.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a framework for leverag-
ing conditional samples of multivariate time series
generated by deep conditional generative time se-
ries models. It can be used to learn the complex
interaction between outcome, treatment, and covari-
ate trajectories from retrospective patient time series
data. Moreover, feasible, personalized, and optimal
treatment trajectories can be generated by combin-
ing it with conditional expected utility maximization.
Our preliminary results focused on modeling insulin
and blood glucose trajectories from diabetes patients,
however, our framework can be generally applied to
other healthcare patient trajectory data. We plan to
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Results
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Figure 4: Transformer-based model (left), illustration (middle), and evaluation (right) of personalized prediction.

improve our work with several experiments, as out-
lined in Appendix A.5. Moreover, we pursue interest-
ing extensions for our framework following the end-
to-end goal-directed generation of personalized treat-
ment strategies, as outlined in A.2.9.
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Appendix A. Details and Extension
about Model

A.1. Notation

In this section, we provide more precise notation. In
particular, we consider multivariate time series data,
including outcome y,.;, € V = RP>*Ty | treatment
x1T, € X = RP*T= and covariate vi.T, € RV *T
trajectories. For each time series, we assume ir-
regularly sampled times T?:Ty, Ti{r,, and 7] , re-
spectively. TFor the sake of simplicity, we assume
a fixed future time window of length K € N (e.g.
24 hours) and divide the trajectories into past and
future, that is, y1.;, = [4,y], 1.1, = [, 2], and
vi.r, = [0,v], where y € RP*Kv ¢ RP*Ke and
v € RV*Kv | compare also Figure 1 on the left. Note
that, in the implementation, we consider a moving
future window. We define the personalized context
c={y,x,v,v,s}, where s are some additional non-
temporal patient information. We assume a dataset
D = {D;}}, consisting of N historical patient time
series D; = {yi:Tﬁ,:cli:T;,vilzTg,si}, however, we omit
the explicit dependency to ¢ if it is clear from the
context.

A.2. Decision Making
A.2.1. EXPECTED UTILITY

Suppose we have an utility function u(y) : Y — R
for a random variable y € ) with density p(y). We
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define the expected utility U €R as

p(y)

Up(y) = Ep(y) [u(y)] = / p(y)u(y)dy.

A.2.2. CONDITIONAL EXPECTED UTILITY

Similarly, for a conditional distribution p(y|z) condi-
tioned on « € X, we define the conditional expected
utility Uy (y|a)(x) as

Upyla) (®) = Ep(y|a) [U(y)]:/p(ylw)U(y)dy, (1)

which can be considered as a function in x.

A.2.3. JoINT EXPECTED UTILITY

For a joint distribution p(y,x), we define the joint
expected utility Up(y 2) as

= ]Ep(y,m) [u(y, .’B)]
= /p(yﬂv)u(y,:v)dy dx

- / p(@)p(y|w)uly, z)dy dz.

[Up(y>m)

Here, we introduce the joint utility function u(y, ) :
Y x X — R, which also expresses the utility for the
conditional variable x (treatment strategies). In the
case of a factorized joint utility function u(y,x) =
u(y)u(x), we can write

U = [ p@pyla)u(y)utady da

= Ep(a) [u(@)Upyla) ()] ,

which can be decomposed as the expectation over
the conditional variables (treatments) of the weighted
conditional expected utility. For a utility func-
tion u(y,x) = u(y), this simplifies to Upy 2 =

Ep(z) [Up(yle) (@)]-

A.2.4. HIERARCHICAL CONDITIONAL UTILITY

We can also extend the introduced concepts to more
variables, for instance, conditioning on a context
variable ¢, so that the expected utilities become
Upiyle)(€), Uptyla,e)(x, €), and U,y z|c) (), which are
all functions in c.

A.2.5. MULTIVARIATE UTILITY FUNCTIONS

Suppose V = RP. We can define a factorized utility
function u(y) : R — R

P
u(y) = H apu(yp)

with weights o, for each dimension. This is particu-
larly interesting when modeling concurring outcomes,
for instance, the success of treatment together with
complications or side effects. This allows specifying
the different utilities for multiple outcomes and en-
ables the analysis of treatments that satisfy Pareto-
optimality regarding multiple outcomes.

A.2.6. TEMPORAL EXPECTED UTILITY

Suppose Y = RP*T' that is a temporal indexed mul-
tivariate random variable y = y,.r € RP*T. We
can directly define the utility function over the whole
matrix. For instance,

T
u(yy.r) = Z Y'u
t=1

with time decaying parameter 0 < v < 1.
case, the expected utility becomes

T P
=> 7" [T ewulyn)
t=1 p=1
In this

Y ]Ep(yl:T) [u(ylzT)]

p(Yr.7) —

:/ (Y1.7)w(y1.7)dY .7
T
/ p(Y1.7) Z u(y,)dyy.7-

that is,

(2)

If we assume temporal independence,
T .
p(Y1.r) = [I;=1 P(y,), this leads to

T T
Up(y,.o) = /Zp(yt)’ytu(yt)dyt = Z’YtUp(yt)'
=1 t=1

A.2.7. APPROXIMATION BY GENERATIVE MODELS

All these integrals are often hard to compute for in-
teresting objects such as complex multivariate time
series. On the other hand, deep generative proba-
bilistic models are powerful for generating conditional
samples from very complex distributions over objects
including multivariate time series efficiently. Thus,
we propose to generate multiple conditional samples

(1) (s) (S)

y‘m7"'7y‘m7"'7y‘m (y|$)
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with deep generative models to obtain a Monte-
Carlo-based approximation for the expected utili-
ties. For instance, the expected utility U, (y|z)(x) =
[ p(ylx)u(y)dy in Equation 1 is approximated by

S
T

In the case of multivariate time series y =

Y. € RPXT we jointly sample entire trajectories

[ (S)7vy’(1“)] = ygsg[“ ~ p(ylzT), so that the sam-

pling version of Equation 2 becomes

s T
Z (wir) = Z > ulwi”).
: = :1

Similarly, we can estimate Ifjp(yl:ﬂth) for condition-

ing on a whole treatment trajectory * = x1.p €
RDXT-

Up(yla) (@

p(Yyr) —

Moreover, we want to emphasize that we can take
gradients with respect to the parameters of the deep
parametrized distributions based on end-to-end op-
timization. Sampling can be included via the re-
parametrization trick.

A.2.8. EXxAcT COMPUTATION

Under certain circumstances, the expected utility
Upiyio)(@) = Epyioy u®)] = [ plyle)uly)dy in
Equation (1) can be computed exactly. It can be
used as baseline to compare the approximation with
deep generative models as discussed in the previous
section. For instance, if we assume a joint Gaussian
distribution or a Gaussian Process (GP) (Williams
and Rasmussen, 2006; Schiirch et al., 2020, 2023) for
p(y|x) and a simple utility function u(y) (for instance
affine, exponential, periodic, Gaussian, log-Gaussian,
...), then the expected utility can be computed ex-
actly. This has the benefit that the variance from the
two-stage sampling of the response and treatment can
be reduced by only sampling the treatments.

A.2.9. IMPROVED TREATMENT GENERATION

In order to directly learn a better distribution py(x|c)
which take into account desired properties regarding
optimal treatment responses, we propose to learn the

0 = arglenax Up(y,z|c)

— argmax / po(|c)p(yle, c)uly)dy dx,

so that we can then directly take the most probable
treatment

¥ = argmax pg- (x|c)
xT

or a few high-probability samples from py-(z|c),
which are now coupled so that they satisfy also the
utility constraints. This idea is based on the work of
Mollaysa et al. (2020).

This approach can also be combined with log-
likelihood-based inference, so that the objective func-
tion becomes

0" = argmax aU,(y zjc) + (1 — ) L(0; D)
0

— argmax a / polle)p(yle, ¢)uly)dy dz

+ (1 - a) logpﬂ(ya CC"U, f(h))v

where we showed the parametric mode for the sake
of simplicity.

A.2.10. LEARNING UTILITY FOR X

Alternatively, we could also learn the parameters m
of the utility function u,(x) over the treatments x
with deep learning, that is,

*
7" = argmax Up(y «|c)
™

—argmax [ po(alep(yl, oju(y)us(@)dy de,

which constitutes a pragmatic approach for generat-
ing efficient treatment suggestions that result in fa-
vorable outcomes.

A.3. Deep Generative Model

In this section, we present more details of our ap-
proach to learn the conditional joint distribution

P (Y, x|c) = py(y|z, c)ps(z|c)

with deep generative time series models (Tomczak,
2022; Murphy, 2022) from retrospective patient tra-
jectories data, where we introduce the learnable pa-
rameters 7 = {¢,0}. Among the many choices for
deep generative models, a common property is to im-
plicitly learning the joint distribution with deep neu-
ral networks by providing a mechanism to generate
samples from these distributions. In particular, we
focus on an encoder-decoder architecture based on a
transformer (Vaswani et al., 2017) as illustrated in
Figure 4 on the left.
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A.3.1. ENCODER OF PERSONALIZED HISTORY

We consider either a deterministic or probabilistic en-
coder py(z|h). In the former, the personalized his-
tory h is mapped to a fixed latent representation
= fy(h) € REX(T=K)) " whereas in the latter we
learn a deep parametrized probability distribution

T—-K L

H HN Ztl|.u

t=1 [=1

w(z|h) = ay(h)),

with deep neural networks uf/f (h) and afj (h).

A.3.2. OUTCOME PREDICTOR

The future multivariate outcome trajectory y €

RP*K ig parametrized as
K P
po(yle,v,2) = [T [TV (vl (@, 0, 2), 077 )
t=1p=1

¢ . t
where the mean u'(x,v,2z) and variance o are

learned with neural networks. Although this likeli-
hood is a parametric distribution, the final distribu-
tion of the outcomes can be arbitrarily complex, see
Section 3.2.1.

A.3.3. TREATMENT PREDICTOR

For the treatment strategies x € RP*X we assume
a Poisson likelihood

K D
po(x|v, z) H H xtd|)\ z,v,2)),

with deep parametrized mean function /\gp (x,v, 2).
Note that the final distribution of the deep generative
model is non-parametric, see next section.

A.3.4. SOURCE OF STOCHASTICITY

We compare our model in three different modes as
illustrated in Figure 3 for modeling the source of
the stochasticity in the generation of outcome y and
treatment @ trajectories. As a baseline method, we
use a deterministic encoder and a simple paramet-
ric distribution for the outcomes y and treatments
x without any additional stochasticity in the model,
so that the the predictive distributions are actually
Gaussian and Poisson distributed as defined in Sec-
tions A.3.2 and A.3.3. However, these distributions
are too restrictive and do not match real-world data
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(Appendix A.6). As a second mode, we use a latent
variable model with a probabilistic encoder (A.3.1),
so that when sampling from the latent representation,
we get an infinite mixture of Gaussian or a mixture
of Poisson distributions, allowing to generate rather
complex distributions. The third mode is based on
auto-regressive learning and sampling, where we use
K =1 and plug back the previous values to the his-
tory h, which is then the source of stochasticity in the
sampling. This allows to sample multivariate trajec-
tories beyond infinite mixture distributions.

Parametric Mode: For a deterministic encoder,
we have the joint distribution

pﬂ(y,m|v, fw(h)) = p¢(y|ma v, fw(h))PO(CCW: fw(h»

and the objective function is the log-likelihood

L1(m; D) = log px(y, x|v, fy,(h)).
Latent Variable Mode: In the latent variable
mode, we have the joint distribution

pTI'(y) Z, Z|’U, h’) = p¢(y|m,v, Z)p9($‘|’v, z)p(z)

with prior distribution p(z) N(z]0,021). The
ideal objective function would be the marginal log-
likelihood M (m; D) = log [ px(y,, z|v, h)dz, which
is not feasible to compute exactly. Therefore, we pro-
pose to use an amortized variational inference ap-
proach (Kingma and Welling, 2013; Blei et al., 2017),
which maximizes a lower bound Lo (7; D) < M;D(7),
that is

‘62(77; D) = ]Epw(z|h) [lng¢(y|£E, v, Z)]
+Ep, (z1n) [log pe(x|v, 2)]
~ KL[pu(zlh)p(2)].

Auto-Regressive Mode: In the auto-regressive
mode, we set the window size to K = 1 and we de-
compose the joint distribution as

pﬂ'(y? SC|’U, f¢(h))

=

Pr(Yyp Te| V1, fw(hlztfl))

o+~
Il

—

=

Y2 (yt|wt7 Vi, fw(hlztfl))pe (wt|vt7 fw(h1:t71)) )

o
Il

—

where we define the temporal varying personalized
history hi4-1 = [91;1571’iDl:t71,’01:t7173]~ By maxi-
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mizing the log-likelihood, we get the objective

T
Ls(m; D) =log [ [ pr (s, @elor, fi(h1s1))

t=1

T

= logpy (@, vr, fy(h14-1))
t=1

+ logpg (x¢|ve, fyy(R1:e—1)) -

In the training, we can use the actually observed val-
ues hiy1 = [Y1.4_1,@1:4—1,V1:4-1, 8] without any
stochasticity, which is called teacher mode. Only
for the generation of novel trajectories, we auto-
regressively sample from the model.

Optimization: In all three modes L;(m;D),
Lo(m; D), L3(7; D), we optimize the parameters with
a datasets D = {D;}}¥, by

N Ti—K

T = argmaxz Z Li(m; DY),

i=1 k=0

which is computed with stochastic optimization using
mini-batches of patients. Here, DF refers to the data
of patient 4 until time point k.

A.4. Implementation Details
A.4.1. DATA PRE-PROCESSING

Since the time series is irregularly sampled, we con-
vert it to an hourly sampled time series via imputa-
tion. The glucose level x is linearly imputed. The
treatment @ (i.e., basal and bolus insulin dose) is im-
puted with zero. We linearly scale y to have mean 0
and standard deviation 1. We also linearly scale  to
have standard deviation 1.

A.4.2. TRANSFORMER ARCHITECTURE

We use the transformer encoder, decoder, and po-
sitional encoding from Vaswani et al. (2017). We
train with learning rate 1073, batch size 8, one de-
coder and encoder layer, 64 features, 16 heads, and
a single-hidden-layer embedding of size 100 for the
feedforward network of the encoder/decoder as well
as for the embedding of the input variables. When
training the outcome predictor pg(y|x, v, z), we only
compute the loss for the non-imputed measured fu-
ture y values.
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A.5. Planned Experiments

In this Section, we provide several planned experi-
ments for our method.

In general, in order to assess the quality of our ap-
proach, we will compare the prediction accuracy and
reliability (uncertainty) of the outcome and treat-
ments against the true future in the retrospective
data. Moreover, to assess the quality of the gener-
ated samples, we will implement a simple classifier to
distinguish whether it is a real or generated sample.

A.5.1. OUTCOME TRAJECTORY GENERATION

In our model, we will examine how the personal-
ized history h, the covariates v and the treatment
x affect the prediction performance for y. In par-
ticular, we will compare different conditional sets
such as p¢(y)7 p¢(y|T’y)a p¢(y‘y)7 p¢(y|.’i), p¢(y|h)7
p¢(y|ma h’)7 p¢(y|'l), h)a and p¢(y|$7 v, h)

A.5.2. TREATMENTS STRATEGY GENERATION

Similarly, we compare the samples of different dis-
tributions of treatment trajectories, that is py(x),
po(x|v), po(x|h), and pg(x|v, h). It is particularly
interesting to see the effect of the past history h as
well as the effect from the carbohydrates v.

A.5.3. COMPARISON OF MODES

We will compare the three different modes of stochas-
ticity in the generative model, as explained in Section
3.2.1. Tt will be interesting to see whether the para-
metric, the latent variable, or the auto-regressive ap-
proach leads to the best performance. Besides com-
paring the performance, it will be particularly inter-
esting to compare the quality of the generated multi-
variate samples of the trajectories. Moreover, we will
examine the latent space of the latent variable ap-
proach. In particular, we try to visualize the learned
latent space of the treatment trajectories and check if
the interpolation property is satisfied. Moreover, we
check if we can generate samples around particular
interesting points in the latent space.

A.5.4. COMPARISON WITH OTHER APPROACHES

We will compare our approach with other predic-
tion models for the outcomes and treatments, such
as deterministic deep neural networks (RNN, CNN).
Moreover, it would be interesting to find a setting in
which we can compare our generated treatment with
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approaches from reinforcement learning and compare
their quality. In particular, it would be interesting to
compare how realistic and consistent our multivariate
samples are.

A.5.5. GENERALIZATION TO OTHER APPLICATIONS

We plan to test our general framework for generat-
ing personalized and optimal treatment strategies to
other diseases. For instance, we plan to apply it to
cancer treatment data as well as rheumatic disease
data (Trottet et al., 2023).

A.6. Descriptive Data Analysis

In the following, we describe the blood glucose, carbo-
hydrate intake, basal insulin, and bolus insulin data.
We plot their typical values/doses (throughout the
day) as well as the number of observations/insulin
injections per day. We would like to empathize that
the shown results show global distributions involving
all patients, whereas the personalized distributions
of the trajectories of treatment outcomes are mostly
multi-modal, often due to the latent, unobserved vari-
ables such as carbohydrates or medications.

12
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Number of blood glucose measurements per day Histogram of blood glucose levels
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Figure 5: Blood glucose is mostly measured around 3-4 times per day and usually takes values between 5
and 15.

At which time is blood glucose typically measured?
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Figure 6: Blood glucose is usually measured at 7-8 a.m., 12 p.m., 6 p.m., or 10 p.m..
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Figure 7: Blood glucose levels exhibit fluctuations throughout the day, with their lowest point typically
occurring around 7 a.m.
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Number of carbohydrate intake recordings per day Amount of carbohydrate intake per recording
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Figure 8: Carbohydrate intake data is usually not provided. If it is provided, then usually 3 times per day.
Carbohydrate consumption per meal mostly ranges from 20 to 70.
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Figure 9: Carbohyrdates are usually consumed at 7-8 a.m., 12 p.m., or 6 p.m..
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Figure 10: Carbohydrate intake throughout the day. If carbohydrates are consumed and this is reported,
then the amount of carbohydrates does not depend on the time of the day.
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Number of basal insulin injections per day Histogram of basal insulin injection dosis
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Figure 11: Basal insulin is usually injected once per day or not at all. The dose per injection is around 2-20.
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Figure 12: Basal insulin injection almost exclusively occurs at 7-8 a.m. or 6 p.m.
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Figure 13: The basal insulin injection dose is independent of the time of the day.
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Number of bolus insulin injections per day Histogram of bolus insulin injection dosis
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Figure 14: Bolus insulin is usually injected 0—4 times per day. The dose per injection is around 0-30.

At which time is bolus insulin typically injected?
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Figure 15: If bolus insulin is injected, then this occurs at 7-8 a.m., 12 a.m., 6 p.m., and, less frequently, at

10 p.m.
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Figure 16: Bolus insulin injection doses throughout the day. Injections at 10 p.m. almost always have the
same low dose. The injection dose at other times is higher and varies more.
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Figure 17: Probabilistic online prediction py(y|x, ¢) for different splits of past and future windows.

Model MAE RMSE

Baseline: Past average glucose level of the patient 2.671 3.671
Baseline: Average glucose level of all patients at this time  3.049 3.927
Transformer (using glucose data only) 1.840 2.625
Transformer (using glucose, insulin, carbs data) 1.789 2.616

Table 1: Mean performance of the y-prediction network across 30 random 50/50 train-validation splits.
Absolute Error (MAE) and Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) for baseline and transformer models.
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