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Abstract

Introduction: Ensuring timely and accurate diagnosis
of medical conditions is paramount for effective patient
care. Electrocardiogram (ECG) signals are fundamental
for evaluating a patient’s cardiac health and are readily
available. Despite this, little attention has been given to
the remarkable potential of ECG data in detecting non-
cardiac conditions. Methods: In our study, we used pub-
licly available datasets (MIMIC-IV-ECG-ICD and ECG-
VIEW 1) to investigate the feasibility of inferring general
diagnostic conditions from ECG features. To this end, we
trained a tree-based model (XGBoost) based on ECG fea-
tures and basic demographic features to estimate a wide
range of diagnoses, encompassing both cardiac and non-
cardiac conditions. Results: Our results demonstrate the
reliability of estimating 23 cardiac as well as 21 non-
cardiac conditions above 0.7 AUROC in a statistically sig-
nificant manner across a wide range of physiological cat-
egories. Our findings underscore the predictive potential
of ECG data in identifying well-known cardiac conditions.
However, even more striking, this research represents a pi-
oneering effort in systematically expanding the scope of
ECG-based diagnosis to conditions not traditionally asso-
ciated with the cardiac system.

1. Introduction

Fast diagnoses in medical settings are vital for prompt
and effective treatment, significantly impacting patient
outcomes. In emergencies, rapid identification of condi-
tions such as myocardial infarctions, strokes, and infec-
tions enables healthcare providers to initiate immediate
interventions, reducing morbidity and mortality rates [1].
Similarly, in non-emergency but crucial scenarios, early
detection of diseases allows for timely management and
intervention, preventing severe complications and improv-
ing long-term health outcomes [2].

The electrocardiogram (ECG) is a crucial tool for eval-
uating a patient’s heart health. Currently, ECGs are pri-
marily interpreted manually, with minimal help from rule-

based devices that have notable limitations [3]. The ad-
vent of machine learning has generated excitement for Al-
enhanced ECG interpretation, transforming diagnostic ap-
proaches. Many studies highlight the accuracy of machine
learning in detecting various cardiac conditions and some
non-cardiac conditions. However, these studies often rely
on closed-source datasets and lack external validation, lim-
iting their generalizability [44[5].

In this work, we present a comprehensive diagnostic
analysis of both traditional and non-traditional cardiac
conditions, along with a variety of non-cardiac conditions,
using ECG features combined with basic patient demo-
graphics like age and gender.

2. Background

Cardiac conditions from ECG Although significant, the
estimation of cardiac conditions has been the most conven-
tional machine learning application with the use of ECG
data, while most of these works use ECG raw waveforms
[6H10], some other works provide also valuable applica-
tions based on ECG features instead of raw waveforms
such as [11] which uses ECG features instead of wave-
forms to predict arrhythmia and [[12] for atrial fibrillation.

Non-cardiac conditions from ECG The estimation of
non-cardiac diagnoses from ECG data has been somehow
limited, where most of the approaches are too narrowed
in scope as they aim to predict single conditions such as
[4] diabetes and pre-diabetes, [S] cirrhosis, and [13] pul-
monary hypertension. However, recently, two main works
present a wide range set of non-cardiac conditions estima-
tion with a focus on the emergency department setting, [9]
using ECG raw waveforms, while [10] also includes also
clinical features in a multimodal setting.

Novel applications from ECG While most of the works in
the literature focus on the estimation of cardiac conditions
with ECG data, recently, new paradigms have emerged
such as the estimation of laboratory values abnormalities
[14]], as well as patient deterioration in the emergency de-
partment [[10].
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3. Methods

Datasets In this work, we considered two main datasets,
the first is the MIMIC-IV-ECG [15-17] and the second is
ECG-VIEW-II [18]]. To match both datasets in terms of
features we engineered MIMIC-IV-ECG features to align
with ECG-VIEW ones. The final set of features are sex,
age in years, RR interval in milliseconds (ms), PR segment
in ms, QRS complex in ms, QT interval in ms, corrected
QT (QTc) interval in ms, P wave axis in degrees, QRS axis
in degrees, T wave axis in degrees. For this work, we aim
to investigate a wide range of diagnoses in an end-to-end
manner represented by the International Classification of
Diseases Clinical Modification (ICD10-CM) codes. For
MIMIC-IV-ECG we follow [9] stratified splits based on
patient, age, and gender bins with the ratios of 18:1:1 for
train, validation, and test sets, whereas for ECG-VIEW-II
we applied a similar stratification approach ourselves. We
train our models on MIMIC-IV-ECG while we use ECG-
VIEW-II to externally validate our approach.

Models and performance evaluation We train individ-
ual extreme gradient boosting (XGBoost) tree models for
each ICD10-CM code in a binary classification context.
The performance is assessed individually using the area
under the receiver operating curves (AUROC). To evaluate
the statistical uncertainty due to the finite size and specific
composition of the test set, we use empirical bootstrap with
1000 iterations on the test set and report 95% confidence
intervals.

4. Results

Cardiac conditions Table[T] presents the predictive perfor-
mance results for various cardiac conditions. Overall, the
model demonstrates strong generalization across a diverse
array of cardiac conditions, with internal AUROC values
ranging from 0.70 to 0.87.

Non-cardiac conditions Table 2] presents the predictive
performance results for various non-cardiac conditions.
Overall, the model demonstrates strong generalization
across a diverse array of non-cardiac conditions, with in-
ternal AUROC values ranging from 0.70 to 0.95.

5. Discussion

Cardiac conditions

For cardiac conditions, the use of ECG data is naturally
aligned with clinical practice, as ECGs are a fundamental
tool in diagnosing and managing heart-related disorders.
The model’s ability to accurately predict conditions like
atrial fibrillation, heart failure, and conduction disorders,
with AUROC values up to 0.87, underscores its potential to
assist clinicians in early detection and personalized treat-
ment planning. Accurate predictions for these conditions

can lead to timely interventions, reducing the risk of com-
plications such as stroke, sudden cardiac death, or worsen-
ing heart failure. Furthermore, the model’s strong perfor-
mance in identifying more subtle conditions like valvular
heart diseases and ischemic cardiomyopathy reflects its ca-
pacity to detect complex and multifactorial cardiac condi-
tions that may otherwise be challenging to diagnose solely
based on standard ECG interpretation.

Non-cardiac conditions For non-cardiac conditions, the
model’s predictive power is particularly noteworthy given
that these conditions are traditionally not associated with
direct ECG interpretation. Yet, the ability to predict condi-
tions such as polycystic ovarian syndrome, systemic lupus
erythematosus, chronic kidney disease, and chronic ob-
structive pulmonary disease (COPD) with high accuracy
(AUROC up to 0.95) suggests that ECG data may capture
indirect physiological changes associated with these dis-
eases. For instance, systemic inflammation, electrolyte im-
balances, and other metabolic disturbances often manifest
subtly in ECG patterns, which the model can discern. This
capability could revolutionize the way non-cardiac condi-
tions are screened and monitored, allowing for earlier de-
tection and intervention.

Clinical significance The integration of Al-driven analy-
sis of ECG data in diagnosing both cardiac and non-cardiac
conditions offers significant clinical benefits. It enhances
diagnostic accuracy, reduces the time needed for diagnosis,
and can potentially lower healthcare costs by streamlining
the diagnostic process. The model’s robust performance
across a wide range of conditions highlights its versatil-
ity and potential to become an invaluable tool in diverse
clinical settings, enabling screening for various conditions
through ECG-based Al predictions. This approach extends
beyond the cardiovascular system to include areas such as
endocrine/metabolic, autoimmune/rheumatologic, muscu-
loskeletal, ophthalmological, gastrointestinal, renal, respi-
ratory, infectious diseases, and neurological conditions.

ECG features vs. raw signals The results also under-
score the high information density of a relatively small
set of ECG features to characterize the ECG. On the one
hand, these results foreshadow additional improvements in
predictive performance through the use of deep learning
models applied to raw waveform data, as demonstrated in
[9.10]. On the other hand, ECG features, unlike raw time
series [[19], carry an immediate clinical meaning and mod-
els building on the former category are more straightfor-
ward to analyze for example through post-hoc explainabil-
ity methods, as exemplified in [20].

Data and code availability Code for dataset preprocess-
ing and experimental replications can be found in our ded-
icated repository [21].



Table 1.

performance by AUROC with 95% confidence intervals.

I850  Esophageal varices

1210 ~ STEMI myocardial infarction, anterior wall

1864  Gastric varices

110  Hypertensive heart disease with heart failure

1120  Hypertensive chronic kidney disease (Stage 5)

127 Other pulmonary heart diseases

1714  Abdominal aortic aneurysm, without rupture

136 Nonrheumatic tricuspid valve disorders

1652  Occlusion and stenosis of carotid artery

146 Cardiac arrest

105 Rheumatic mitral valve diseases

1340  Nonrheumatic mitral valve insufficiency

124 Other acute ischemic heart diseases
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Performance results for cardiac conditions, presented by ICD10-CM code, description, internal and external

Code Description

Int. AUROC (95% CI)

Ext. AUROC (95% CI)

1481 Persistent atrial fibrillation
144 AV and left bundle-branch block
150 Heart failure

1420  Dilated cardiomyopathy
1495  Sick sinus syndrome
1350  Nonrheumatic aortic stenosis

107 Rheumatic tricuspid valve diseases
108 Multiple valve diseases

1255  Ischemic cardiomyopathy

145 Other conduction disorders
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