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Abstract Piezo1 ion channels are stretch-activated ion channels involved in a variety
of important physiological and pathophysiological processes, as for example cardiovascular
development and homeostasis. Since its discovery, it is known that this type of ion channel
desensitize when exposed to stretch. However, recent experiments on Piezo1 ion channels
have uncovered that their stretch response is qualitatively different when exposed to pos-
itive electrochemical driving forces, where the desensitization is reset. In this work, we
propose a novel voltage-modulated mathematical model of Piezo1 based on a continuous-
time Markov chain. We show that our Piezo1 model is able to quantitatively reproduce
a wide range of experimental observations. Furthermore, we integrate our new ion chan-
nel model into the Mahajan-Shiferaw ventricular cardiomyocyte model to study the effect
of electromechanical pacing at the cellular scale. This integrated cell model is able to
qualitatively reproduce some aspects of the experimental observations regarding the rate-
dependence of electromechanical pacing protocols. Our studies suggest that the Piezo1 ion
channel is an important component that significantly contributes to the electromechanical
coupled response of cardiomyocytes.

Keywords: Stretch-activated ion channel, Mechanosensitive ion channel, Mechano-electric
feedback, Mechano-chemical feedback, Cardiac electromechanics

1 Introduction

The computational analysis of physiological and patho-physiological heart function has been
of increasing interest due to the large potential for improving medical intervention as well
as enhancing the fundamental understanding of the underlying processes [53, 9, 54, 16, 50,
60, 26, 1, 47, 8, 45, 48]. Especially the electromechanical coupling has attracted particular
interest since it dominates the active contraction behavior [24, 22, 21, 2, 19]. Interestingly, the
mechano-electric feedback has been given less attention, although it is important for many
processes in the heart which can be linked to clinically relevant questions. For instance, this
back-coupling of mechanics onto the chemical processes governs adaptive processes, including
patho-physiological growth and homeostasis [42, 3]. Another example is Cardiopulmonary
resuscitation (CPR), a standard emergency procedure [49, 52] in which fast and deep chest
compressions are applied in subjects suffering cardiac arrest to maintain a minimal level of
blood circulation until more advanced care can be administered. Here, optimized procedure
protocols may be identified by additionally exploiting the active contraction response of the
heart that may be triggered mechanically. Furthermore, existing medical procedures also
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exploit this back-coupling. For instance, approaches such as precordial thump [51] and per-
cussion pacing [62] aim at conditioning heart pacing using mechanical stimuli. The European
Resuscitation Society (ERS) recommends that percussion pacing can be attempted during
bradycardia, if no pacing equipment is available and atropine treatment is ineffective [52].
Unfortunately, precordial thump and percussion pacing have not yet been sufficiently inves-
tigated and the American Heart Association (AHA) recommends against using these proce-
dures in a general clinical setting since existing clinical studies on these techniques do not
show strong evidence of being effective or ineffective [49]. Here, computational analysis may
supply the necessary insight, provided that suitable models for an accurate description of
the back-coupling are available. Interestingly, despite the importance of emergency pacing
techniques, no theoretical framework exists to understand its mechanisms in detail.

Understanding the mechanism linking pacing and mechanical stimuli is certainly difficult and
there have not been many experimental studies in this area [29]. In this context, Quinn and
Kohl [55] investigated a rabbit heart subjected to several sequences of mechanical and electri-
cal stimuli during sinus rhythm. The rabbit heart is in Langendorff perfusion with an inserted
intraventricular balloon to simulate blood pressure. During the application of mechanical and
electrical stimuli to the ventricular epicardium, the balloon pressure and transmembrane volt-
age at a point on the ventricular epicardium are recorded. In these experiments, several key
features are identified: 1) There is a reversible, frequency-dependent loss of capture of me-
chanical pacing that depends on the number of applied mechanical stimuli; 2) Alternating the
application of mechanical and electrical stimuli leads to a faster loss of capture (in the number
of applied mechanical stimuli) than when only mechanical pacing is applied. The coupling
between mechanical and electrical pacing found in these experiments cannot be explained
by current models and highlights the importance of developing a theoretical framework for
mechanical pacing of cardiac tissue.

Stretch-activated ion channels modulate ionic balances in cells including cardiomyocytes. In
this paper, we assume that PIEZO channels are a major contributor to this mechanism. The
PIEZO protein family consists of mechanically activated cation-selective channels [14, 33],
which govern a wide range of physiological functions across several animal kingdoms [13].
Vertebrates express primarily the isoforms Piezo1 and Piezo2 [13], which can be functionally
identified as biological sensors for mechanical stimuli [34]. The characteristic feature of PIEZO
ion channels is a significantly voltage-dependent [44] slow (Piezo1) and fast (Piezo2) inacti-
vation kinetics [64], which has been demonstrated to allow a frequency-dependent response
to periodic mechanical stimuli. Recent research has uncovered that this class of ion channels
is involved in many physiological and pathophysiolical processes. In tactile neurons, Piezo2
plays a key role in the touch sensation of rough surfaces [34]. Experiments also suggest that
PIEZO channels act as pressure overload sensors in ventricular cardiomyocytes [3, 66] with
implications in cardiovascular development [58, 35] and homeostasis [35, 3, 6, 37, 66, 65, 7]. In
addition, experiments have been able to link Piezo1 upregulation to pathophysiological pro-
cesses such as hypertrophy [71, 3, 30], arrhythmia [30], and heart failure [36, 30]. Although it
has been shown that PIEZO ion channels are expressed in the ventricular myocardium [36],
it has only been recently demonstrated that Piezo1 channels are located in the transverse
tubular system of cardiomyocytes [30, 66]. Interestingly Piezo1 and Piezo2 are involved in
physiological processes outside the neural and cardiovascular systems, as mutations have been
linked to severe diseases, e.g., hereditary xerocytosis [68, 4], Marden-Walker syndrome, and
Gordon syndrome [43] in humans.

In this work, we will analyze a simplified version of the experiment by Quinn and Kohl [55] via
mathematical modeling and simulation studies. As a first step, we will motivate why we believe
that these experimental observations are related to Piezo1 ion channels. Subsequently, we will
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develop a Piezo1 voltage-modulated, continuous-time Markov chain model on the basis of the
experiments in [34, 33] and Moroni et al. [44]. This ion channel model will then be integrated
in the well-known rabbit ventricular cardiomyocyte model by Mahajan et al. [41] to investigate
the qualitative role of Piezo1 [13] channels during mechanical and electromechanical pacing
of the cardiac tissue. Finally, we will discuss the model limitations and several possibilities
to improve and refine the model in subsequent studies.

2 Methods

2.1 Model Construction

In this section we construct a mathematical model of a rabbit ventricular cardiomyocyte,
which is capable of explaining, at least qualitatively, the experimental observations in Quinn
and Kohl [55]. In these experiments, the authors applied electrical and mechanical stimuli
to Langendorff-perfused rabbit hearts while measuring their electrical response. Mechanical
stimuli have been applied using a piston against the left ventricular (epicardial) wall, while
electrical stimuli have been applied using an electrode to deliver local currents to the left
ventricle epicardium. Both mechanical and electrical stimulation sites have been chosen to
be spatially close. Another electrode on the left ventricular wall (epicardial) has measured
the electrical activity. The main observation is that, at first, the ventricle responds to the
mechanical stimuli with a full depolarization, which we call mechanical capture. After a few
mechanical stimuli (see, e.g., fig. 3A), the ventricle stops responding, which is called loss of
(mechanical) capture. The exact number of mechanical stimuli until loss of capture depends on
the stimulus frequency and the number of applied electrical stimuli in-between two mechanical
stimuli. The observed loss of capture is reversible, and mechanical capture is restored after
mechanical stimuli have not been applied for a sufficiently long time window [55, 44].

2.1.1 Determination of the Molecular Candidate for the Ion Channel Model
The ion channels to be included in the model need to generate enough current to depolarize
the membrane after sufficient deformation. Generally, the currents generated by the defor-
mation of cells are categorized into two broad classes: non-selective stretch-activated ion
channels ISAC,NS and K+, and selective stretch-activated ion channels ISAC,K. For healthy
cardiomyocytes in a physiological environment it can be shown that, assuming an Ohmic
current generated by the flux of ions through an ion channel, the reversal potential of K+

(≈ −90mV) is below the depolarization threshold (≈ −60mV). Hence, activating these ion
channels cannot induce membrane depolarization. We refer to e.g. [56] for more details. This
narrows down the candidates for the ion channels. Only the PIEZO family and the TRP
family of ion channels are known to be primary generators of ISAC,NS [59].

Obviously, the candidate ion channels also have to be expressed in real cardiomyocytes. In
addition, we assume that the ion channel is located on the cell membrane to depolarize, since
this location may be more responsive to mechanical deformation. Although we acknowledge
the possibility that the hypothetical ion channel can be located inside the sarcoplasmatic
reticulum, we do not follow this idea in the first iteration of the integrated model proposed
here. This choice restricts the possible ion channel candidates, as some TRP channels are
not located on the cell membrane (see e.g., [67] for an overview). For the PIEZO family,
it has been shown in experimental studies that both channels expressed in vertebrates are
localized near the transverse tubular system of cardiomyocytes [30, 32]. Note that additional
experiments suggest the existence of a protective mechanism downregulating PIEZO channels’
activity when these channels are integrated into the endoplasmatic membrane [69]. These
experiments provide further evidence that the Piezo1 channels responsible, at least in large
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part, for the cardiomyocyte electromechanically coupled response (the focus of the current
work) is on the sarcoplasmatic membrane.

Finally, based on the experimental observation, we hypothesize that the ion channel needs to
feature slow frequency-dependent inactivation. This rules out that TRP channels alone will be
responsible for the behavior observed in the mechanical pacing experiments by [55] and leaves
the PIEZO family as an optimal candidate as the experiments of [34] provide strong evidence
for their frequency-dependent behavior. The PIEZO family has two known members, Piezo1
and Piezo2. The latter features fast inactivation (see, e.g., [34]), which further narrows down
our choice to the Piezo1 channel.

More evidence against the TRP channels being the primary candidate to explain the experi-
mental observation in [55] is provided by recent studies. Experiments by Nikolaev et al. [46]
suggest that most TRP channels might not be inherently stretch-activated. Instead, they
hypothesize that TRP channels play a role downstream in mechanosensation pathways. This
hypothesis is further supported by more recent experiments on the interplay between TRPM4
and Piezo1, showing colocalization of these ion channels in the transverse-axial tubular system
of ventricular cardiomyocytes in different species [30, 66].

2.1.2 Improved Piezo1 Continuous-Time Markov Chain Model Three dis-
tinct mathematical models for Piezo1 have been proposed in the literature. Bae et al. [5] have
proposed a continuous-time Markov chain model with three states (open, closed, and inacti-
vated), which are fully connected and which feature a pressure-dependent transition from the
closed to the open state and from the inactivated to the closed state. This is an extension
of a linear Markov chain where the closed and inactivated states are disconnected, see [25].
This model has been shown to capture well the fast inactivation behavior in response to single
mechanical stimuli. Modal analysis of a coarse-grained Piezo1 model [72] further supports the
model assumption that there are indeed at least three independent states.

Lewis et al. [34] have proposed a similar model. Based on the argument that the inactivation
kinetics of PIEZO ion channels in two-step pressure stimulation protocols can be fitted well
with two exponentials, Lewis et al. [34] hypothesized that there are two distinct inactivation
states. They corroborated this hypothesis by showing that the three state models [25, 5]
fail to explain a new set of experiments on frequency-dependent stimulus response of mouse
Piezo1 and Piezo2 channels. Therein Piezo1 has been shown to act as a band-pass filter on
sinusoidal pressure stimuli. Their proposed model contains four states, containing the same
cycle as Bae et al. [5]’s model and an additional second inactivation state with constant rates,
which has been bidirectionally connected to the open state. Lewis et al. [34] showed that this
model can capture well the frequency-dependent behavior of Piezo1 and Piezo2 ion channels.
Although we were able to identify a recent experimental investigation of the mechanism of
inactivation by Zheng et al. [73] supporting the hypothesis of the existence of two possibly
distinct inactivation states for the Piezo1 channel, further studies are required to determine
whether these states are coupled or truly distinct. In addition, the model from Lewis et al.
[34] lacks the voltage-dependent behavior seen in other experiments (e.g., [64, 44]).

Finally, there is the recent Hodgkin-Huxley formulation by Zhang and Zou [70] with three
independent gates featuring both voltage-modulation and stretch activation, which distin-
guishes it from the previous models. A possible drawback of this model is that existing
simulations on the molecular dynamics of Piezo1 [72, 15, 11] and structural investigations of
it [61] suggest a global transition structure between independent energy states of the ion chan-
nel, as reflected in the previously published Markov chain models discussed in the paragraphs
above. Furthermore, experiments on the electrophysiological properties of Piezo1 suggest a
voltage-dependence between inactivation and activation [64, 44]. This violates the assumption
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Figure 1: Continuous-time Markov chain of the proposed Piezo1 model extending the
model of [34]. Analogously to the original work, the proposed model contains an open
state O, fast and slow inactivation states If and Is, and a closed state C. p denotes
the pressure and ∆µ the electrochemical driving force acting on the channel. Since the
reversal potential of PIEZO channels is hypothesized to be approximately 0 (i.e. Er =
0), we obtain ∆µ = φm − Er = φm, where φm denotes the transmembrane potential.
Exponential transition functions have been chosen in conformance to Eyring’s classical
transition state theory [18, 17]. The parameters are grouped into rate coefficients ri,
mechanical pressure coefficients cmi and electrochemical driving force coefficients cei .
We want to highlight that the transition rate between the slow inactivating state Is
and the open state O is made dependent on the product of the electrochemical driving
force and the pressure.

of Hodgkin-Huxley models that the ion channel opens via independently acting gates. The
authors provide different sets of parameters per experiment and per applied stimulus in each
experiment, resulting in no continuous dependence of the gating variables on the pressure,
underlining this problem. While this does not exclude the existence of a Hodgkin-Huxley type
model, a different approach may avoid the outlined issue and therefore we will not consider
Hodgkin-Huxley type models for the Piezo1 channel in this work.

With the information gathered from these previous models we constructed a 4 state Markov
chain shown in figure 1. We started the model construction with the Markov chain described
by Lewis et al. [34]1. To introduce the voltage-modulation into the model, we added a linear
voltage term in each exponent and the resulting model retained, at least in principle, the
frequency-dependent behavior described in Lewis et al. [34]. A description of the parameter
optimization procedure can be found in Section 2.2. Based on this procedure, we were unable
to eliminate any of the voltage terms introduced in the model (through regularization with
γ > 0, cf. eq. 6). For the model construction procedure, we have utilized Catalyst.jl [39] and
ModelingToolkit.jl [40]. The model is also provided as supplementary material via CellML
2.0 [12], where it has been validated via OpenCOR [20].

2.1.3 Ventricular Cardiomyocyte Model Our main goal is to derive a cell model
able to describe as many mechanical pacing experiments by Quinn and Kohl [55] as possible.
These experiments were conducted on rabbit hearts at high pacing rates, an thus we decided to
utilize the Mahajan-Shiferaw ventricular cardiomyocyte model [41] as our foundation. Indeed,
the Mahajan-Shiferaw model was constructed for exactly this type of scenarios. We have

1We explored many different formulations, from linear to more complex topologies with multiple cycles.
However, we decided to present this topology, since it is connected to other numerical experiments, as a
similar model has been used in previous computational studies of Piezo1, and since it yielded sufficiently
good fits to the data with a comparably low number of parameters.
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Figure 2: Schematic of the proposed lumped parameter cell model based on the
Mahajan-Shiferaw rabbit ventricular cardiomyocyte model [41]. The new Piezo1 asso-
ciated currents (IKPz1, INaPz1 and ICaPz1) are highlighted inside boxes with bold-red
fonts. JSR is the junctional sarcoplasmatic reticulum and NSR is the non-junctional
sarcoplasmatic reticulum. The remaining currents and fluxes are defiend as in the
original model [41].

integrated the new Piezo1 model as follows under some assumptions regarding the induced
currents. First, we assume that the ions do not interact with each other in the ion channel.
Second, the generated current is Ohmic. This translates to the following current formulation
for ions flowing through the Piezo1 channel

IPz1 = pOgK(φm − EK,s)︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=IKPz1

+ pOgNa(φm − ENa,s)︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=INaPz1

+ pOgCa(φm − ECa,s)︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=ICaPz1

, (1)

where pO is the open probability of the Piezo1 channel, given by the probability of being
in the open state O of the novel Markov chain formulation shown in fig. 1. The quantities
gK , gNa, and gCa are the maximal normalized conductances for the respective ion fluxes,
and EK,s, ENa,s, ECa,s are the corresponding Nernst potentials (cf. [31, Ch.3.1]) related to the
submembrane space ion concentrations. Since the Mahajan cell model only tracks intracellular
concentrations for Na+ and assumes constant intracellular K+, we approximate EK,s and ENa,s

as in the original model via

ENa,s ≈
RT

F
ln

[Na+]o
[Na+]i

, EK,s ≈
RT

F
ln

[K+]o + prNaK [Na+]o
[K+]i + prNaK [Na+]i

, (2)

where prNaK is unknown and will be studied in the results section. The Nernst potentials for
ECa,s are computed as

ECa,s =
RT

2F
ln

[
Ca2+

]
o

[Ca2+]s
. (3)

The resulting current IPz1 is added to the total transmembrane current.
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In the next step we simplify the expressions for the maximal conductances by incorporating
information from experiments. We first assume that the conductances of Piezo1 between
species are approximately equal. Gnanasambandam et al. [23] found that, for single Piezo1
ion channels in isolation, the conductance of Ca2+ is ≈ 12 pS. In the absence of Ca2+,
the conductance of Na+ is about 80% the conductance of K+. Together with the infor-
mation that the reversal potential of Piezo1 is about 0mV, we obtain a conductance of
gK = gCaECa,s/(−EK,s − 0.8ENa,s) ≈ 52 pS for K+, which is close to the reported range
(47 − 53 pS between −80mV and −100mV [23]). Gnanasambandam et al. [23] have also
shown that the conductance of K+ is reduced by about 25% in the presence of Ca2+. With
the additional information that for Ohmic ion channels we have gi := NPz1gi, this allows us
to reduce the number of parameters, as now only the average number of Piezo1 ion channels
per cell (NPz1) is unknown. Therefore, we study the effect of NPz1 in the results section as a
normalized scaling parameter scaling := NPz110

−6/52.

The new currents now change the ionic fluxes, which have to be added to the model. In the
following J□ denotes an ionic flux and I□ the associated ionic current, as defined in eq. (1).
Experimental studies suggest that Piezo1 channels are primarily located in the t-tubular
membrane [30, 32]. Since we hypothesize that the influx of ions has no significant direct
contribution to the calcium cycling within the dyadic clefts – and hence to calcium-induced
calcium release (CICR) – in our model we do not link the Piezo1 channel directly to the dyadic
clefts but rather to the submembrane space. In this location, the Piezo1 channel indirectly
contributes to the calcium cycling via membrane depolarization and the release of calcium
to the membrane subspace near the dyadic clefts, as highlighted in the schematic cell model
in fig. 2. To enforce conservation of the ionic concentrations consistently with the remaining
Mahajan-Shiferaw model, we have to modify the evolution equations for the submembrane
calcium concentration

[
Ca2+

]
s

dt[Ca
2+]s = βs

(
vi
vs
(Jrel − Jd + JCaL + JCaPz1 + JNaCa)− J s

trpn

)
, (4)

where the flux is consistently computed as JCaPz1 = − Cm
2Fvi

ICaPz1, and the evolution of the
intracellular sodium concentration [Na+]i

dt[Na
+]i = α′ (INa + INaPz1 + 3INaCa + 3INaK) , (5)

to include the novel ionic flux. Note that potassium is not explicitly tracked in this model.
Here α′ is a factor to translate the Ohmic currents to its corresponding ion flux with correct
magnitude, βs a binding coefficient, vi and vs the representative volumes of the intracellular
and submembrane compartments. All values for these parameters and the formulations for
the currents, fluxes, and their evolution laws, even the ones not directly presented here, are
taken from the original paper [41]. A schematic of the proposed lumped parameter cell model
is given in fig. 2. The modified cell model, together with scripts for all experiments, are
provided in the supplementary materials. Our novel ion channel model is integrated into the
Mahajan-Shiferaw via CellML 2.0 [12] using OpenCOR [20].

2.2 Parameter Optimization

The parameters for the new Markov chain model have been obtained by formulating an
optimization problem to fit some of the transmembrane potential trajectories from the exper-
iments presented in [44] on outside-out patches of N2a cells containing wild type mouse Piezo1
channels. All simulations required for the parameter adjustment have been performed using
ABDF2 [10] and Sundials CVODE [27] (for validation) via DifferentialEquations.jl [57]. These
schemes provided good trade-offs between robustness and performance in the simulations. To
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ce1 cm2 ce2 ce3 cm4 ce4 ce5 ce6 ce7 ce8
-0.0064121 0.124268 -0.0258118 0.0142561 0.0406628 0.0352718 0.0182107 -0.0301922 0.059666 -0.0082322

r1 r2 r3 r4 r5 r6 r7 r8
0.00504513 0.00043889 0.00160264 0.0182634 1.99342e-6 0.0132307 9.2139e-5 0.0034847

Table 1: Parameters of the Piezo1 model used in the computational studies presented
in sec. 3. This table is also provided as a csv file in the supplementary materials.

find a suitable set of parameters, we have decided to minimize a normalized Huber-type Lasso
loss function with normalized data:

L(p, ḡ) =
∑
E∈E

√√√√ 1

|TE |
∑
ti∈TE

H

(
PO(ti;p)gi

φmE

φmmax

− īE(ti)

)
+ γ||p||1, (6)

where H is the Huber function [28] with continuation at 1, i.e. H(x) = min(|x|, x2), E is
the set of experiments, TE is the set of time points at which the normalized currents īE(ti)
are known, φmE is the clamped voltage of the current experiment in mV, φmmax = 80mV is
the absolute value of the maximum clamped voltage, and PO(ti;p) is the open probability
of a simulated group of Piezo1 ion channels at a specific time point ti using the parameters
p. Note that, while the experiments [44, Fig. 1b] revealed that the conductivity of Piezo1
is slightly nonlinear, it can be approximated reasonably well by a constant. Furthermore,
we use different bulk conductivities per experiment, denoted by gi for experiment i, because
the experiments have been conducted on different patches having different numbers of ion
channels, resulting in different observed currents.

As the parameter optimization problem contains exponential functions, the chosen Huber-type
loss has shown practical advantage over the classical root mean squared error (RMSE) in our
experiments. Gradient information far from the optimum are naturally more limited, since
the derivative of the Huber function is naturally bounded through its linear tails. The loss
function (as well as other commonly used loss functions like RMSE) is not convex though. This
is also partly due to the nature of the model itself, which contains parameters that appear
nonlinearly in the equations. Hence, we have to deploy a global optimization procedure
to obtain accurate parameters. For the optimization we utilize L-BFGS [38] with random
initial guesses (N=1000). Initial parameter guesses were uniformly sampled from the interval
[−1, 1] for each parameter. For the parameter optimization, we have normalized the transition
functions by choosing p = p/70 and ∆µ = ∆µ/140, such that p ∈ [0, 1] and ∆µ ∈ [−1, 1].

For each numerical experiment evaluated in the loss function, we first allow the model to equi-
librate by simulating 20 s without mechanical stimuli (zero pressure stimulus) and a constant
experiment-dependent voltage. At the beginning of each numerical experiment, we set the
initial probability to be concentrated at the state C, i.e., C = 1, and the other states are set
to, i.e., If = Is = O = 0. This initialization procedure resembles the initial state of the real
experimental setup. We proceed by simulating the protocols described in each experiment as
shown in Figures 1a, 2a, 2c and 2f from [44]. The experimental results shown in the remain-
ing figures were reserved for validating the calibrated model. The optimized parameter set is
given in table 1, as well as in the supplementary material in a machine readable format. Our
optimization studies yield that γ = 0 leads to the best match with the experimental results,
which suggests that all parameters are necessary to fit the experiments, i.e., all connections
must be voltage-dependent in the proposed Markov chain model formulation.
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Figure 3: Simulation vs. experimental results from [44, Fig. 1] in the physiological
regime of cardiomyocytes. A: Normalized currents when applying a saturating pressure
stimulus (length 500ms) during voltage clamp (see legend φm). The predicted current
traces match well the experimental results, although further quantitative improvements
are possible. The monoexponential, positively voltage-dependent current decay after
releasing the pressure is consistent with the observation in [64]. B: Normalized current
amplitudes during a pressure step in voltage clamp as described in [44]. Our model
also predicts qualitatively well the weak outward rectification of the ion channel. C:
Probabilities of the specific states corresponding to the simulations in A.

3 Results

In this section we study the response of the modified Mahajan-Shiferaw cell model with
integrated Piezo1 ion channel and how it can replicate published experimental results. The
files necessary to reproduce all simulations are provided in the supplementary materials. In
the first two studies, the Piezo1 model is initialized by setting the initial state C = 1 and
Is = If = O = 0. The Piezo1 model is then simulated for 20 seconds using zero pressure and
a constant voltage matching the voltage at the beginning of the corresponding computational
experiment.
First, we investigate whether the voltage-modulated kinetics are sufficient to explain the
voltage-dependent inactivation experiments shown in [44, Fig. 1] and whether the ion channel
shows weak rectification in the physiological voltage range. The results of this first study are
summarized in fig. 3. We observe that our proposed Markov chain captures well the voltage-
dependent inactivation and predicts reasonably well the weak rectification behavior in the
physiological voltage range for cardiomyocytes (−80mV to 50mV). The proposed model is
also able to qualitatively represent the transient response during pressure-clamp experiments
at different voltages. When comparing to the data shown in [64, Fig. 1], where a different
experimental setup (i.e., with regard to cell type and stimuli protocol) is considered, the
proposed model still represents well the experimental observations. Specifically, the decay
after releasing the pressure stimuli is well represented, at least qualitatively, by our model
even when the model parameters are not adjusted to this new experimental setup.

In a second set of computational studies of the Piezo1 model, its desensitization and reversibil-
ity is investigated [44]. To carry out these studies, we have designed protocols matching the
described experiments in [44, Fig. 2]. As before, we compare the current traces computed
by our model with the experimentally measured counterparts. The results are illustrated in
fig. 4. We can observe that key features are qualitatively well captured by our model. The
model desensitizes when exposed to pressure trains at negative electrochemical driving forces.
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Figure 4: Simulation vs. experimental results from [44, Fig. 2]. Experimental data is
shown using blue square markers and the corresponding numerical results are reported
with a solid red line. The curves above each subfigure describe the protocol in terms
of applied pressure and transmembrane potentials over time. A: PIEZO ion channels
are known to desensitize when exposed to repeated mechanical stimulation at negative
transmembrane potentials. Our model is able to reproduce this phenomenon well. B:
As shown in [44], mechanical stimulation at positive transmembrane potential reverts
desensitization. C&D: Reversal of desensitization requires positive electrochemical
driving forces ∆µ and pressure acting on the membrane as shown in [44].

This desensitization is reset when a pressure step is applied at positive electrochemical driv-
ing forces. When only exposed to positive electrochemical driving forces without applying a
pressure step, the model does not significantly reset, as shown in the experiments.

Finally, we study the experiments by Quinn and Kohl [55] with our modified ventricular
cardiomyocyte model. We recall that, in the experiment by Quinn and Kohl [55], a Langendorff
perfused rabbit heart is stimulated mechanically and electrically with different protocols. The
stimuli are applied with a linear piston and an electrode, respectively. The key observations
in this experiment are that: 1) mechanical capture is lost and the number of mechanical
stimuli until loss of capture is inversely proportional to the stimuli frequency; and 2) loss of
capture is faster (in terms of number of applied mechanical stimuli until loss of capture) when
alternating mechanical and electrical stimuli are applied. In order to systematically study the
free parameters prNaK and scaling (see sec. 2.1.3), we introduce the simplifying assumption
that we can study the qualitative response of the perfused heart at a material point level. In
making this simplifying assumption, we neglect all heterogeneities in cell types in the perfused
heart, as well as all gradients in mechanical and electrical stimuli. We discuss the limitations
introduced by this simplification in detail in section 4.1.
For our computational studies at the material point level, we approximate the experimentally
applied mechanical stimuli (induced by a linear piston) as pressure steps with amplitude
of 50mmHg for 10ms. The electrical stimulus is also modeled as a step function with an
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Figure 5: Differences in the total number of captured mechanical stimuli between the
computational results and the experimental observations for different choices of prNaK

and scaling parameters in the proposed model (results are reported as number of cap-
tured mechanical stimuli in the simulations minus the number of captured mechanical
stimuli in the experiments – The latter is equal to the number ‘N’ reported in each
subfigure). The scaling parameter corresponds to approximately 2,500 to 4,230 Piezo1
ion channels on the cell membrane. Each plot represents a different experimental pro-
tocol (rows) and a different electromechanical pacing rate (columns). In the associated
colorbars N refers to the number of captured mechanical stimuli in the real experi-
ment by Quinn and Kohl [55] used as reference. We can clearly observe a non-trivial
relationship between the parameters and the number of captured mechanical stimuli
in each experiment.

amplitude of 15 pA and a width of 3ms. We explored the parameter space in two steps. First,
a coarse parameter grid was utilized (not shown) to narrow down the parameters’ space to
reproduce the total number of captured mechanical stimuli recorded in the experiments. In
this first sweep of the parameter space, we identified that the conductance scaling parameter
should be between 0.13 and 0.23, while the relative NaK contribution should be between
0.0 and 0.16. This region was then analyzed using a fine grid. The resulting difference
in the total number of captured mechanical stimuli between the computational studies and
experiment are presented in fig. 5 for three protocols at three different frequencies. The
proposed model is able to reproduce, for some parameterizations, the experimental observation
that the loss of capture in 2:1 (E:M) pacing occurs faster than in 3:1 (E:M) pacing. However,
none of the studied parameter combinations can reproduce all experimental findings by [55]
quantitatively. Furthermore, no simulation in the studied parameter range is able to reproduce
the experimental observation that alternating mechanical and electrical stimuli lead to faster
loss of mechanical capture than during mechanical pacing alone. If we describe the study above
as an optimization problem with standard sum of squared errors between the computational
results and the experimental observations, then the resulting loss surface is presented in fig. 6.



Dennis Ogiermann et al. 12

Figure 6: Left: Sum of the squared differences from fig. 5 across the different pacing
protocol and frequencies showing the parameter values for prNaK and scaling corre-
sponding to the lowest overall error (see colorbar). Right: In the electromechanical
pacing experiments by Quinn and Kohl [55, Fig. 6] it can be observed that the number
of captured mechanical stimuli in the 3:1 (E:M) protocol is larger than the number of
captured mechanical stimuli in the 2:1 (E:M) protocol. All parameter combinations
which represent this qualitative relation are shown as red pixels (see colorbar).

4 Discussion & Conclusion

We have presented an improved Piezo1 ion channel model formulated as a continuous time
Markov chain and integrated it into a popular ventricular cardiomyocyte model [41]. To
the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first time that a Piezo1 channel appears as
the driver for the stretch-activated current ISAC,NS in a mathematical cardiomyocyte model.
The proposed voltage-modulated Piezo1 formulation reproduces a wide range of experimental
results from different groups, including voltage-dependent desensitization and the reversal
of desensitization in the presence of positive electrochemical driving forces. Additionally,
after integrating the proposed Piezo1 formulation into the cardiomyocyte model, our studies
enable to qualitatively explain some of the experimental observations from Quinn and Kohl
[55]. First, the loss of mechanical capture in cardiac tissues can – at least in part – be
attributed to the Piezo1 channel. Second, it is likely that the voltage-modulation of the Piezo1
channel plays a major role in explaining the differences in the number of captured mechanical
stimuli observed during the electromechanical pacing of cardiac tissues across pacing protocols
and frequencies. However, significant quantitative differences still exist between the number
of experimentally observed and numerically simulated captured mechanical stimuli. In the
next section, we discuss several reasons for the observed differences and potential avenues to
further improve the proposed model. In addition to improving the proposed model, further
mechanisms independent of Piezo1 channels may also play an important role in explaining
the experimental observations reported by Quinn and Kohl [55].

4.1 Limitations

It has been shown in several experiments that repeated mechanical stimuli can lead to inacti-
vation (e.g., [13, 25, 34, 44]). Experiments of Moroni et al. [44] suggest that the inactivation
can be reverted with an outward flux of ions in symmetric K+ buffers and positive trans-
membrane voltages. However, this setup, which we used as ground truth data to fit the ion
channel model’s kinetic parameters, has some limitations. Symmetric K+ buffers are not the
cells’ physiological environment. It is hence unclear whether the observed kinetics in [44] is
directly translatable to more complex ionic environments. For example, inactivation of mouse
Piezo1 channels can be observed at positive transmembrane potentials in more complex ionic
environments [23, Fig. 2A]. Hence, some of the discrepancies in the number of captured stim-
uli simulated with our proposed cardiomyocyte model and observed in the electromechanical
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pacing protocols may depend on the simplifications made (e.g., the calibration of the kinetic
parameters) when integrating the Piezo1 ion channel into the Mahajan-Shiferaw cell model.
Currently, sufficient quantitative experimental data is not available to develop a more pre-
cise description of electrochemical driving force of our Piezo1 ion channel model. Hence,
we decided to develop this first model with a simplistic description of the before-mentioned
electrochemical driving forces (cf. eq. 1).

A second problem we encountered in developing the proposed model, is the lack of pub-
licly available experimental data specific to the rabbit Piezo1 electrophysiology kinetics. The
parameters for our mathematical model have been estimated using mouse neuroblastoma
(N2a) derived Piezo1 kinetics by [44]. Our model is able to describe qualitatively well all the
experimental observations regarding the wildtype Piezo1 channel. However, since there are
physiological differences between mouse and rabbit, as well as between neurons and cardiomy-
ocytes, there is the possibility that the rabbit Piezo1 ion channel kinetics differs sufficiently to
cause significant deviations in the modeled response. This hypothesis is supported by recent
work on comparing Piezo1 ion channels in bone marrow with those in cardiomyocytes [63].
Furthermore, as already discussed in sec 2.1.1, experiments suggest that Piezo1 ion channels
colocalize with TRP channels [30, 66]. The potential interaction between these ion channels
will likely modify their kinetics and hence the generated ionic fluxes. It has also been demon-
strated in the paper by Moroni et al. [44] that there are observable differences in Piezo1 ion
channel kinetics across the different kingdoms. Additional experiments may help overcom-
ing these limitations. In particular, studies using cardiomyocyte-derived Piezo1 patches and
whole-cell experiments can help to better understand the role of Piezo1 in the observed loss
of capture and other cellular processes.

Another component in our model that needs further investigation is the electrochemical driv-
ing force ∆µ. In our Piezo1 ion channel model, we assume that ∆µ is equivalent to the
transmembrane voltage. We made this assumption based on experimental observations show-
ing that the reversal potential of the Piezo1 channel is close to zero [14]. However, we also
construct the transmembrane current as the sum of three independent Ohmic currents with
separate driving forces (cf. eq. (1)), which are not coupled to the driving force in the Piezo1
channel. This means that the effect of the driving forces may not match with the reversal po-
tential in the Piezo1 channel being zero. The motivation for the separation of the total Piezo1
current into the Ohmic currents is simple. Since Piezo1 generates enough current to depolar-
ize the membrane, there has to be also significant ionic flux and hence, since the number of
different ions has to be conserved in our model, we had to adjust the concentration balance
equations. However, in the Mahajan-Shiferaw model, the balance equations require separate
currents, and hence we decided to additively split the current as described. This represents
the simplest possible formulation since potentially nonlinear or multiplicative couplings are
not included. Future work should revisit this assumption when more experimental data on
the transmembrane currents becomes available.

Finally, in investigating the electromechanical pacing of cardiac tissue by Quinn and Kohl
[55] we have introduced the simplification of reproducing these experimental results at the
material point level. In doing so, we ignored any potential influence of the heart’s natural
electrical pacing (e.g., pacing from the SA node). This confounds the comparison of the loss of
capture in our simulations and the experiments, as the intracellular ionic concentrations of the
cardiomyocyte model evolve differently than in the experiment where the natural electrical
pacing is present. Second, on a structural level, the piston in the experiments generates
inhomogeneous pressure gradients in the Langendorff perfused heart. Since in our setup we
study single material points, this effect is a priori not captured. We do not expect that
these simplifications will significantly affect the presented results from a qualitative point of
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view. More significant in these simulations can be the effect of the contractile behavior of the
cardiomyocytes which has been neglected in the simulated response focusing on the material
point. These, however, would significantly depend on the structural response, which in turn
would depend on boundary conditions associated, e.g., with the unknown pressure in the
intraventricular balloon. The related changes in tissue pressure and stretch would impact the
response in the Piezo1 ion channel.

4.2 Conclusions

We presented a mathematical model and numerical simulations that integrate mechano-
electric feedback at the cellular level. This is a first step into a mechanistic understand-
ing of emergency pacing as well as physiological pathways governing growth and remodeling
processes at the cellular scale.

In particular, to understand emergency pacing procedures in detail, more studies have to be
conducted at the cellular level in tandem with modelers, as these cellular models bridge the
microscopic protein scale with the macroscopic tissue and organ scales. Subjects receiving an
emergency pacing procedure may have underlying disease conditions leading to the cardiac
arrest. Cardiac arrest can also be triggered chemically (e.g., due to substance abuse, substance
intolerance or accidental exposure to cardiotoxic substances), electrically, or mechanically via
blunt force, as for example in Commotio Cordis, leading potentially to the application of an
emergency pacing procedure. Future studies on the topic of emergency pacing protocols should
take these different circumstances of cardiac arrest into account when deriving hypotheses,
constructing enhanced models, and setting up simulation experiments. We hope that the
presented framework will provide a solid first step to develop subsequent studies in the broader
context of electromechanical pacing. By sharing our baseline model in the form of CellML
files, we would like to encourage other groups to use our framework to derive more refined
integrations into cardiomyocytes, and potentially other cell models where Piezo1 ion channels
play an important functional role.
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