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Statistical properties of interbeat intervals cascadewafiated by considering the joint probability distrilouti
P(Ax2,m2; Az, 1) for two interbeat incrementdz; andAz, of different time scales; andr.. We present
evidence that the conditional probability distributi®{{ Az, m2|Az1, 71) may obey a Chapman-Kolmogorov
equation. The corresponding Kramers-Moyal (KM) coeffitsaare evaluated. Itis shown that while the first and
second KM coefficients, i.e., the drift and diffusion coeffitts, take on well-defined and significant values, the
higher-order coefficients in the KM expansion are very smadl a result, the joint probability distributions of
the increments in the interbeat intervals obey a FokkemdRlaquation. The method provides a novel technique
for distinguishing the two classes of subjects in terms ef dhift and diffusion coefficients, which behave
differently for two classes of the subjects, namely, hgadilibjects and those with congestive heart failure.
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I.INTRODUCTION logical processe®—33 In Figure 1 samples of interbeats fluc-
tuations of healthy subjects and those with congestivethear

Cardiac interbeat intervals normally fluctuate in a complexfailure (CHF) are shown.
manner:—% Recent studies reveal that under normal condi-
tions, beat-to-beat fluctuations in the heart rate may ayspl
extended correlations of the type typically exhibited by dy
namical systems far from equilibrium. It has been argtied, 1
for example, that the various stages of sleep may be char-
acterized by long-range correlations of heart rates stgghra
by a large number of beats. The interbeat fluctuations in the
heart rates belong to a much broader class of many natural,
as well as man-made, phenomena that are characterized by a 04
degree of stochasticity. Turbulent flows, fluctuations ia th
stock market prices, seismic recordings, the internefi¢raf
and pressure fluctuations in packed-bed chemical readt®rs a
example of time-dependent stochastic phenomena, while the
surface roughness of many materidlsare examples of such 1t
phenomena that are length scale-dependent.

The focus of the present paper is on the intriguing statis-
tical properties of interbeat interval sequences, theyarsal o8f
of which has attracted the attention of researchers frofardif orh
ent disciplined.~ 15 Analysis of heartbeat fluctuations focused <o
initially on short-time oscillations associated with hitea
ing, blood pressure and neuroautonomic conftfdf. Stud-
ies of longer heartbeat records, however, revealet-like
behaviort®19 Recent analysis of very long time series indi-
cates that under healthy conditions, interbeat intervay m
exhibit power-law anticorrelatior®, follow universal scaling =
in their distribution21 and are characterized by a broad mul-
tifractal spectrunt? Such scaling features change with the
disease and advanced &jeThe possible existence of scale-
't?(;/r?:gnr:]grogeegﬁfbﬁltégiosﬁ?T:I'ngly no||sy healr_tbeatlﬁlacth incrementf a stochastic field (for example, the increments

Y ghly complex, nonlinear Neech 5, 4, o velocity field in turbulent flow) satisfies the Chapman-

nisms of physiological contrét! as it is known that circadian . L
rhythms are associated with periodic changes in key physiolfolmogorov (CK) equation, even though the the velocity field
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FIG. 1. Time series of interbeat intervaigt) versus interval
numbert for a typical person with congestive heart failure (bottom)
and a healthy subject (top).

Recently, Friedrich and Peinke were alildo derive a
okker-Planck (FP) equation for describing the evolutiébn o
the probability distribution function of stochastic propes
of turbulent free jets, in terms of the relevant length scale
They pointed out that the conditional probability densitthe
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itself contains long-range, nondecaying correlations. iAs
well-known, satisfying the CK equation is a necessary con-

dition for any fluctuating data to be a Markovian process over 0.7
the relevant length (or time) scal&sHence, one has a way of
analyzing stochastic phenomena in terms of the correspond- 06

ing FP and CK equations. In this paper the method proposed

by Friedrich and Peinke is used to compute the Kramers- 05
Moyal (KM) coefficients for theincrementsof interbeat in-

tervals fluctuatationshz(7) = x(¢t + 7) — «(¢). Here,Az is o
the interbeat increments which, for all the samples, is @dfin 2
as, Az = Ax/o,, whereo is the standard deviations of the §03
increments in the interbeats data. It is shown that the first &
and second KM coefficients representing, respectively, the s

drift and diffusion coefficients in the FP equation, havelwel
defined values, while the third- and fourth-order KM coeffi-
cients are small. Therefore, a FP evolution equatids de- 01
veloped for the probability density function (PDP)Ax, 7)
which, in turn, is used to gain information on changing the
shape of PDF as a function of the time scalé (see also Ref.
[37] for another interesting and carefully-analyzed exknop .
the application of the CK equation to stochastic phenomena) FIG. 2. Test of Chapman-Kolmogorov equation for
. . . Az; = —0.42, Az; = 0 andAz; = 0.42. The solid and open

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we de- bol velv. the directl luEBE and th

ibe the Friedrich-Peinke method in terms of a KM expan—Sym ols represent, respectively, the directly-evaluatdé and the
SF” . . ._one obtained from Eqg. (1). The PDFs are shifted in the hotéon
sion and the FP equation. We then apply the method in Secti

. . . . CUOf\rections for clarity. Values oAz are measured in units of the stan-
3to the analysis of the increments in the interbeat fluadaati .4 geviation of the increments. The time scalgsrs andrs are

10, 30, and20, respectively.
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I1. THE KRAMERS-MOYAL EXPANSION AND

It is well-known that the CK equation yields an evolution
FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION q Y

equation for the distribution functiol®(Ax, ) across the
scalesr. The CK equation, when formulated in differential

A complete characterization of the statistical properties  form, yields a master equation, which takes on the form of a
the interbeat fluctuation requires evaluation of the joDEB,  Fp equatior#®

Pn(Azy,7,--,Azy, Tn), fOr an arbitraryN, the number

of data points. If the phenomenon is a Markov process, a'ﬁP(A:z: ) =
important simplification arises in that, thé-point joint PDF  dr ’

Py is generated by the product of the conditional probabili- 9 o2
ties P(Axy1, Tip1|Axy, 75), fori = 1,---, N — 1. Thus, as L——D(l)(Aa;,T) + 5
the first step of analyzing a stochastic time series, we chec Az Az
whether the increments in the data follow a Markov chain. ASThe drift and diffusion coefficients, DV (Az, ) and

mentioned above, a necessary co_ndition for a stochastic ph%(g)(Ax 1), are estimated directly from the data and the mo-
nomenon to be a Markov process is that the CK equafion, 1 et of the conditional probability distributions:

D@ (Az,7)| P(Az,7) . (2)

P(Azo, m2|Axy, 1) =
(Az, 72| A1, 71) DO (A7) = & Jim M, 3)
. T—

/d(AfL‘3) P(Axg, T2|A1'3, 7'3) P(Axg, T3|A$1, 7'1) 5 (1)
) ) M®) = = /dAx’ (Az' — AT)EP(AL', T+ AT|Az,T) .

should hold for any value ofs, in the interval, < 73 < AT

71.3% Therefore, we check the validity of the CK equation for (4)

describing the data using many values of the, triplets, by

comparing the directly-evaluated conditional probapilits-  The coefficientsD*) (Az,7) are known as the Kramers-

tributions P(Axs, 72| Ay, 71) with those calculated accord- Moyal (KM) coefficients.

ing to right-hand side of Eq. (1). In Fig. 2, the directly-

computed PDF is compared with the one obtained from Eq.

(). Allowing for a statistical error of the order of the sgea A. Application to Analyzing Heartbeat Data
root of the number of events in each bin, we find that the PDFs
are statistically identical. As an application of the method, we analyzed both day-

time (12:00 pm to 18:00 pm) and nighttime (12:00 am to 6:00



am) heartbeat time series of healthy subjects, and the day-
time records of patients with CHF. Our data base includes 10
healthy subjects (7 females and 3 males with ages between 20
and 50, and an average age of 34.3 years), and 12 subjects with
CHF, with 3 females and 9 males with ages between 22 and
71, and an average age of 60.8 years). The resulting drift and

D®(Az, 1) =

diffusion coefficients D) and D(®), are displayed in Figures \hereas for the patients with CHF we obtain,

3 and 4. It turns out that the drift coefficiemt") is a linear
function of Az, whereas the diffusivityD(?) is quadratic in

Ax. Estimates of these coefficients are less accurate for large
values ofAx and, thus, the uncertainties increase. Using the

data set for the healthy subjects we find that,
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FIG. 3. The drift and diffusion coefficientD¥)(Az) and
D@ (Az), estimated from Eq. (5) for a healthy subject, follow lin-
ear and quadratic behavior, respectively.

DW(Az, 1) = —0.03Az — 0.0046 ,

11 2
(0.01 + O—> (Ax)? + <0.057+ 0 87> , (5)
T T
DW(Az, ) = —0.013Az — 0.0018 ,
D@ (Az, 1) =
(o.005 + %> (Az)? + (o.013 + M) . (8
T T

We also computed thaverageof the coefficientsD(!) and
D®) for the entire set of the healthy subjects, as well as those
with CHF. According to the Pawula‘s theoreth?” the KM
expansion is truncated after the second term, providedtbat
fourth-order coefficientD(¥) (Az, 7) vanishes. For the data
that we analyze the coefficied® is about-t D) for the

healthy subjects, and abog D(® for those with CHF.

Equations (5) and (6) state that the drift coefficients fer th
healthy subjects and those with CHF have the same order of
magnitude, whereas the diffusion coefficients for giveand
Ax are different by about one order of magnitude. This points
to a relatively simple way of distinguishing the two claseés
the subjects. Moreover, thedependence of the diffusion co-
efficient for the healthy subjects is stronger than that o§éh
with CHF (in the sense that the numerical coefficients of the
7~! are larger for the healthy subjects). These are shown in
Figures 3 and 4.

The strongr—dependence of the diffusion coefficieft?
for the healthy subjects indicates that the nature of the 8DF
their increment\z for givenr, i.e., P(Axz, 1), is intermit-
tent, and that its shape should change strongly witklow-
ever, for the subjects with CHF the PDF is not so sensitive to
the change of the time scatehence indicating that the incre-
ments’ fluctuations for the subjects with CHFnistintermit-
tent. These results are completely compatible with therece
discoveries that the interbeat fluctuations for healthyexttb
and those with CHF have fractal and multifractal properties
respectively??

1. SUMMARY

We have shown that the probability density of the interbeat
interval increments satisfies a Fokker-Planck equatiofighvh
encodes the Markovian nature of the increments’ fluctuation
We have been able to compute reliably the first two Kramers-
Moyal coefficients for the stochastic procesges- the drift
and diffusion coefficients in the FP representation - anithgus
the polynomial ansat¥: obtain simple expressions for them
in terms of Az and the time scale. We have shown that the
drift and diffusion coefficients of the increments in theeint
beat fluctuations of healthy subjects and patients with CHF



have different behavior, when analyzed by the method we usian motion or other types of stochastic processes that gge r
in this paper. Hence, they help one to distinguish the twao such correlations. In that method one distinguishegimgal
groups of the subjects. Moreover, one can obtain the fornsubjects from those with CHF in terms of thygeof the cor-

of the path probability functional of the increments in the i relations that might exist in the data. For example, if theada
terbeat intervals in the time scale, which naturally ensodefollow a fractional Brownian motion, then the corresporgdin
the scale dependence of the probability density. This,rim,tu Hurst exponent is used to distinguish the two classes of
provides a clear physical picture of the intermittent natof  the subjects, afl < 0.5 (> 0.5) indicates negative (positive)
interbeat intervals fluctuations. correlations in the data, whil®# = 0.5 indicates that the in-
crements in the data follow Brownian motion. The method
proposed in the present paper is different from such analy-
ses in that, thencrementsn the data are analyzed in terms
of Markov processes. This isotin contradiction with the

0.06F
r previous analyses. Our analysis does indicate the existenc
o 04?_ correlations in the increments, but, as is well-known intties
T ory of Markov processes, such correlations, though exténde
L eventually decay. We distinguish the healthy subjects from
0.02- those with CHF in terms of thdifferencesetween the drift
.k and diffusion coefficients of the Fokker-Plank equatiort tha
3 of we construct for the incremental data which, in our view-pro
S vides a clearer and more physical way of understanding the
-0.02 differences between the two groups of the subjects than the
- previous method.
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