Putting the dynamic pathosome in practice: a novel way of analyzing longitudinal
data
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Abstract
Previously we have developed the concept of the dynamic pathosome, which suggests that
individual patterns of phenotype development, i.e., phenotypic trajectories, contain more
information than is commonly appreciated and that a phenotype's past trajectory predicts its
future development. In this article, we present a pathosome-inspired approach to analyzing

longitudinal data by functional linear models. We demonstrate how to use this approach and
compare it with classical linear models on data from the Czech section of the European
Longitudinal Study of Pregnancy and Childhood (ELSPAC). Our results show that functional
linear models explain more observed variance in age at menarche from height and weight data
than the commonly used approaches. Furthermore, we demonstrate that functional linear
models can be used to identify crucial time points that can be used to create linear models
achieving almost the same performance as functional linear models. In addition, we use data
from the Berkeley growth study (BGS) to demonstrate that growth trajectories from birth to 15
years can be used to explain 97% of observed variance of height at 18 years, thus supporting
the notion that a phenotype's past trajectory affects its future course. Overall, this article
presents experimental support for the concept of the dynamic pathosome and presents
a method that can be used as a powerful tool for analyzing quantitative longitudinal data.

Introduction
In our previous work, we have introduced a novel concept of the dynamic pathosome1,2 and
argued that it could explain the development of various phenotypes, including diseases, better
than the contemporary framework describing genotype–environment interactions3,4. A critical
aspect of the dynamic pathosome is that it presumes that individual phenotypes and their
combinations are not static but develop over time in a logical and coherent fashion that may be
studied and elucidated. For example, before a clinically healthy phenotype change into a
disease phenotype, a given individual may develop several transient phenotypes whose

trajectory points towards the disease much sooner than a simple cross-sectional look at the
symptoms. In general terms, the dynamic pathosome suggests that phenotype trajectories
predict future phenotypes. Furthermore, such phenotypic trajectories reflect the history of
genotype-environment interactions of a given individual and, thus, contain much more
information than is commonly appreciated1,2.
The extensive requirements for data collection under the framework of the dynamic
pathosome complicate its validation. However, two core suggestions derived from the dynamic
pathosome could be tested on existing longitudinal datasets provided an appropriate statistical
method existed. The first suggestion is that analyzing phenotypic trajectories in longitudinal
studies should be superior to standard epidemiological approaches. The second suggestion
testable from available data is that the past phenotype trajectory predicts the future
development of that particular phenotype. Unfortunately, commonly used statistical methods
are no well-suited for the analysis of phenotype trajectories. Therefore, in this work, we
present a novel, pathosome-inspired approach to analyzing longitudinal data based on
functional linear models. We demonstrate how this approach can be used in practice and
compare it against classical approaches used in epidemiology with respect to its ability to
predict the age at menarche from data about height and weight. Thereby, we want to test if
analyzing phenotypic trajectories confers any notable benefits. Furthermore, we further use
this approach to show how it can be employed to predict future phenotype development from
past phenotype trajectories.

Methods
Study subjects
ELSPAC
Most of the data used in this study were obtained from the Czech branch of the European
Longitudinal Study of Pregnancy and Childhood (ELSPAC), initiated by the World Health
Organization Regional Office for Europe.5 All mothers in the Czech section of the study were
recruited in the Brno and Znojmo regions of present-day Czechia and were expected to deliver
between 1 March 1991 and 30 June 1992. The cohort included 5151 families who completed
the initial questionnaire during pregnancy and at least one questionnaire afterwards6.
Age at menarche was determined from questionnaires completed at ages 11, 13, 15, 18 and 19
during the course of general practitioner appointments and confirmed by questionnaires filled
in by subjects' mothers at ages 15, 18 and 19. Questionnaires at ages 11, 13, and 15 contained
questions about the precise age at menarche and questionnaires at ages 18 and 19 only asked
whether menarche had already occurred. Therefore, if menarche was listed as not having
occurred at age 15 but as having occurred already at 18, we excluded these subjects from the
analysis.
Height and weight were measured by the subjects' pediatricians at 3, 5, 7, 11, 15, and 18 years.
The age at menarche of all mothers was determined from a questionnaire administered in the
prenatal period.

For age at menarche models, only females with complete height and menarche data were
selected, 364 subjects in total.
For height at 18-yr models, all subjects with complete height data were selected, 1155 subjects
in total.
Ethical approval for the study was obtained from the ELSPAC Ethics Committee and local
research ethics committees. Written informed consent was signed by all study participants.
Berkeley Growth Study
As a supplementary dataset, we also used freely available growth data from the Berkeley
growth study (BGS)7–9. The study measured growth data in 93 participants (39 boys and 54 girls)
from one year of age until their 18th birthday. Up to two years of age, the height data were
collected in quarter-year intervals; then, one year intervals were used up to eight years. From
there on, the height was measured in half-year intervals.
Statistics
Standard approach: Linear models
To compare the standard and functional approach, we fitted several linear models. The
calculation was carried out with the statistical software R (version 4.0.3) and its built-in
functions for linear models10.
For one of the fitted models, the time in which girls experienced their fastest upward growth
(the peak height velocity) was calculated by fitting the Preece and Baines Model 111 using the

Levenberg-Marquardt Nonlinear Least-Squares Algorithm provided by the R library
minipack.lm12.
Pathosome-inspired approach: functional linear models
The idea behind the functional linear model is the following: instead of choosing one or a few
timepoints, we use the entire growth curve 𝑥(𝑡) i.e., continuous information about the child's
height throughout time t.
A classical multivariate linear model with k selected timepoints is usually expressed as follows:
𝑘

𝑦 = 𝛽0 + ∑ 𝛽𝑗 𝑥(𝑡𝑗 ) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1 𝑥(𝑡1 ) + ⋯ + 𝛽𝑘 𝑥(𝑡𝑘 )
𝑗=1

A significant limitation of this model is that the number of selected timepoints k must be
smaller than the number of measurements (i.e., the number of subjects), ideally by a large
margin. The second limitation is the multicollinearity, which occurs when the 𝑥(𝑡𝑗 ) values are
highly correlated. Both limitations can be addressed by choosing a low number of suitable
timepoints from the growth curve. Naturally, some information contained in the growth curve
is lost due to not using all timepoints.
The functional linear model is the natural expansion of the classic linear model and uses the
entire growth curve:

𝑦 = 𝛽0 + ∫ 𝛽(𝑡)𝑥(𝑡) 𝑑𝑡
Instead of a sum of selected time points and corresponding coefficients, an integral over time is
used. The multivariate linear model's limitations are addressed by using basis expansion and

roughness penalty7 and will not be discussed in detail here. The multivariate linear model
results are the values of the k coefficients βj, which are usually tested against the zero-value
null hypothesis. In the linear functional model, the resulting β coefficient is not a number but
rather a curve. Instead of hypothesis testing, confidence intervals can be constructed to
determine when the function x(t) is associated with the outcome variable y. Examples and the
interpretation of such results will be illustrated further down.
The child's growth is a continuous process, but it is impossible to measure it continuously in
practice. Longitudinal data usually record the child's height at pre-specified discrete time
points. Several options are available for the reconstruction of continuous growth curves from
discrete measurements. One is to fit a parametric model, such as Preece-Baines. The other
option is to reconstruct the curves in a non-parametric fashion (i.e., with no prior assumptions
about their shape) using kernel or spline smoothing.
The argument about continuity also applies to the weight, but several differences need to be
pointed out. While genetic influence is still present, weight is significantly more influenced by
external factors. Therefore, only a non-parametric option for curve reconstruction is feasible.
To fit functional linear models to our data, the R fda library8 was used. As the package offers
only limited functionality, the calculation of confidence intervals and the proportion of
explained variance were done manually and can be found in the supplementary code.
Model comparison
To compare the standard linear models with functional ones, we selected the proportion of
explained variance as a criterion. This information is included in the standard linear model

output as multiple R-squared and can also be calculated for the functional linear model by
dividing the sum of squared residuals (difference between the predicted value and actual value
of the modeled variable to the power of two) by the sum of squared total variation (difference
between the actual value of the modeled variable and the mean value of the modeled variable
to the power of two) and subtracting the result from one. The resulting number takes values
between 0 and 1 and expresses the proportion of the variance in the data explained by the
model.

Results
Linear models – age at menarche
To evaluate the novel analytical approach presented here, we first used standard
epidemiological methods (linear regression models) to predict the age at menarche from data
about height, weight, and mother's age at menarche of girls from the ELSPAC cohort. The best
model, judged by the R-squared, created in this manner was able to explain 27% of the
observed variance (Table 1).
Table 1 Variance of age at menarche explained by the linear regression models. *74 observations had to be excluded from
these models because of missing maternal age at menarche

Model
Menarche ~ height at 11 y
Menarche ~ weight at 11 y
Menarche ~ BMI at 11 y
Menarche ~ height at 11 y + weight at 11 y
Menarche ~ height at 11 y + weight at 11 y + menarche mother*
Menarche ~ peak height velocity
Menarche ~ peak height velocity + menarche mother*

R-squared
0.16
0.21
0.12
0.22
0.27
0.23
0.22

Functional linear models – age at menarche
The first functional linear model we constructed used growth curves estimated from
longitudinal height measurements to predict the age at menarche of girls from the ELSPAC
cohort (Figure 1). It showed that the girl's height from the interval approximately between 11
and 15 yr is negatively associated with age at menarche, whereas the interval from 16 to 18 yr
shows a positive correlation between height and age at menarche. Furthermore, the shape of
the coefficient suggests that height data starting approximately at 11 yr seem to be most
important for predicting age at menarche. Furthermore, this single-variable model explained
34% of age at menarches` variance, which is notably higher than the best simple linear model.

Figure 1 Height-based functional linear model predicting ate at menarche. The solid line represents a beta coefficient function
and the light blue area marks the 95% confidence interval. The confidence interval areas that do not cross the horizontal line at
zero can be considered statistically significant. The R-squared coefficient, representing the fraction of explained variance, is
0.34.

The second functional linear model was based on weight curves (Figure 2). It shows that the
weight early in childhood, as well as in the period after 16 years of life, is positively associated
with age at menarche. On the other hand, the period from 11 to 15 yr shows a negative
association of weight with age at menarche. This model explains 28% of the observed variance,
which makes it weaker than the height-based model, but still better than the best simple linear
model.

Figure 2 Weight-based functional linear model predicting age at menarche. The solid line represents a beta coefficient
function, while the light blue area marks the 95% confidence interval. The confidence interval areas that do not cross the
horizontal line at zero can be considered statistically significant. The R-squared coefficient, representing the fraction of
explained variance, is 0.28.

The last functional linear model combined both growth and weight curves to predict age at
menarche of girls from the ELSPAC cohort. While the coefficient curves are slightly different
from the individual models, the conclusion remains similar. However, the R-squared of the
combined model increased to 0.383, and thus, it outperforms the best linear regression model

by 12% points in explaining the observed variance. In a next step, one can create a classical
linear model using the functional model's information and include only height and weight at
ages that seem most relevant. The resulting model (Age at Menarche ~ w(3 yr) + w(11 yr) +
w(15 yr) + w(18 yr) + h(11 yr) + h(18 yr)) is similar to this one in terms of explained variance but
still slightly worse (0.378).

Figure 3 Combined height/weight-based functional linear model predicting ate at menarche. The solid line represents a beta
coefficient function while the light blue area marks 95% confidence interval. The confidence interval areas that do not cross the
horizontal line at zero can be considered statistically significant. The R-squared coefficient, representing the fraction of
explained variance, is 0.383.

Functional linear models – height at 18
In addition to the suggestion that the development of a phenotype should be more informative
of the development of another phenotype than just its currents state, the framework of the
dynamic pathosome also suggests that a phenotype's past trajectory affects its future
development. To test this hypothesis, we first used ELSPAC height data from 3, 5, 7, 11, and 15
years to construct functional linear models predicting height at 18 years (Figure 4). The sex of
the child was also used as a covariate. The resulting model explains 89% of the variance. As

shown in the previous section, a corresponding classic linear model with similar qualities can be
created based on the same data using the functional model as a guide to select critical
timepoints.

Figure 4 Functional linear model predicting height at 18 years in ELSPAC cohort. The solid line represents a beta coefficient
function, while the dashed lines mark the 95% confidence interval. The confidence interval areas that do not cross the
horizontal line at zero can be considered statistically significant. The R-squared coefficient, representing the fraction of
explained variance, is 0.89. This model used sex as a covariate

To further test how the accuracy of the model is affected by a number of available time points,
we utilized growth data from the BGS cohort. First, we construed functional models from
sparse height data, i.e., measured only at 3, 5, 7, 11, and 15 years. This model explained 89% of
the observed variance (Fig. 5a). In the next step, we constructed functional models from dense
data, i.e., all heights measured in the BGS cohort until the subjects' 15 birthday. The model
constructed in this fashion was stronger and explained 97% of the observed variance,
demonstrating that more detailed phenotypic trajectories improve models' properties.
Furthermore, there is an apparent distinction between Figure 5a and Figure 5b. For the model
with sparse data (Figure 5a), the coefficient curve seems flatter, and the confidence band is

narrow. This is a non-intuitive but logical consequence of making data sparser by removing the
data points. In general, fewer data means less variance, hence the slimmer confidence band.
The removal of data points also causes flatness, as mentioned earlier. When using dense data,
the model can find and emphasize the intervals that carry the majority of information used to
predict the dependent variable. Thanks to the nature of continuous functional data such as
height, the data points close to each other are also highly correlated; the correlation usually
decreases with increasing distance. Therefore, if we remove a data point, a part of its
information can still be found in the remaining data. The model can still extract the information
but cannot pinpoint the associated time intervals used to predict the dependent variable as
precisely as in the dense data model. One can view the coefficient curve obtained from sparse
data as a "smoothed" version of the curve obtained from dense data.

Figure 5 Denser data improve the accuracy of functional models. The solid line represents a beta coefficient function, while
the dashed lines mark the 95% confidence interval. The confidence interval areas that do not cross the horizontal line at zero
can be considered statistically significant. A) Functional model predicting height at 18 years in BGS cohort from height data
measured at 3, 5, 7, 11, and 15 years. B) Functional model predicting height at 18 years in BGS cohort from height data
measured at 25 time points from birth to 15. The R-squared coefficient, representing the fraction of explained variance, is 0.89
for the model in panel A and 0.97 for the model presented in panel B. These models did not use sex as a covariate.

One way to interpret the results presented in Fig 5b is that in the BGS cohort, at least 97% of
the height variance at age 18 was already predetermined three years upfront, and the
subsequent environmental stimuli accounted at best for 3% of the variance. To see how this
trend developed in time, we constructed functional models from phenotypic trajectories ending
at different ages and calculated their respective R-squared (Figure 6). First, we constructed
functional models using only height data from the BGS cohort (Figure 6a). The variance
explained by the model rose by almost 20% from the age of one to the age of three. Afterward,
the explained variance stagnated around 50% until the age of 6. Then, in just two years, the
explained variance improved by 10%. After a short slowing down, the models in the period of 9
to 15 years improved from explaining 60% of height's variance observed at age 18 to 97%.

Figure 6 Percentage of variance explained by phenotypic trajectory ending at different ages in BGS cohort. Each dot on the
graph represents the R-squared of a functional model predicting height at 18 from a growth curve starting at one year and
ending at a specific age. A) Functional models based solely on height data. B) Functional models based on height data using sex
as a covariate.

Second, we constructed functional models using sex as a covariate (Fig 6b). Results clearly
showed that functional models with sex are much more precise at lower ages than models

using just height data. However, the differences between models decreased rapidly with age,
and at 15, the functional models with and without sex had approximately the same R-squared.
Just as in the models without sex, variance explained by the models rose sharply at first,
increasing by 15% in just two years. Surprisingly, the functional model based on a growth curve
from 1-3 years already explained more than 80% of the observed variance of height at age 18.
Properties of the models improved only slightly to the age of 5. Afterward, in the short period
from 5-8 years, the variance explained by the models increased by more than 5%. From 8 to 12
years, the increase in the explained variance was much more gradual, accounting for
approximately 2.5%. In the period from 12 to 15 years, the increase accelerated once again and
the variance explained by the model improved by approximately 7.5%.
As these models were adjusted by sex, they better reflect the part of the adult height's
variance that is already "preprogrammed" at a certain age. While genetic and inherited factors
are certainly responsible for a big part of this preprogramming, some of it is also caused by
environmental factors that individuals at that age already encountered. One could even argue
that a big part of the increase of models' precision with age is due to environmental effects
which have occurred during developmental windows that have already closed. Therefore,
intervals during which the variance explained by these models grows notably faster should
reflect intervals where environmental inputs lose their ability to affect the final outcome. Such
periods may point to the closing of distinct developmental windows allowing environmental
influences to affect an individual's final height. Our results suggest the existence of three such
developmental windows. The first of these windows starts to close one year or sooner and ends

after reaching the third birthday. The second of these windows starts to close at five years and
closes by eight, and the third one starts closing at 12 and closes by 15.

Discussion
In this article, we have presented a novel pathosome-inspired approach based on functional
linear models to analyze longitudinal epidemiological data. In essence, this approach differs
from classic methods in that it analyzes entire phenotype trajectories, e.g., growth curves,
instead of choosing one or a few specific timepoints. We have tested the pathosome-inspired
approach on longitudinal data from the ELSPAC cohort and demonstrated that functional
models outperform standard methods in explaining the observed variance in age at menarche.
While our results also show that the functional model's information can be used to create
classical linear models that are almost equally effective, creating such enhanced linear models
still requires using functional models as a basis. Therefore functional linear models may serve as
a valuable exploratory tool.
Furthermore, we have used the functional linear models to demonstrate that according to the
prediction of the dynamic pathosome concept1,2, the past phenotype trajectory predicts its
future development. While the finding that growth patterns up to the 15th year predict the
height at 18 years is hardly surprising, it is still remarkable that they explain at least 97% of the
observed variance. Of course, it is still possible that denser datasets could make it possible to
generate even more accurate models. In addition, we showed that even relatively short
phenotypic trajectories from 1 to 3 years adjusted by sex explain more than 80% of the

observed variance of height at age 18. We have also shown that the importance of sex for the
model's accuracy decreases with the length of the phenotypic trajectory. This is likely because,
over time, the difference in male and female growth patterns becomes more and more
apparent from the growth curves themselves until all relevant information that could be gained
by considering sex as a covariate is already contained in growth patterns. Besides, our results
point to three periods during which the final height becomes quickly less malleable by the
environmental influences possibly corresponding to the closure of specific developmental
windows. Therefore, the approach presented here may constitute a novel method for the
identification of candidate developmental windows.
Height and weight are well-known predictors of age at menarche13,14, and thus, their analysis in
this article served mainly as a demonstration of how functional linear models could be used in
practice. Nevertheless, in addition to a simple replication of previous findings, our results have
some practical implications. Many studies that are, for various reasons, investigating age at
menarche use BMI as a co-founder in their analysis15–17. While the choice of BMI instead of
height or weight might seem straightforward, it may not always be the best option. Our results
show that weight at age 11 was actually a better predictor of age at menarche than BMI in our
cohort, see Table 1. However, a more important problem of such studies is that they use just a
single number measured at a single timepoint. As we have shown, information about height,
weight, or BMI from a single time point explains much less observed variance than their
phenotypic trajectories or information about a few crucial timepoints selected by the help of
functional linear models. Therefore, the practice of using information from a single timepoint
unnecessarily decreases the precision of the final models. The fact that most of such studies

used data from cohorts that measured height and weight repeatedly, but many authors
deliberately chose not to use most of this information makes our finding particularly important
as it highlights a relatively simple-to-implement solution that improves current practice in this
field of research.
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