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ABSTRACT

Valvular heart disease accounts for up to 20% of cardiac surgery in the United States. Computer
simulation of “virtual interventions” may inform optimal valve repair for a given patient prior to intervention.
However, there is a paucity of methods to noninvasively determine in vivo mechanical properties of valve
tissue from clinically acquired 3D images, limiting the accuracy of computer prediction and translational
potential of in silico valve repairs. Here, we propose ADEPT, A noninvasive method for Determining
Elastic Properties of valve Tissue, to overcome this methodological gap. Our framework combines image
registration and physics-informed neural networks (PINNs) to estimate material properties of valve tissue
from 3D echocardiograms (3DE). The PINN model was validated on a series of benchmarks before
being applied to the 3DE of the tricuspid valve in a child with congenital heart disease. Our approach
yielded accurate material parameter estimations in the examples accompanying this work.

1 Introduction
Valvular heart disease is a leading contributor to cardiovascular morbidity and mortality, affecting nearly
41 million people worldwide1, 2, and accounts for about 20% of cardiac surgery in the United States.
Valve dysfunction can manifest as stenosis (i.e., valves cannot fully open, restricting blood flow) or
regurgitation (i.e., valves cannot adequately coapt, allowing backward flow). Both heart valve stenosis and
regurgitation lead to decreased efficiency of circulation, resulting in heart failure, end-organ (e.g., lung,
kidney) dysfunction, or death3, 4. In this context, valve repair, either surgical or transcatheter, is increasingly
applied to restore valvular function5, 6. While 3D imaging, including 3D echocardiography (3DE), has
greatly informed valve assessment and repair by providing an intuitive view of the functioning valve directly
to the surgeon, 3D visualization alone is insufficient for quantitative analysis of the valve7–11. Image-
based valve modeling has partially unlocked this capability, allowing for precise, quantitative geometric
comparison of normal valves to dysfunctional valves. This, in turn, has improved the understanding of the
relationship between 3D valve structure and valve dysfunction in both adults7, 8, 12, 13 and children14–18.

However, understanding associations of valve structure to valve function cannot infer causation.
Although conventional image-based valve structural modeling offers critical insights into the structural
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features of diseased valves by analyzing variations in valve morphology across a population, insights
gained are statistical generalizations typically based on a singular, static systolic frame. Further, geometry-
based modeling does not capture the kinematic trajectory or the underlying mechanics of heart valves,
and cannot be used as predictive tools to realistically model dynamic valve function or repair. As such,
determining which valves can be repaired and how to best repair an individual dysfunctional valve remains
a significant challenge19, 20.

The application of physics-based computational models (e.g., finite element analysis) has begun to
provide this capability, enabling the potential to determine patient-specific structural contributors to
valve failure (e.g., stress, strain)21, 22, as well as the long-term possibility for the iterative optimization
of valve repair in an individual patient23–28. Such modeling is particularly relevant in congenital heart
disease where procedural optimization is unlikely to occur via human randomized clinical trials given the
number of potential methods for repair, heterogeneity of anatomy, duration to complete such studies, and
reticence to vary from established techniques in a vulnerable population27. While particularly relevant
to children, these tenets remain relevant to all populations at risk of valve dysfunction. Toward that end,
image-derived computational approaches directed toward understanding risk factors for valve failure
and repair optimization have the potential to reduce the need for a trial-and-error approach, and allow
identification of the ideal repair for an individual patient before intervention (image-derived precision
medicine).

However, truly patient specific models of valve closure and repair will depend on not just the knowledge
of the valve structure, but also the mechanical properties of the individual leaflet that relate a given load to
the resulting leaflet deformation29. Tissue mechanical properties are typically characterized by calibrating
the material constants of a pre-defined material constitutive description within a forward numerical model,
until the simulated strain fields match with empirical observations. Traditional material characterization
entails two steps: 1) accurately measure the physical strain fields to provide a reference in the calibration
process, and 2) iteratively solve the inverse problem to determine the parameters in the constitutive model
until the simulated strain fields match with the reference ones. Several approaches to estimate reference
leaflet strain fields have been proposed: ex vivo biaxial test30, in vivo marker tracking31, and 3D leaflet
reconstruction and spline fitting32. Unfortunately, these approaches either alter the native environment
of tissues, require invasive procedures, or specialize in specific valve types. For these reasons, they are
fundamentally limited in their practical application to modeling of human disease.

Ideally, patient-specific material properties could be obtained from an individual patient’s 3D images
and utilized along with valve structure in personalized simulations of valve function and repair29, 33. Such a
noninvasive approach to quantify patient-specific tissue mechanical properties (e.g., Young’s modulus and
Poisson’s ratio) is critical to accurately simulate in vivo heart valve dynamics and allow for iterative testing
and systematic comparison of repair strategies in an individual patient. To meet this need, we propose a
general and noninvasive framework, combining deformable image registration34, 35 and physics-informed
neural networks (PINNs) 36–38, to obtain accurate patient-specific tissue elastic properties from clinically
acquired 4D (3D + time) images. PINNs are deep learning-based partial differential equation (PDE)
solvers that are particularly powerful for identifying unknown parameters in inverse studies39–46. It has
the advantage of simultaneously analyzing in vivo leaflets mechanics and determining their constitutive
properties to ensure the solution satisfies both empirical observations and the governing principles.

The present work serves as the point of departure for a noninvasive approach to identify in vivo
tissue properties that are more applicable to human studies. Specifically, this advancement enables
the identification of tissue elastic properties unique to each individual, signifies a critical step towards
the development of digital twins of heart valves, and unleashes the latent potential of high-fidelity
computational models of virtual surgical intervention. The proposed approach is fundamentally applicable
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to multi-modal 4D images (e.g., 3DE, computed tomography, magnetic resonance imaging) of any heart
valve. In this proof-of-concept study, 3DE images of a regurgitant tricuspid valve of an 11-year-old patient
with hypoplastic left heart syndrome (single ventricle congenital heart disease) were chosen as the initial
application.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide an overview of ADEPT and present the
problem descriptions and parameter validation results for each example. In Sections 3 and 4, we discuss
the clinical implications, major contributions, limitations and future direction of the current work. In
Section 5, we provide theoretical background and formulation of image registration, PINNs, and material
constitutive models concerning this work.

2 Results
We considered four examples in this work: a 2D thick-walled cylinder subjected to internal pressure, a 2D
thin circular plate subjected to transverse pressure, a 3D truncated cone subjected to external pressure,
and a 3DE-derived tricuspid valve subjected to transvalvular pressure. In each example, we trained a
PINN model to determine the “unknown” elastic properties from reference displacement data. To verify
solution accuracy and improve the interpretability of PINN-prediction, we computed the mechanical
responses resulting from the estimated material parameters using the analytical formulation (if it exists) or
first-principle solvers (e.g., FEBio finite element package47). The mechanical responses were subsequently
compared to the reference solution to evaluate their agreement. All PINN experiments were trained on a
NVIDIA H100 80GB GPU.

2.1 Overview of material parameter identification procedure
An overview of the proposed method is presented in Fig. 1. Fig. 1A illustrates the geometry of the
examples considered in the work; relevant problem formulation and descriptions specific to each example
are provided in Sections 2.2 to 2.5. Fig. 1B presents the general workflow of our prediction-validation
procedure. In examples 1, 3, and 4, a parallel neural network architecture with two independent feedforward
neural networks (FNNs) was chosen for the PINN model, given its efficiency and effectiveness, as
demonstrated in our previous work44. The Cartesian coordinates (x, y, and z) of the object were the
input for the FNNs, with one network outputing displacements and the other outputting stresses. We
subsequently constructed a loss function by setting up penalty terms on momentum equilibrium, material
constitutive balance, and kinematics constraints (i.e., enforcing displacement agreement between predicted
values and reference data). At each iteration, the network weights and biases (denoted as θNN) and the
unknown material parameters (denoted as θMAT) were iteratively optimized until the loss function was
minimized. In example 2, only the displacement network was needed to inform prediction. As such, the
material constitutive balance was ignored in this example.

We computed the reference displacements of the first and second examples from analytical formulations.
Displacements from the third example were computed using finite element analysis (FEA), whereas those
of patient-specific tricuspid valves were estimated using an image registration approach, described in
Fig. 1D. In particular, 3D TEE image volumes of two consecutive frames were registered using a non-
symmetric diffeomorphic image registration algorithm34. This step resulted in a voxel-wise transformation
matrix, ϕ , that maps the image intensity from the moving to the fixed 3D TEE image volume. The
transformation matrix, ϕ , was subsequently applied to a manual segmentation of the open leaflets in order
to estimate the closed leaflet geometry. The differences between the nodal points of the open and closed
valves were calculated, serving as reference displacement fields.
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Figure 1. Material parameter identification procedure. (A) Example cases considered in the current study were
a 2D thick-walled cylinder subject to internal pressure (example 1), a 2D thin circular plate subjected to transverse
pressure (example 2), a 3D truncated cone subject to external pressure (example 3), and a 3D image-derived
patient-specific regurgitant tricuspid valve model subject to transvalvular pressure (example 4). (B) The PINN
architecture contained a two-layer parallel network with two feedforward networks that independently predict
displacements and stresses. The reference displacement data of the example cases were used to guide the
minimization of data loss in PINNs. In examples 1 and 2, the analytical solutions of displacements were sought.
Displacements in example 3 were estimated through FEA, and those in example 4 were approximated using
deformable image registration illustrated in (C).

2.2 2D thick-walled cylinder subjected to internal pressure
2.2.1 Problem description
We started with a 2D linear elastic example, as illustrated in Fig. 2A, to verify the efficacy of our proposed
methods. The strong-form static momentum equation, σi j, j = 0, was the governing PDE, where σi j
represents the Cauchy-stress. A thick-walled cylinder with an inner radius of 1 µm and an outer radius of 5
µm was subjected to 10−5 N/µm2 uniform internal pressure. The ground truth solution of the thick-walled
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cylinder was calculated with Young’s modulus and Poisson’s ratio of 0.135 N/µm2 and 0.3, respectively.
Here, we reduced our analysis to one-quarter of the cylinder due to symmetry in geometry and pressure
load. An isotropic linear elastic material model was assumed.

Figure 2. 2D thick-walled cylinder verification results. (A) A hollow cylinder with 1 µm inner radius and 5 µm
outer radius is shown. A uniform pressure load of 10−5N/µm2 is applied to the wall of the inner radius of the
cylinder. (B) The training loss history is shown. The total training loss converges to below 10−3 at 100000 iterations.
(C) The average and standard deviation of E and ν estimated from 10 repeated PINN analyses (solid lines) are
plotted along with the ground truth values (dotted lines). The relative errors of E and ν were 1.72% and 0.23%,
respectively. (D) The exact solution, PINN-verification, and pointwise errors of displacement are presented. The
estimated E and ν produced highly accurate displacementfields with pointwise errors in O(10−6).

2.2.2 Estimated results from PINNs
We adopted a parallel architecture with two independent neural networks. Each independent network
within PINN was assigned 5 hidden layers with 45 neurons per layer. The loss weights were wPDEs = 1,
wM = 10, and wD = 1. The subscript M refers to material model and D refers to displacement reference
data. The learning rate decay was set to 10−3 with a decay rate of 0.15 every 15,000 iterations. The neural
networks were trained using the Adam optimizer for 100,000 iterations. The total training loss, which
includes losses in the PDEs, stress-strain relations, reference data observation, and traction condition,
converged to a satisfactory value of below 10−3 at the end of the analysis, as demonstrated in Fig. 2B. The
PINN inverse analysis was repeated 10 times with varying random seeds to evaluate its robustness and
precision in different network weight initialization. A total of 1,500 PDE and 1,500 data collocation points
were used in the training. The average runtime of the 10 repeated tests was 0.5 hours.
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The prediction histories of the mean and standard deviation of Young’s modulus (E) and Poisson’s
ratio (ν) are presented in Fig. 2C. The dotted lines denote the ground truth values, while the solid lines
denote PINN estimation. Similar to our previous work42, 44, we constrained the search range of E and ν

to a reasonable range of [0, 1] N/µm2 and [0, 0.5], respectively, to facilitate the optimization effort. The
mean and standard deviation values of E and ν of the 10 repeated tests were 0.133±0.002 N/µm2 and
0.299±0.018, respectively. The relative error of the average E was 1.72%, and the average ν was 0.23%.

2.2.3 Validation against analytical solution
Fig. 2D provides the displacement and stress responses between the ground truth and the verification
results with PINN-estimated E and ν . The analytical solutions for displacements in Cartesian coordinates
were calculated from the following forms:

ux(x,y) =
r2

i Pir
E(r2

o − r2
i )
[1−ν +(

ro

r
)2(1+ν)]cos(θ),

and uy(x,y) =
r2

i Pir
E(r2

o − r2
i )
[1−ν +(

ro

r
)2(1+ν)]sin(θ).

In this paper, ri and ro are the inner and outer radius. r and θ are the equivalent radius and angle in
polar coordinate, defined as r =

√
x2 + y2 and θ = arctan(y/x). Pi is the internal pressure. The estimated

displacements using material parameters derived from PINNs were in excellent agreement with the
analytical solution. The maximum pointwise errors of displacements were O(10−6), and the L2 relative
errors of ux and uy were both within 1.71%.

2.3 Deflected circular plate subjected to uniform pressure
2.3.1 Problem description
The second benchmark considered in this work was a thin circular plate with 1 MN/m2 uniform pressure
applied to its top surface, illustrated in Fig. 3A. The biharmonic equation, ∇2∇2uz =

q
D was taken as the

governing PDEs of this system. Herein, uz is the out-of-plane displacement, q is the uniform applied
pressure, σi j is the Cauchy-stress, and D is the plate flexural rigidity. Further, D is given by D = H3E

12(1−ν2)

with H denotes plate thickness. The circular plate has a radius of 1 m and a thickness of 0.1 m. It was
subjected to a clamped boundary condition along its edge, and an isotropic linear elastic material model
was assumed. The ground truth out-of-plane displacements of the circular plate were determined using E
and ν of 1 MN/m2 and 0.3, respectively.

2.3.2 Estimated results from PINNs
In this example, given the direct relation between the out-of-plane displacements and the elastic parameters
in the biharmonic equation, only a displacement network was needed to facilitate the parameter prediction.
As such, we only considered the PDE loss in the biharmonic equation and data loss. The loss weights were
wPDEs = 1, and wd = 103. The learning rate decay was set to 10−3 with a decay rate of 0.15 every 15,000
iterations. The neural networks were trained using the Adam optimizer for 100,000 iterations. The total
training loss converged to a satisfactory value of below 10−4 at the end of the analysis, as demonstrated in
Fig. 3B. A total of 5,000 PDE and 5,000 data collocation points were used in the training. The average
runtime for this benchmark was 2.8 hours.

The prediction histories of the mean and standard deviation of E and ν are presented in Fig. 3C. We
defined a reasonable search range of [0, 2] N/µm2 and [0, 0.5] for E and ν , respectively. The mean and
standard deviation values of E and ν of the 10 repeated tests were 1.003±0.002 N/µm2 and 0.296±0.002,
respectively. The relative error of Eavg was 0.311%, and νavg was 1.489%.

6/24



Figure 3. Deflected circular plate verification results. (A) A thin circular plate with 1 m radius and 0.1 m
thickness is shown. A uniform pressure load of 1MN/m2 is applied to its top surface. (B) The training loss history is
shown. The total training loss converges to below 10−4 at the end of analysis. (C) The average and standard
deviation of E and ν estimated from 10 repeated PINN analyses (solid lines) are plotted along with the ground truth
values (dotted lines). The relative errors of Eavg and νavg were 0.312% and 1.489%, respectively. (D) The exact
solution, PINN-verification, and pointwise errors of displacement and stress are presented. The absolute pointwise
error of the out-of-plane displacements and in-plane stresses are in O(10−5) and O(10−4), respectively.

2.3.3 Validation against analytical solution

Fig. 3D provides the out-of-plane displacement and the in-plane stress responses on the top surface of the
plate (stresses of the mid-surface are zero based on the Kirchhoff-Love plate theory) between the ground
truth and the verification results. The out-of-plane displacements were calculated from the following
analytical forms:

uz(x,y) =
q

64D
[a2 − (x2 + y2)]2,
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where a is the radius of the plate. The analytical solutions of in-plane stresses on the top surface are given
by:

σxx(x,y,z) =
−Ez

1−ν2 (
δ 2uz

δx2 +ν
δ 2uz

δy2 ),

σyy(x,y,z) =
−Ez

1−ν2 (
δ 2uz

δy2 +ν
δ 2uz

δx2 ),

and σxy(x,y,z) =
−Ez
1+ν

δ 2uz

δxδy
,

with z = 0.05, half the plate thickness. The L2 relative error of uz was 0.019%. The L2 relative errors of
σxx, σyy, σxy were 0.378%, 0.387%, and 0.638%, respectively.

2.4 3D truncated cone subjected to external pressure
2.4.1 Problem description
As a step towards a more realistic representation of the tricuspid valve geometry, we modified our PINN
model to estimate the material parameters of a hollow 3D truncated cone, displayed in Fig. 4A. Similarly,
the strong-form static momentum equation, σi j, j = 0, was selected as the governing PDE due to quasi-static
loading and small deformation nature of this example. The 3D truncated cone was 1 mm tall with a
0.1 mm thick outer surface. The diameters of the top and bottom ends were 2 mm and 1 mm, respectively.
The ground truth solution was generated with Young’s modulus and Poisson’s ratio of 5 N/mm2 and 0.3,
respectively. Pinned boundary conditions (ux=uy=uz=0) were prescribed to the top edge of the cone. A
uniform external pressure of 0.01 N/mm2 was applied to the external surface of the cone. An isotropic
linear elastic material model was assumed.

2.4.2 Estimated results from PINNs
A parallel architecture with two independent neural networks was adopted. Each independent network in
PINN was assigned 5 hidden layers with 75 neurons per layer. The loss weights were wPDEs = wM = 10−4

and wD = 1. The learning rate decay was set to 10−3 with a decay rate of 0.95 every 15,000 iterations.
The neural networks were trained using the Adam optimizer for 1,000,000 iterations. The total training
loss decreased from O(103) to O(10−3), as shown in Fig. 4B.

Unlike the previous example, in which the pressure condition was included in the PINN training,
we omitted the pressure information from the training process in this example to evaluate the capability
of estimating the material parameters of PINNs with limited information when the force is unknown.
While the relative errors of the estimated values were higher in this example, due to both the increased
complexity in the model geometry and limited information on the applied load, the parameters of the
material estimated by PINN were still in excellent agreement with the ground truth, as shown in Fig. 3C.
The search range of E and ν were constrained to the range of [1.5, 7.5] N/mm2 and [0, 0.5], respectively.
The mean and standard deviation values of E and ν from 10 repeated tests were 5.093±0.107 N/mm2 and
0.306±0.008, respectively. The average runtime in this example was 1.68 hours. The relative errors of the
average E and ν were 1.878% and 2.052%, respectively.

2.4.3 Finite element verification
The displacements and principal stresses between the ground truth and verification results are shown
in Fig. 4D. These results were obtained using FEA, where the exact solution was generated using the
pre-defined material parameters stated in Section. 2.4.1, and the PINN-verification was simulated using
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Figure 4. 3D truncated cone verification results. (A) A hollow 3D truncated cone is shown. The cone is 1 mm
tall and 0.1 mm thick. The diameters of the top and bottom end are 2 mm and 1 mm, respectively. A uniform
external pressure of 10−2N/mm2 is applied to the outer surface of the cone, with pinned boundary conditions
assumed at the top edge of the cone. (B) The total training loss converges rapidly from O(103) to O(10−3) at the
end of the analysis. (C) The relative errors of the PINN-estimated E and ν (solid lines) were found to be 1.878%
and 2.052%, respectively. (D) The estimated E and ν produced highly accurate displacement and stress fields with
less than 3.5% L2 relative errors between the displacement components and less than 1.5% L2 relative errors across
the principal stress components.

the PINN-estimated parameters indicated in Fig. 4C. The finite element model of the cone was discretized
in 11,520 hexahedron elements and analyzed through quasi-static analysis.

As shown in Fig. 4D, the estimated displacements and principal stresses demonstrate strong alignment
with the exact solution, with pointwise errors within the range of O(10−3). The L2 relative errors for
ux, uy, and uz were found to be 2.306%, 2.304%, and 3.103%, respectively; the verification results had
lower displacement extrema compared to the exact solution. In addition, the L2 relative error for the first

9/24



principal stress (σ1) was 1.022%, and for the second principal stress (σ2) was 0.746%. The highest errors
in stresses were observed at the top edge where the pinned boundary conditions were applied.

2.5 3D Image-derived tricuspid valve subjected to ventricular pressure
2.5.1 Problem description
Finally, we applied our PINN model to a patient-specific tricuspid valve. The diastolic geometry of the
tricuspid valve (Fig. 5A) was segmented from the 3D TEE images of an 11-year-old patient with HLHS.
Due to the rapid leaflet motion occured in the transitioning phase, the strong-form dynamic momentum
equation, σi j, j = ρ

δ 2ui
δ 2t , was the governing PDE. Here, σi j denotes the Cauchy stress (we derived Cauchy

stress from the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress to maintain consistent notation in our work), ρ denotes material
density, ui is displacement, and t is time. Transvalvular pressure of 97 mmHg was applied to the ventricular
surface of the tricuspid valve. The coefficients within the isotropic Neo-Hookean (E and ν) and Lee-Sacks
material hyperelastic models (c0, c1, and c2) were determined to characterize the elastic properties of the
leaflets.

Forward FEA was sought to validate the estimated Neo-Hookean and Lee-Sacks elastic parameters.
The annulus displacements derived from image registration were used to enforce annulus dynamic motion.
Due to the challenges of identifying the chordae tendineae from 3DE images, we followed a similar chordal
projection scheme as described in Wu et al.33 However, in the current work, the chordae tendineae were
modeled as linear elastic trusses, as opposed to springs, with a cross-sectional area of 0.8 mm2, an average
Young’s modulus of 20 MPa, and a Poisson’s ratio of 0.348. The tips of the papillary muscles assumed a
pinned boundary condition. The resulting leaflet deformation from each material model was compared
with the reference segmentation model to validate the accuracy of the estimated elastic parameters.

2.5.2 Estimated results from PINNs
In this example, the same network architecture as in the previous example was used. The leaflet deformation
and net stress resulting from the ventricular pressure and chordal reaction forces were output from the
parallel FNNs. In the Neo-Hookean PINN model, the loss weights were wPDEs = wM = 10 and wD = 1.
The learning rate decay was set to 10−3 with a decay rate of 0.6 every 15,000 iterations. In the Lee-Sacks
PINN model, the loss weights were wPDEs = wM = 10−4 and wD = 1. The learning rate decay was set to
10−3 with a decay rate of 0.5 every 15,000 iterations. We trained the neural networks using the Adam
optimizer for 250,000 iterations. The loss term associated with the reference displacement data was
minimized using the mean symmetric distance metric.

In the Neo-Hookean model, the mechanical properties E and ν were constrained to a broad range of [0,
800] kPa and [0, 0.5], respectively. The mean and standard deviation values of E and ν from 10 repeated
tests converged 526.84±47.88 kPa and 0.317±0.021 (Fig. 5B). In the Lee-Sacks, the mechanical properties
c0, c1, and c2 were constrained to [0, 200] kPa, [0, 200] kPa, and [0, 20], respectively. The approximated
mean and standard deviation values of c0, c1, and c2 from 10 repeated tests were 165.57±4.01 kPa,
18.68±10.74 kPa, and 2.09±1.25 (Fig. 5C).

2.5.3 Finite element verification
Valve closure was simulated using material parameters estimated by PINNs. Fig. 5D shows the simulated
systolic tricuspid valve superimposed on the medical image at four cross-sectional planes. As illustrated,
we observed a high degree of overlap between the simulated tricuspid valve (Neo-Hookean in light green
and Lee-Sacks in light yellow) and the pixels associated with valve leaflets on the 3D TEE images. The
mean symmetric distance between the registration and FE-simulated systolic models was 0.972 mm using
Neo-Hookean material model and 0.969 mm for the Lee-Sacks material model. Both values fell within the
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Figure 5. HLHS TV verification results. (A) A 3D image-derived patient-specific tricuspid valve geometry is
shown. The valve leaflet geometry and papillary muscle tips were identified from 3D echocardiographic images of
the tricuspid valve of an 11-year-old patient with hypoplastic left heart syndrome in 3D Slicer. A total of 69 branch
chords were projected from the papillary muscle tips to a chordae insertion zone defined from the free edge to
mid-height of the tricuspid valve. A uniform transvalvular pressure of 97 mmHg was applied to the ventricular
surface of the tricuspid valve. (B) The mean and standard deviation of the estimated E and ν in the Neo-Hookean
model were 526.84±47.88 kPa and 0.317±0.021 at the final analysis step. (C) The mean and standard deviation of
the estimated c0, c1, and c2 in the Lee-Sacks model from 10 repeated tests were 165.57±4.01 kPa, 18.68±10.74 kPa,
and 2.09±1.25, respectively. (D) The simulated systolic tricuspid valve produced excellent agreement when overlaid
on top of the medical image (in light green for the Neo-Hookean model and light yellow for the Lee-Sacks model)
The mean symmetric distance between the reference segmentation model and FE-simulated systole model was
0.972 mm using Neo-Hookean material model and 0.969 mm for the Lee-Sacks material model.

range of inter-observer variability observed for manual segmentation reported in the literature49. The 95th

percentile Hausdorff distance resulting from the Neo-Hookean and Lee-Sacks models were 3.10 mm and
3.22 mm. These similarity metrics were computed from a Python script.
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2.5.4 Uncertainty analysis
Taking the standard deviation of the estimated elastic parameters from the 10 repeated PINN experiments,
we performed a sensitivity analysis to assess the effect of variations in each of the elastic parameters
on the 95th percentile (%ile) first principal stress (σ1), strain (ε1) and Hausdorff distance, as well as
the mean symmetric distance. Fig. 6A-C are sensitivity analysis results generated for the Neo-Hookean
model, and Fig. 6D-F are the Lee-Sacks model. Fig. 6A and D show the distribution of σ1 and ε1 on
the atrial surface of the tricuspid valve. These profiles were simulated using the mean Neo-Hookean
elastic parameters (i.e., Emean and νmean) and Lee-Sacks elastic parameters (i.e., c0,mean, c1,mean, c2,mean),
respectively. Qualitatively, both material models produced similar stress and strain patterns, with higher
tensile stress and strain observed on the anterior leaflet compared to the other two leaflets. Quantitatively,
the 95th %ile σ1 and ε1 resulting from the Neo-Hookean model were 75.02 kPa and 0.18 and from the
Lee-Sacks model were 80.91 kPa and 0.19.

We used a Python subroutine called FEBioUncertainSCI50, 51 to calculate sensitivity of the 95th %ile
σ1, 95th %ile ε1, 95th %ile Hausdorff distance, and mean symmetric distance in the tricuspid valve
with respect to variations in elastic parameters. Interested readers may refer to50, 51 on the theoretical
background supporting the parametric uncertainty quantification method in UncertainSCI. In the Neo-
Hookean example, we randomly generated 20 pairs of E and ν in a 2-dimensional space bounded by
Emean ±Estd and νmean ±νstd using a third order polynomial chaos expansion (PCE) function to build a
PCE emulator. We performed a FEA for each pair of E and ν to approximate their corresponding σ1, ε1,
Hausdorff distance, and mean symmetric distance. These input and output variables were then used to
train a PCE emulator to generate a manifold of total sensitivity indices between each permutation of the
input and output parameters. The total sensitivity indices measure the combined direct effects of individual
parameters (first-order sensitivity) and their fractional contributions resulting from higher-order parameter
interactions (second or higher-order sensitivity) on the variance of model output parameters.

The total sensitivity indices at the 95th %ile of σ1, ε1, the Hausdorff distance, and the mean symmetric
distance in the Neo-Hookean model are provided in Fig. 6B. As shown, within the sampling space, E had
significantly higher total-order sensitivity indices in ε1, Hausdorff distance, and mean symmetric distance,
indicating its dominant role in influencing the kinematics behaviors of the tricuspid valve. In the context
of σ1, the sensitivity indices were comparable between E and ν , with ν had a slightly higher influence.
We queried 103 sampling pairs of E and ν from the PCE emulator. Fig. 6C presents raincloud plots that
illustrate the key statistics (e.g., minimum, maximum, median) as well as the distribution of these 103 E
and ν pairs on each output metric. Overall, we observed a narrow range of the maximum and minimum
values in each output metric, except for the 95th %ile ε1, where the percentage difference between the
maximum and minimum values well exceeded 10%. This indicates that strain prediction has the highest
uncertainty with respect to changes in E and ν among the metrics.

In the Lee-Sacks example, we built a PCE emulator on 30 randomly sampled sets of c0, c1, and
c2 in a 3-dimensional space bounded by c0,mean ± c0,std, c1,mean ± c1,std, and c2,mean ± c2,std and their
corresponding σ1, ε1, Hausdorff distance, and mean symmetric distance. The total sensitivity indices at
the 95th %ile of σ1, ε1, the Hausdorff distance, and the mean symmetric distance are provided in Fig. 6E.
Overall, within this sampling space, c2 appeared to have the highest influence on the 95th %ile of σ1,
ε1, and the mean symmetric distance. Contrarily, c0 had a higher sensitivity index at the 95th %ile of
Hausdorff distance. The distributions of each output metric from 103 sampling pairs of c0, c1, and c2 are
shown in Fig. 6F. Higher uncertainties in the 95th %ile of σ1 and ε1 were observed, with more than 10%
difference between the maximum and minimum values of the metrics. However, the differences between
the extrema were negligible in the 95th %ile Hausdorff distance and mean symmetric distance.
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Figure 6. HLHS TV sensitivity analysis results. The first principal stress (σ1) and strain (ε1) simulated using the
mean Neo-Hookean elastic parameters (A) and Lee-Sacks elastic parameters (D) are shown. A higher tensile stress
and strain are observed on the anterior leaflet on both models. The 95th %ile σ1 and ε1 resulting from the
Neo-Hookean model are 75.02 kPa and 0.18 and from the Lee-Sacks model were 80.91 kPa and 0.19. In the
Neo-Hookean model, (B) variations in E have bigger effects on ε1, Hausdorff distance, and mean symmetric
distance, while variations in ν have a bigger effect on σ1. (C) The percentage difference between the extrema is well
above 10% in ε1, indicating that strain prediction has the highest uncertainty with respect to changes in E and ν

among the metrics. The ranges between the extrema in other output metrics are relatively narrow. In the Lee-Sacks
model, (E) c2 has the highest influence on the 95th %ile of σ1, ε1, and the mean symmetric distance, while c0 has a
higher sensitivity index at the 95th %ile of Hausdorff distance. (F) σ1 and ε1 demonstrate higher uncertainty, with
more than 10% difference between their extrema. However, the differences between the extrema are negligible in
the Hausdorff distance and mean symmetric distance.

3 Discussion

We have developed a noninvasive approach to characterize the elastic properties of heart valve tissues
using in vivo 4D images. Our approach consists of two steps. First, deformable image registration was
used to estimate the spatial displacements of valve leaflets from echocardiogram data. Subsequently, PINN
was applied to infer the elastic parameters from image-derived displacement and the governing principles
of the system. We evaluated the robustness of PINN on a series of simplified benchmarks prior to applying
our framework to the challenge case, the tricuspid valve of a child. In the benchmark problems, PINN
successfully determined the “unknown” elastic parameters with satisfactory accuracy of within 3% of L2

relative errors compared to the ground truth. In the patient-specific tricuspid valve application, where the
exact in vivo material properties of valve tissue are unknown, a forward FEA was performed to simulate
valve closure using the estimated tissue elastic parameters. Material parameters for the Neo-Hookean and
Lee-Sacks constitutive models were identified. The resulting closed valve geometries were within 1 mm
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mean symmetric distance compared to the segmentation ground truth. This error is within the range of
those reported in the literature in the context of interobserver variability in manual valve modeling49.

There has been a long-standing interest in in vivo heart valve biomechanics research due to the
strong implication and relevance of valve mechanics to the pathogenesis, progression, and repair of heart
valves52–54. Numerous methods have been proposed to estimate in vivo leaflet strain and valve dynamics
to understand changes in strain between healthy and disease states, as well as between pre- and post-repair
states32, 55–57. These retrospective studies are valuable for relating leaflet strain to valve function and
identifying the functional characteristics of heart valves. Moving forward, it is equally imperative to
develop the capability for prognostic studies to predict disease progression and to determine optimal
repair options to reduce long-term patient morbidity and mortality27, 29. Our proposed approach provides a
risk-free platform for clinicians to simulate outcomes of virtual intervention prior to performing surgery or
intervention on actual patients25, 58, 59. Our framework, which we have named ADEPT, enables accurate
identification of in vivo elastic properties of valve tissue unique to each patient. This new capability offers
the future potential to facilitate personalized virtual intervention analysis and use simulated models to
identify the most effective repair option rather than clinical intuition alone. Due to the wide range of
tissue extensibility from neonates to adults60, 61, and the considerable heterogeneity in valve structure9,
this approach holds particular significance for application to patients with congenital heart disease.

Traditionally, inverse FEA has been a common approach to characterize in vivo elastic properties
of heart valve tissues48, 62. In these previous studies, physical markers were sutured to the leaflets to
measure the actual leaflet displacements. Subsequently, FEA was performed iteratively to identify an
optimal set of tissue stiffness parameters that provides agreeable simulated displacements compared to the
measured ones. Of the studies, Rausch et al.62 found elastic parameters of c0 = 35.9 kPa, and weighting
factors of c1 = 2.3 and c2 = 9.8 using a coupled anisotropic model provide the most agreeable in vivo
behavior approximation of a mitral valve anterior leaflet. Krishnamurthy et al.48 performs inverse studies
on 17 ovine anterior leaflets using a three-parameter orthotopic linear elastic model and found the elastic
parameters to be Ecirc = 43±18 kPa, Erad = 11±3 kPa and Gcirc-rad = 121±22 kPa. In our work, we
furnished an noninvasive approach that combines deformable image registration and PINN to identify in
vivo tissue properties using clinically acquired 3D images. In our patient-specific analysis, the elastic
parameter within an isotropic Neo-Hookean model was found to be 526.84±47.88 kPa. Additionally,
the elastic parameters within an isotropic Lee-Sacks model were found to be c0 = 165.57± 4.01 kPa,
c1 = 18.68±10.74 kPa, and c2 = 2.09±1.25 kPa. Although elastic parameters in different constitutive
models hold different influence on the concavity of the stress-strain curve, our results were of similar
magnitude to the previously reported values.

In previous analyses of tricuspid valves, Stevanella et al.63 reports a maximum 1st principal stress of
430 kPa63 and circumferential and radial strains of 0.13–0.16 and 0.25–0.30 on the anterior leaflet belly at
23 mm Hg transvalular pressure. Kong et al.25 reports 1st principal stress in the range of 24–91 kPa and 1st

principal strain in the range of 0.07 to 0.21 at mid-systole under the same peak transvalvular pressure. In
our example, due to systemic right ventricle in the 11-year-old patient, the tricuspid valve was subjected to
a 97 mm Hg transvalvular pressure, a pressure loading close to that experienced by a mitral valve. To offer
additional references on mitral valve stress and strain, Wang et al.64 reported 160 kPa maximum principal
stress at 110 mm Hg peak systolic pressure. Lee et al.65 found a maximum radial and circumferential
stresses of 509.5±38.4 kPa and 301.4±12.2 kPa on the anterior leaflet at 90 mm Hg peak transvalvular
pressure. Furthermore, Rausche et al.66 found a maximum principal strains of 0.13± 0.047 in ovine
leaflets. Our in vivo analysis produced a maximum 1st principal stress and strain around 75.02 kPa and
0.18 using a Neo-Hookean model, and 80.91 kPa and 0.19 using a Lee-Sacks model, which are within the
range of those reported by Kong et al.25. Qualitatively, our findings are in line with the literature as we
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also observed highest 1st principal stress and strain located on the anterior leaflet. The exact stress and
strain values are likely affected by a combination of factors including valve morphology, transvalvular
pressure, and the chosen material model. It is possible that the lower principal values found in our study
are attributed to the smaller valve size in our patient compared to that in an adult. Nonetheless, our strain
values are in close alignment with existing literature reporting.

Notably, the combination of patient specific leaflet structure and material properties will be powerful,
additional challenges to truly patient specific modeling remain including resolving leaflet chordal insertions.
Current cine in vivo imaging modalities can reliably visualize the papillary muscles (where chordae
tendineae emanate from the ventricular myocardium), but not individual chordal insertions at the level of
the valve leaflets themselves27. However, previous work by Khaligi et al.24 demonstrates that functional
equivalent chordal models can be created. As such, while chordae insertion locations may influence
the local stress and strain distribution, functional equivalence can yield accurate leaflet deformation, as
demonstrated in our analysis. Unlike Khaligi et al., a more realistic branching chordal model is utilized
in the present work. The effects of chordae density, length, and insertion sites on the resulting stress,
strain, regurgitation orifice area, and leaflet contact areas of atrioventricular valves are areas for further
investigation.

4 Conclusions
We presented a noninvasive approach to identify in vivo elastic properties of valve tissue from 4D medical
images using deformable image registration and rigorously verified PINN models. The estimated elastic
parameters and consequent leaflet deformation, stresses, and strains are in excellent agreement with
reference solutions and values reported in the literature. While our work directly benefits the development
of patient-specific computer simulations of heart valve mechanics and repairs, the idea of combining image
registration and PINNs to determine elastic properties of soft tissue noninvasively, whether for diagnostic
or prognostic purposes, is broadly applicable to a wide spectrum of cardiovascular structures and beyond.

5 Methods
This section provides the background and technical details of deformable registration, PINNs, and
computational solid mechanics pertaining to the noninvasive method of identifying material parameters
proposed in the current work.

5.1 Image processing
Here, we outline the image analysis process to acquire patient-specific geometry and displacement fields
of the tricuspid valve. All image processing tasks were performed using open-source image analysis
platforms, 3D Slicer67, SlicerHeart68, and Greedy deformable image registration34.

5.1.1 Image acquision
The 3D transesophageal (TEE) images of a regurgitant tricuspid valve were identified from an existing
database at the Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia. The images were acquired on a Philips Epiq system
(Philips Medical, Boston, MA) from a child with Hypoplastic left heart syndrome (HLHS). HLHS is a
complex congenital heart disease that affects more than 1,000 liveborns in the US each year. Patients with
HLHS have to undergo three staged open-chest reconstruction surgeries. About twenty-five percent of
HLHS patients develop tricuspid regurgitation following the third surgery, which significantly increases
their risk of heart failure. The objective of this work is to provide a noninvasive approach to evaluate
the mechanical factors that influence valve competency in HLHS patients. This study was approved by
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the Institutional Review Board at the Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia. The 3D TEE images were
imported into 3D Slicer using the Philips 4D US DICOM patcher module in SlicerHeart16, 69 for image
segmentation and registration.

5.2 Manual image segmentation
The selected 3DE images were manually segmented using the SliceHeart extension 3D Slicer. Specifically,
an expert observer manually traced the leaflets of the tricuspid valve in the last diastolic frame of the
cardiac cycle. The image voxels that correspond to the leaflets were assigned a label value of 1, and all
other voxels had a label of 0. The visible segments (i.e., image voxels with label 1) were converted to a
surface model that encapsulates the full 3D geometry of the tricuspid valve. The segmentation model was
subsequently meshed with 5000 nodes using the Surface Toolbox module in 3D Slicer to create a smooth
representation of the tricuspid valve geometry.

5.3 Deformable image registration
Intensity-based deformable registration was performed on two consecutive cardiac frames (the last
diastolic frame and the first systolic frame were chosen for this study) to obtain the deformation fields
of the tricuspid valves when fully pressurized. The Greedy diffeomorphic image registration algorithm
was used to facilitate deformable registration between the 3DE reference-target image pair34. The image
deformation approach performed in this work was inspired by Aggarwal et al.35. In particular, we
first defined the registration region of interest (ROI) for the reference frame by dilating the diastolic
segmentation of the tricuspid valve with 10 voxels in the x, y, and z directions. To define the registration
ROI for the target frame, we roughly approximated the deformation fields by registering the 3DE reference
grayscale image at half-resolution and warped the resulting deformation fields to the reference ROI. Finally,
we performed full-resolution registration on the grayscale image pair, guided by their respective ROI, to
acquire refined deformation fields on the tricuspid valve leaflets.

The Greedy registration framework is inspired by the Large Deformation Diffeomorphic Metric
Mapping (LDDMM) formulation presented in70. For a given image pair, suppose the reference image
is denoted I , the target image is denoted J , and a diffeomorphism map that transforms the physical
coordinates of image I into image J is defined as ϕ . The diffeomorphism, ϕ , is obtained by integrating
the velocity fields, vt, from time t0 to t1 defined as

ϕt1 = ϕt0 +
∫ t1

t0
∥vt∥Ldt,

where ∥ · ∥L is a linear differential operator that regularizes the velocity field, expressed in the form of
L = α∇2 +β Id. Within linear operator L, Id is the identity map. α and β are gradient smoothing and
deformation field smoothing constants, with assigned values of 2.3mm and 0.35mm, respectively, to ensure
good registration alignment while preserving smooth displacement features. The objective is to compute
velocity fields, vt, such that the image similarly loss, Lsim(ϕI −J ), is minimized. The sum of the
squared difference similarity measure was used in the present work. The Greedy registration tool shares
many similarities with the theoretical framework established in71, while also incorporating additional
image metrics and nonsymmetric deformation implementations to optimize computational efficiency72.

5.4 Physics-informed neural networks for material parameter identification
Here, we provide an overview of PINNs and the technical details considered in this work. The PINN
architecture was set up using the DeepXDE library37. All PINN experiments were trained on an NVIDIA
H100 80GB GPU. The source code will be made available upon publication in the GitHub repository
https://github.com/lu-group/adept.
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5.4.1 Neural network architecture
The PINN architecture is shown in Fig. 1B. Let N L(x) : Rdim(x) → Rdim(y) be a L-layer neural network
that maps input features x to output feature y with N l neurons in the l-layer. The connectivity between
layer l and l−1 is governed by N l(x) = φ(WlN l−1(x)+bl), where φ is a nonlinear activation function,
Wl is a weight matrix, and bl is a bias vector. We used swish activation function and Glorot uniform
weight initialization method in all analyses. Given that the activation function is applied element-wise to
each neuron, the recursive FNN is defined as:

input layer : N 0(x) = x ∈ Rdim(x),

hidden layer l : N l(x) = swish
(

WlN l−1(x)+bl
)
∈ RN l

, for 1 ≤ l ≤ L−1,

output layer : N L(x) = WLN L−1(x)+bL ∈ Rdim(y).

The nodal coordinates were used as input variables for the network. The network architectures consisted of
two independent feedforward networks. One of the independent networks was responsible for estimating
displacement fields Nui . The other independent network was responsible for estimating the stress fields
Nσi j . The displacement fields were normalized based on the mean and standard deviation of the ground
truth displacement data supplied to improve training efficiency. Within the architecture, θNN encapsulates
network variables Wl and bl , while θmat contains unknown material variables.

5.4.2 Loss function
In inverse analysis, PINN seeks to optimize the network parameters, θNN (i.e., Wl and bl), and the
unknown material parameters, θmat (e.g., E and ν) in the training process expressed as

θ
∗
NN,θ

∗
mat = argmin

θNN,θmat

L (θNN,θmat),

with the general total loss function L (θNN,θmat) defined as

L (θNN,θmat) = wPDEsLPDEs +wMLM +wFLF +wDLD.

Herein, w• represents the weight associated with its corresponding loss term L•. LM, LF, and LD refer
to errors in material constitutive relations, traction balance, and displacement reference data, respectively.
The strong form of the momentum equation was selected as the governing PDEs. The Dirichlet conditions
were implicitly enforced in the PDE approximation as hard constraint conditions. Note that the traction
loss was only considered in example 1. All other examples were trained without enforcing force balance to
evaluate the robustness of our approach in settings where the underlying physics was only partially known.

In examples 1–3, all loss terms were optimized using mean squared errors. In example 4, the loss term
LD was optimized by mean symmetric distance as image intensity-derived displacement fields may differ
from the displacement fields derived from material point frame of reference in continuum mechanics73.
Suppose we have two finite point sets, P and R, the mean symmetric distance is defined as

LD =
1
2

(
1
|P| ∑

p∈P
min
r∈R

∥p− r∥+ 1
|R| ∑

r∈R
min
p∈P

∥p− r∥

)
.

The mean symmetric distance measures the average minimum distance from P to R and from R to P. Here,
∥ · ∥ denotes the Euclidean distance. The point sets P and R represent the deformed nodal coordinates of
the tricuspid valve at systole estimated in PINNs and derived from image registration, respectively.
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5.5 Material constitutive models
Various material constitutive models were tested in the examples presented in this work. The benchmark
examples detailed in Sections 2.2 to 2.4 assumed an isotropic linear elastic material model. For the
patient-specific tricuspid valve described in Section 2.5, isotropic Neo-Hookean and Lee-Sacks material
models were applied.

Linear elastic model. The isotropic linear elastic material constitutive model is defined as:

σ = C · ε,

with

σ =

σxx
σyy
σxy

 ; C =
E

(1−ν2)

1 ν 0
ν 1 0
0 0 (1−ν)

 ; ε =

εxx
εyy
εxy

 .
In the 2D thick-walled cylinder and 3D truncated cone examples, the kinematic relations are expressed as:

εxx =
∂ux

∂x
; εyy =

∂uy

∂y
; εxy =

1
2
[
∂ux

∂y
+

∂uy

∂x
].

In the deflected circular plate example, ux =−z∂uz
∂x and uy =−z∂uz

∂y . Therefore, the kinematic relations are

εxx =−z
∂ 2uz

∂x2 ; εyy =−z
∂ 2uz

∂y2 ; εxy =−z
∂ 2uz

∂x∂y
.

Neo-Hookean model. The Neo-Hookean model74 is developed to characterize the behavior of nonlinear
materials that undergo deformations. Within this model, the strain energy density function, Ψ, is defined
as

Ψ(I1,J) =
1
2

λ [log(J)]2 −µlog(J)+
1
2

µ(I1 −3),

where I1 is the first principal invariants denoted as I1 = trace(FT ·F), F is the deformation gradient denoted
as Fi j = δi j +ui, j, ui is the displacement vector, and λ and µ are the Lamé’s elasticity parameters. The
first Piola-Kirchhoff stress is given by

P =
∂Ψ

∂F
= µF+[λ log(J)−µ]F−T .

where

λ =
Eν

(1+ν)(1−2ν)
, and µ =

E
2(1+ν)

.

Lee-Sacks model. The Lee-Sacks isotropic material model65 is a popular model for characterizing heart
valve tissue properties. It combines Neo-Hookean with an exponential term to account for contributions
of the extracellular matrix and collagen fiber network in leaflet tissues. The hyperelastic strain energy
function is expressed as

Ψ(I1) =
c0

2
(I1 −3)+

c1

2
{exp [c2(I1 −3)2]−1},

where c0, c1, and c2 are stiffness parameters. The first Piola-Kirchhoff stress is given by

P =
δΨ

δF
= (c0 +2c1c2(I1 −3)exp [c2(I1 −3)2])F.
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