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1
DETECTION OF ASYNCHRONY

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application claims the benefit of the filing date of U.S.
Provisional Patent Application No. 61/171,606 filed Apr. 22,
2009, the disclosure of which is hereby incorporated herein
by reference.

FIELD OF THE TECHNOLOGY

The present technology relates to methods and apparatus
for the detection of respiratory treatment related conditions or
events such as the conditions indicative of asynchrony.

BACKGROUND OF THE TECHNOLOGY

Ensuring quality interaction between a patient and their
respiratory treatment apparatus can be significant. For
example, quality interaction between a patient and their ven-
tilator is critical to minimize the work of breathing of the
patient. Increased work of breathing caused by patient-ven-
tilator asynchrony is associated with negative patient out-
comes and has been shown to be highly prevalent; studies
have shown up to 47% of ventilator delivered breaths may be
asynchronous.

With proper supervision and adjustment of ventilator set-
tings, asynchrony may be manually mitigated by the clini-
cian. However, monitoring asynchrony is a challenge.
Knowledge of its existence may require high resolution and
real-time display of airway pressure delivered by the ventila-
tor, the patient’s airflow and a measure of inspiratory activity,
such as diaphragmatic EMG or esophageal pressure mea-
sured invasively via a balloon catheter. Furthermore, expert
visual interpretation of these signals can be critical to diag-
nose the quality of patient-ventilator interaction.

It may be desirable to develop further methods and devices
for automating detection of asynchrony that may improve
respiratory treatment apparatus.

SUMMARY OF THE TECHNOLOGY

Aspects of the present technology involve methods and
apparatus for a detection of asynchrony.

Still further aspects of the technology involve methods and
apparatus for development of devices for detection of asyn-
chrony.

In one such example embodiment, an automated process-
ing method is provided for detection of asynchrony of a
respiratory treatment apparatus that controls a delivery of a
synchronized respiratory treatment. The method may include
determining detection values of a feature set with data derived
from signals of at least one sensor coupled with the respira-
tory treatment apparatus. The method may further include
comparing with a processor the feature set of detection values
with a set of stored data thresholds. The method may also
include determining with the processor an occurrence of an
asynchrony event between the respiratory treatment appara-
tus and a patient respiratory cycle based on the comparison.

In another embodiment, an apparatus for detection ofasyn-
chrony between a synchronized respiratory treatment and a
respiratory cycle 1s provided. The apparatus may include a
memory containing data representing a feature set of detec-
tion values derived from signals of at least one sensor coupled
with the respiratory treatment apparatus. The apparatus may
also include a processor to access the data. The processor may
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be configured to control a comparison of the data of the
feature set of detection values with a set of stored data thresh-
olds of the memory. It may also be configured to control a
determination of an occurrence of an asynchrony event
between the respiratory treatment apparatus and a patient
respiratory cycle based on the comparison. In addition, it may
be configured to control a generation of an output represent-
ing the occurrence of the asynchrony event.

In some embodiments, the feature set of detection values
may include any one or more of a respiratory rate based
feature, a respiratory volume based feature, a respiratory
mechanics based feature, an expiratory flow morphology
based feature.

In some embodiments, the apparatus or method may also
determine or identify a plurality of distinct asynchrony events
based on the comparison. The asynchrony events may be any
one or more of an expiratory ineffective effort event, a post-
triggering effort event, a double triggering event, an autotrig-
gering event, a late triggering event, an early cycling event, a
late cycling event, and/or an inspiratory ineffective effort
event.

In an example embodiment, the feature set of detection
values for detecting an inspiratory ineffective effort event
may include (a) power of a piecewise bilinear approximation
of a remainder of expiration after a location of a maximum
expiratory flow, (b) a distance between a maximum and mini-
mum values of a moving average expiratory flow, (c) an
integral of a rectified and de-trended moving average of expi-
ratory flow, (d) an inspiratory time constant (¢) and a fraction
of said distance and a peak expiratory flow.

In some embodiments, the processor may be or be part of a
controller of the respiratory treatment apparatus, which may
be a ventilator, and the sensor may be a flow sensor. The
controller may then be configured to detect a respiratory cycle
with the signal of the flow sensor and to generate flow gen-
erator control signals for producing the respiratory treatment.

In some embodiments of the method or apparatus, the
feature set are selected by a selecting process such that the
feature set comprises a subset of a superset of features. Such
a selecting process may include evaluating, with a processor,
values of the superset for known asynchronous events occur-
ring in data of a plurality of breaths established with a plural-
ity of respiratory treatment apparatus. The evaluating process
may involve calculating posterior-probabilities with values of
the superset by Parzen-window estimation, wherein groups of
values of the superset are selected by iteratively including and
removing values. The evaluation may also include detecting
asynchrony events with the selected subset of features and
comparing the events detected with known events data to test
or assess the performance of the subset.

In some embodiments, the apparatus may include a patient
interface to carry a flow of breathable gas to a patient. It may
also include a flow generator coupled with the patient inter-
face to generate a flow of the breathable gas through the
patient interface. The apparatus may also include a trans-
ducer, such as a pressure transducer or differential pressure
transducer. The transducer may provide a signal indicative of
patient flow through the patient interface. The processor may
serve as a controller of the flow generator so that the controller
is configured to detect a respiratory cycle with the signal of
the flow sensor and to generate flow generator control signals
for producing the respiratory treatment.

In some embodiments, a system is provided for detection
of asynchrony between a synchronized respiratory treatment
and a respiratory cycle. The system may include a processing
means for processing data derived from one or more pressure
transducer signals from use of respiratory treatment appara-
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tus. The processing means may be configured for (a) compar-
ing a feature set of detection values calculated from the data
with a set of stored data thresholds, and (b) determining an
occurrence of an asynchrony event between the respiratory
treatment apparatus and a patient respiratory cycle based on
the comparison. The system may also include classification
means for selecting the feature set such that the feature set
comptrises a subset of a superset of features, wherein the
selecting comprises evaluating values of the superset for
known asynchronous events occurring in data of a plurality of
breaths established with a plurality of respiratory treatment
apparatus. The processing means of the system may also be
configured for calculating the detection values of the feature
set with the data derived from signals of at least one sensor.

In some embodiments of such a system, the feature set of
detection values may be two or more of features of a group of
features consisting of (a) a respiratory rate based feature; (b)
arespiratory volume based feature; (b) a respiratory mechan-
ics based feature; (d) an expiratory flow morphology based
feature.

In further embodiments of such a system, the occurrence of
the asynchrony event may be an asynchrony event of a group
of asynchrony events consisting of (a) an expiratory ineffec-
tive effort event, (b) a post-triggering effort event, (c) a double
triggering event, (d) an autotriggering event (e) a late trigger-
ing event, (f) an early cycling event, and (g) a late cycling
event.

The system may also include an interface means to carry a
flow of breathable gas, a flow generation means, coupled with
the interface means, for generating the breathable gas, and a
flow sensor for generating the pressure transducer signals. In
such a system, the processing means may be further config-
ured for controlling the flow generation means to provide a
synchronized respiratory treatment, such as respiratory sup-
port ventilation.

In some embodiments, the methodologies may be con-
tained on information bearing medium such as amemory. For
example, an information-bearing medium may have proces-
sor-readable information thereon. The processor-readable
information may control an apparatus for detection of asyn-
chrony between a synchronized respiratory treatment and a
respiratory cycle. The processor-readable information may
then include control instructions to access detection values of
a feature set with data derived from signals of at least one
sensor coupled with the respiratory treatment apparatus, to
compare the feature set of detection values with a set of stored
data thresholds, and to determine an occurrence of an asyn-
chrony event between the respiratory treatment apparatus and
a patient respiratory cycle based on the comparison.

In some embodiments of the present technology, a respi-
ratory treatment apparatus estimates respiratory resistance
and compliance based on measures of flow and pressure. The
apparatus may include one or more sensors to generate sig-
nals representative of flow and pressure. The apparatus may
also include a processor, coupled with the one or more sen-
sors. The processor may be configured to control detecting a
portion of expiration of a breathing cycle from data of the flow
signal. It may also be configured to control calculating a
resistance value and compliance value with flow, pressure and
volume measures that correspond to the detected portion of
expiration.

In some embodiments, the detected portion of expiration
may a portion that begins at an expiration cycle and ends
when an expired tidal volume for the expiration cycle exceeds
a limit in a range of about 85 to 90 percent. The compliance
and resistance values may optionally be calculated by a mul-
tiple linear regression process with data representing the flow,
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pressure and volume measures. Moreover, this may be calcu-
lated in a breath by breath process. The processor may be
further configured to control an assessment of accuracy of the
determined resistance and compliance values. The assess-
ment of accuracy may involve calculating a coefficient of
determination and comparing it to a threshold.

In some embodiment, the processor of the respiratory treat-
ment apparatus may be further configured to control deter-
mining a PEEP control parameter based on a plurality of
compliance values determined by the processor. In such a
process, the processor may control a repeated change, such as
a step reduction, to a preset PEEP control parameter during
which a plurality of pressure and flow measures are deter-
mined. The plurality of compliance values may then be deter-
mined based on the plurality of pressure and flow measures.
This determination may involve detecting an inflection point
from data representing the plurality of compliance values.

In some embodiments, the processor of the respiratory
treatmert apparatus may also be configured to control deter-
mining a maximum pressure support limit based on a plural-
ity of determined compliance values. In such a process, the
processor may controls a repeated change, such as a stepped
reduction, to a preset PEEP control parameter during which a
plurality of pressure and flow measures are determined. The
processor then may determine the plurality of compliance
values based on the plurality of pressure and flow measures.
Optionally, the determining of the maximum pressure sup-
port limit may involve detecting an inflection point from data
representing the plurality of compliance values. In some such
embodiments, the respiratory treatment apparatus may also
include a flow generator, coupled with the processor, to gen-
erate a flow of breathable gas at pressures above atmospheric
to a patient interface based on control signals from the pro-
Cessor.

Further embodiments and features of the technology will
be apparent from the following detailed disclosure, claims
and drawings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The present technology is illustrated by way of example,
and not by way of limitation, in the figures of the accompa-
nying drawings, in which like reference numerals refer to
similar elements including:

FIG. 1 is an block diagram of an example asynchrony
detector of the present technology;

FIG. 2 is an flow chart with an example methodology that
may be implemented in some embodiments of the asyn-
chrony detector of FIG. 1;

FIG. 3 is a graph illustrating flow, pressure and transdia-
phragmatic pressure corresponding to an expiratory ineffec-
tive effort asynchrony event that may be detected with the
present asynchrony detection technology;

FIG. 4 is a graph illustrating flow, pressure and transdia-
phragmatic pressure corresponding to a post-triggering effort
asynchrony event that may be detected with the present asyn-
chrony detection technology;

FIG. 5 is a graph illustrating flow, pressure and transdia-
phragmatic pressure corresponding to a double triggering
asynchrony event that may be detected with the present asyn-
chrony detection technology;

FIG. 6 is a graph illustrating flow, pressure and transdia-
phragmatic pressure corresponding to an autotriggering asyn-
chrony event that may be detected with the present asyn-
chrony detection technology;
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FIG. 7 is a graph illustrating flow, pressure and transdia-
phragmatic pressure corresponding to a late triggering asyn-
chrony event that may be detected with the present asyn-
chrony detection technology;

FIG. 8 is a graph illustrating flow, pressure and transdia-
phragmatic pressure corresponding to an early cycling asyn-
chrony event that may be detected with the present asyn-
chrony detection technology;

FIG. 9 is a graph illustrating flow, pressure and transdia-
phragmatic pressure corresponding to a late cycling asyn-
chrony event and an inspiratory ineffective effort asynchrony
event that may be detected with the present asynchrony detec-
tion technology;

FIG. 10 is an diagram for a state machine to detect respi-
ration related states in some embodiments of the technology;

FIG. 11 is an example respiratory treatment apparatus with
an asynchrony detection controller;

FIG. 12 is a block diagram illustrating suitable components
that may be implemented as a processing apparatus or con-
troller for embodiments of the present technology;

FIG. 13 is a screenshot of an example user interface suit-
able for manual classification of asynchrony events;

FIGS. 14(a) and 14(b) are graphs illustrating steps of an
automated process or analysis of expiratory flow and an out-
put signal with an indicator of an expiratory ineffective effort
asynchrony event from which features may be determined,

FIGS. 15(a) and 15(b) are graphs illustrating further steps
of an automated process or analysis of expiratory flow and an
output signal with an indicator of an expiratory ineffective
effort asynchrony event from which features may be deter-
mined;

FIG. 16 is a graph illustrating additional aspects of an
automated analysis in the determination of some features
suitable for detecting expiratory ineffective effort asynchrony
events;

FIG. 17 is a graph illustrating further aspects of an auto-
mated analysis in the determination of some features suitable
for detecting expiratory ineffective effort asynchrony events
as well as illustrating some of the features;

FIG. 18 is a graph illustrating aspects of an automated
analysis in the determination of some features suitable for
detecting double triggering asynchrony events as well as
illustrating some of the features; and

FIG. 19 is a graph illustrating example titration methods
based on determined respiratory mechanics values of the
present technology.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The present technology involves automated detection of
asynchrony events related to the delivery of respiratory treat-
ment. Asynchrony involves situations when the actual state of
the patient’s respiration is not in phase with an automated
respiratory treatment that is intended to be synchronized with
the patient’s respiration. As previously mentioned, asyn-
chrony can occur in patient-ventilator interaction. The current
technology may be employed to develop or implement asyn-
chrony detectors. Such detectors may serve to determine
whether or not one or more asynchrony events has or is
occurring. The detectors may also be implemented for iden-
tification or classification of one or more different types of
asynchrony events.

An asynchrony detection embodiment is illustrated in FIG.
1. Typically, asynchrony detector 100, such as a programmed
processor, may access data or signals from one or more sen-
sors associated with a respiratory treatment apparatus that
provides a synchronized respiratory treatment. For example,
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the data may be based on flow f(t) and/or pressure p(t) signals
taken from a flow sensor and/or pressure sensor of such an
apparatus. Based on this data the detector 100 may then detect
or identify asynchrony events.

For example, in some embodiments the detector may
implement a methodology illustrated in the flow chart of FIG.
2. At 220, aprocessor may access detection values of a feature
set with data derived from signals of at least one sensor
coupled with the respiratory treatment apparatus. The proces-
sor may then evaluate the detection values. For example, at
222, the processor may then compare the feature set of detec-
tion values with a set of stored data thresholds. At 224, the
processor may determine an occurrence of an asynchrony
event between the respiratory treatment apparatus and a
patient respiratory cycle based on the evaluation or compari-
son.

Information of the detected events may be recorded in the
memory of a device and/or output to a display apparatus.
Similarly, it may be transmitted (e.g., via wired or wireless
communication) for review or analysis with other processing
apparatus. The stored or recorded data representing informa-
tion of the events may, for example, include an identification
of event type, time of occurrence, count of all asynchrony
events for a period of use, count of each type of detected event
for a period of use, etc. Other data of the sensors of the
apparatus may be associated with the asynchrony event(s)
and may also be stored for further analysis in conjunction
with the asynchrony event information. For example, the flow
and/or pressure signals data for each patient breathing cycle
identified as asynchronous may also be stored.

In some embodiments, asynchrony events may be scored
and output by the processor. The score may be used as a
performance index for a particular respiratory treatment
apparatus or ftreatment session with the apparatus. For
example, the score may be represented as a ratio of a number
of asynchrony events per time period (e.g., a treatment
period) or per ventilator breaths delivered.

The processor may also be configured to analyze the scored
events to implement or suggest changes to the treatment con-
trol of the respiratory treatment apparatus. For example, as
discussed in more detail herein, detected asynchrony events
may serve as part of the processing control logic to automati-
cally change certain control parameters of a pressure treat-
ment delivered by a respiratory treatment apparatus. Simi-
larly, detected asynchrony events may serve as part of the
processing control logic to automatically output messages to
suggest that manual changes to certain control parameters of
a pressure treatment delivered by a respiratory treatment
apparatus be changed.

Example Detectable Asynchrony Events

The asynchrony detector 100 in some embodiments may
be configured to detect any one or more of the different types
of asynchrony events graphically illustrated in FIGS. 3-9. As
further discussed herein, the illustrated events may be con-
sidered expiratory ineffective effort events, post-triggering
effort events, double triggering events, autotriggering events,
late triggering events, early cycling events, late cycling events
and/or inspiratory ineffective effort events.

FIG. 3. is a graphic illustration of an example expiratory
ineffective effort event. The graph has a plot of a flow signal,
airway pressure (“Pao”) signal and transdiaphragmatic pres-
sure (“Pdi”) signal during a normal breath in section A and a
breath with an expiratory ineffective effort event in section B.
A positive swing in the Pdi indicates inspiratory effort by the
patient. As illustrated, the breath of section B has a predomi-
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nant perturbation on the flow signal during mid-expiration.
This asynchrony event may also be characterized as a positive
Pdi tidal swing during expiration not followed by inspiratory
support from a respiratory treatment apparatus or ventilator.

FIG. 4. is a graphic illustration of an example post-trigger-
ing effort event. The graph has a plot of a flow signal, airway
pressure Pao signal and transdiaphragmatic pressure Pdi sig-
nal during a normal breath in section A and a breath with an
post-triggering effort event in section B. The graph illustrates
a positive Pdi tidal swing beginning after the respiratory
treatment apparatus or ventilator has triggered and occurring
while the apparatus is delivering inspiratory support that
results in an increase in flow. The onset of inspiratory support
in section B in this example is machine-triggered.

FIG. 5. is a graphic illustration of an example double trig-
gering event. The graph plots a flow signal, airway pressure
Pao signal and transdiaphragmatic pressure Pdi signal during
two normal breaths in sections A and C and a breath with a
double triggering event in section B. Two mechanical breaths
over a single Pdi tidal swing are delivered. The first cycle is
patient-triggered and separated from the second by a very
short expiratory time that may be defined as being less than
about one-half of the mean inspiratory time (over 5 mins).

FIG. 6. is a graphic illustration of an example autotrigger-
ing event. The graph plots a flow signal, airway pressure Pao
signal and transdiaphragmatic pressure Pdi signal during two
normal breaths in section A and C and a sequence of autot-
riggering events in section B. The event may involve the
delivery of inspiratory support by the respiratory treatment
apparatus or ventilator without a concomitant swing in Pdi
that would otherwise indicate patient effort. This can be taken
to indicate that the device delivered a breath that was not
triggered by the patient.

FIG. 7. is a graphic illustration of an example late trigger-
ing event. The graph plots a flow signal, airway pressure Pao
signal and transdiaphragmatic pressure Pdi signal during a
normal breath in section B and a breath with an late triggering
event in section A. The graph shows a positive tidal swing in
Pdi during expiration that is not followed by inspiratory pres-
sure support from the device until more than 150 ms has
elapsed. The increase in Pdi indicates that the start of patient
effort was more than 150 ms after the device delivered pres-
sure support.

FIG. 8. is a graphic illustration of an example early cycling
event. The graph plots a flow signal, airway pressure Pao
signal and transdiaphragmatic pressure Pdi signal during a
normal breath in section A and a breath with the early cycling
event in section B. A cessation or termination of inspiratory
support by the device (e.g., advancing to the device’s expira-
tory state) prior to the end of the patient’s Pdi tidal swing can
indicate that the patient’s effort is prolonged beyond the
device’s mechanical breath.

FIG. 9. is a graphic illustration of an example late cycling
event. The graph plots a flow signal, airway pressure Pao
signal and transdiaphragmatic pressure Pdi signal during a
breath with the late cycling event. The event may be charac-
terized as a prolongation of the device’s inspiratory time or
inspiratory state that is beyond the end of the patient’s inspira-
tory effort. For example, it may be considered to exist when
the time T, is greater than half of the time T , (e.g., T,>T,/2)
where:

T, is the prolongation of the device inspiratory time beyond

the end of patient effort; and

T, is the duration of patient inspiratory effort.

FIG. 9 also illustrates an inspiratory ineffective effort
event. This event is shown occurring on the time scale
between two and three seconds. The graph of this time period
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shows the transdiaphragmatic pressure Pdi signal increasing
and decreasing without a related or corresponding change in
the airway pressure Pao signal.

Example Features Sets

As previously mentioned, the detector 100 in some
embodiments may be configured to detect the aforemen-
tioned different types of asynchrony events based on feature
sets of detection values or variables, for example, by detecting
a certain pattern or patterns with detection values of one or
more feature sets. These sets may include one or more fea-
tures calculated or determined from the sensor signals that
detect information about patient respiration and/or informa-
tion about the respiratory treatment apparatus. For example,
embodiments of the technology may be implemented to uti-
lize, calculate values for or determine the features based on
the measurement signals as illustrated in the graphs of FIGS.
3-9. Nevertheless, in still further embodiments, the features
may be based on non-invasive measurement signals of a pres-
sure sensor and/or flow sensor rather than an invasive trans-
diaphragmatic pressure sensor.

Example features of the set of detection values may
include, respiratory rate based features, volume based fea-
tures, respiratory mechanics based features, expiratory flow
morphology based features, power based power based fea-
tures, etc., derivable with pressure and/or flow data. For
example, as discussed in more detail herein, such detection
variables may be any one or more of the following detection
variables: RR breath, RR ratio, IE ratio, Vol,, Volg, breath-
Leak, Vol ratio, PEEPIi, R,, C,, Tau,, PEEPie, Re, Ce, Tau,,
InterpMinima, InterpMinima-%3, PW linear approx power,
PW vol deviation, PW dist flow maxmin, PW distance ratio.
Such features may be calculated on a breath by breath basis as
detected from the signals. These features are summarized
below and are contained in the following Table II. Additional
features are discussed in more detail below.

TABLE II
FEATURE LIST

1 RR breath Respiratory Rate

2 RR ratio based features

3 IE ratio

4 Vol; Volume based

5 Volg features

5 breathLeak

7 Vol ratio

8 PEEPi, Respiratory

9 R, Mechanics based
10 C, features
11 Tau,
12 PEEPi,
13 R,
14 C,
13 Tau,
16 InterpMinima Expiratory Flow
17 InterpMinima-%3 Morphology based
18 PW linear approx power features
19 PW vol deviation
20 PW dist flow maxmin
21 PW distance ratio

Respiratory rate based features may include the following:

RR;,..0=1/T, ... This respiratory rate feature may be
determined on a per breath basis and values thereof can
be calculated as the inverse of the period.

RR ratio=RR,,...+/RR,,....- This feature based on the res-
piratory rate may be determined as the ratio of the res-
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piratory rate of the breath to the mean respiratory rate
calculated over a period of time such as 5 minutes.

IE ratio=T,/T,,,,,, This feature based on the respiratory
rate may be determined as the ratio of inspiratory time for the
breath to the period of the breath.

Volume based features for each breath may include the
following:

Vol,—This determined feature may be considered an abso-
lute volume inhaled in a breath. It may be determined as
the integral of the flow during inspiration.

Vol,—This determined feature may be considered an
absolute volume exhaled in a breath. It may be deter-
mined as the integral of the flow during expiration.

breathLeak=Vol,~Vol. This determined feature may be
considered the volume leaked between inspiration and
expiration. It may be determined as the difference
between the absolute volume inhaled and the absolute
volume exhaled.

Vol ratio=Vol,/Vol. This determined feature may be con-
sidered a ratio of inspiratory and expiratory volumes of
a breath. It may be calculated as the absolute volume
inhaled divided by the absolute volume exhaled.

Respiratory Mechanics based features for each breath may
also be determined. For example, mechanics parameters can
be calculated for both inspiratory and expiratory phases (de-
noted by subscript 1 and e respectively) of each breath by a
multiple linear regression fit of pressure, flow and volume
data to a first order single compartment lung model as fol-
lows:

Pressure=Flow*R+Volume/C+PEEPtot

Where:

PEEPtot is the sum of the applied pressure during expira-
tion and the patient’s intrinsic PEEP;

R is the resistance of the respiratory system; and

C is the compliance of the respiratory system.

Tau=R*C. The patient’s time constant (Tau), a respiratory
mechanics based feature, may also be determined as the
resistance times the compliance.

Expiratory flow morphology based features may also be
determined. Asynchronies may be characterized by irregu-
larities or perturbations on the pressure and flow signals. To
identify these during expiration, significant deviations of the
flow curve may be derived from an approximated “normal”
expiratory shape. A segmented moving average filter with
time constant, such as about 0.1 seconds, can be applied to a
flow signal separately for each respiratory phase. For each
period of expiration, the location of the maximum expiratory
flow occurring in the first portion (e.g.. 25%) of expiration
was obtained. Additional expiratory flow morphology based
features may include the following:

interpMinima—For the remainder of expiration beyond
the first portion, local minima may be determined at discrete
intervals, such as at intervals of about 150 milliseconds, for
example. Interpolation from these minima for the duration of
expiration can be determined. The result may be used to
de-trend the moving average by subtraction, and the power
(RMS) can be obtained for the resultant signal and norma-
lised across the mode value for the patient.

interpMinima-25—This feature may be determined with
the de-trended interpolated minima signal above. From the
interpolated minima signal, the power (RMS) can be calcu-
lated for the last two thirds of expiration, and normalised
across the mode value for the patient.

PW linear approx power— This feature may be considered
apiecewise bilinear approximation for the remainder of expi-
ration after the location of maximum expiratory flow. The
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second linear component can be used to de-trend the moving
average by subtraction. The power (RMS) can then be deter-
mined for the resultant signal, and normalised across the
mode value for the patient.

PW vol deviation—This feature may be considered a
piecewise volume deviation. It may be calculated as the inte-
gral of the rectified and de-trended moving average. The
de-trending may be determined by subtraction of the piece-
wise linear approximation. It can be normalised across the
mode value for each patient.

PW dist flow maxmin—This feature may be considered a
piecewise distance flow maximum minimum. It may be deter-
mined with indices of the minimum and maximum of the
de-trended moving average (via subtraction of the piecewise
linear approximation). The minimum and maximum were
then used to locate the corresponding real flow values in the
moving average expiratory flow signal. The distance between
these two real flow values may then be calculated in the Y
direction.

PW distance ratio—This feature may be considered a
piecewise distance ratio. [t may be determined as a ratio of the
PW dist flow maxmin. It may be calculated as a fraction of the
distance between the maximum flow point (calculated previ-
ously) and the peak expiratory flow.

Additional features for features sets are discussed in fur-
ther embodiments below.

Feature Set Selection

Sets of the features such as the respiratory rate based fea-
tures, volume based features, respiratory mechanics based
features and expiratory flow morphology based features, for
implementation by the detector 100 may be chosen at design
time based on the indicative nature of each feature relative to
aparticular asynchrony event. Thus, empirical analysis of the
features in association with known breath asynchrony data
may be utilized to derive feature sets indicative of asynchrony
and a pattern of threshold values of the features that may be
suitable for use in detectors described herein. This empirical
analysis may be based on data from multiple patients. For
example, a classifier model, such as a Parzen Window Esti-
mator, may be implemented to identify or select suitable
feature sets. The following is a description of an example
implementation of such a classifier.

Classifier Model
Parzen Window Estimation

A Parzen window estimator may be implemented by a
processing apparatus to evaluate feature subsets indicative of
asynchrony events by analysis of groups of features such as a
superset of some or all of the above features in conjunction
with the known breath asynchrony data. For example, after
the above features are determined or extracted from the sen-
sor signals, each breath may have an associated set of fea-
tures, x. This feature vector will have up to X features depend-
ing on the desired application. In such a classifier, if w,
signifies the i, class, a Bayes’ rule methodology may be
implemented to find the class for a given test feature vector
that will maximize the posterior probability as follows:

Plw)plx]w;)
px)

Plw; | x) = ®
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Posterior probability for each category may be calculated
via Parzen-window estimation. An advantage ofthis nonpara-
metric method is that it can be used without the assumption
that the forms of the underlving densities are known. To
estimate the density p (x) at x, first a sequence of regions
R, ...R, is created across the feature space. Each region R,
is a d-dimensional hypercube. If h  is the length of the side of
the hypercube, its volume is given by:

v, =h? ©)

Tt follows that the number of samples falling into the hyper-
cube k, can be defined by the following window function:

Where ¢(u) is a unit hypercube having the value one inside
and the value zero outside the unit hypercube centred at
origin. Combing (2) and (3), the Parzen-window density esti-
mate using n training samples and the window function can be
defined by:

palx) = %Z %w(x;nx")

i=1

A Gaussian window function may be used with radius
equal to the median of the Euclidean distances between fea-
ture vectors.

Due to the possibility of the estimator being applied to
breath data that is labelled with multiple classes, the classifier
can be operated as a dichotomizer such that each class can be
treated separately and sequentially.

Feature Subset Selection

The processing apparatus can be implemented with a form
of a sequential selection algorithm, such as the Sequential
Forward Floating Search (SFSS) algorithm, to serve as a
subset selector that can identify the feature subset that maxi-
mizes a classification performance criterion. For example, an
accuracy criterion may be calculated as the percentage of
breaths correctly classified with each subset based on the
known classification. Initially, such an algorithm can make
several (e.g., 3) passes with the ordinary sequential forward
selection (SFS), such that three features are selected. Each of
these evaluation passes adds the particular feature that con-
tributes the greatest improvement to performance over and
above the performance threshold of the already selected fea-
tures. To avoid “nesting” of features that are not part of the
optimal feature set, features can be removed one at a time and
the sequence ofthe remaining features can be re-shuffled. The
classifier performance may then be checked for any improve-
ment. New combinations of features are only chosen subse-
quent to an improvement in performance. Following such a
feature trimming phase, the SFS algorithm can then runto add
a new feature. This cycle of feature addition and trimming
iterates until performance of a particular feature subset has
been maximized.

Example Feature Sets

For example, one embodiment of a detector 100 designed
by such a process can be implemented with a subset of fea-
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tures for detecting expiratory ineffective effort asynchrony.
Such a subset may include PW linear approx power, PW dist
flow maxmin, PW vol deviation, Tau, and PW distance ratio.
Values for these features on a breath-by-breath basis may be
calculated from the respiratory apparatus sensor data and
compared to a corresponding set of thresholds to detect the
existence of the expiratory ineffective effort asynchrony
event in one or more breaths. Additional feature set examples
are discussed in more detail herein.

Experimental Testing

Based on the aforementioned methodologies, 5627 breaths
from 23 patients in a pulmonary ward were examined. The
patients were undergoing both conventional and non-invasive
ventilation (NIV). Patients were undergoing NIV after recov-
ering from acute respiratory failure or conventional ventila-
tion in the advanced stage of weaning. For each subject
between 10-20 minutes of respiratory data was obtained. The
following traces were obtained. Flow at the airway opening
was measured with a heated pneumotachograph and a differ-
ential pressure transducer placed between the mask and the
Y-piece of the ventilator or at the Y-piece. Airway pressure
was measured from a side port between the pneumot-
achograph and the face mask or the endrotracheal tube.
Esophageal and gastric pressures were measured with a bal-
loon-catheter system. To this end, an esophageal balloon was
positioned at the lower third of the esophagus, filled with 0.5
ml of air and a gastric balloon filled with 1 ml of air. The
proper position of the balloon was verified using the occlu-
sion test. Transdiaphragmatic pressure (Pdi) was calculated
as the difference between gastric (Pga) and esophageal (Pes)
pressures.

Breath Segmentation Algorithm

A segmentation algorithm was applied to the data with the
processing apparatus to automatically demark each breath
instance. As illustrated in FIG. 10, the programmed state-
machine included four states and analyzed the flow and vol-
ume signals (shown as “Flow” and “Volume™ conditions of
FIG. 10) to identify the points in time at the beginning and end
of each inspiration. This identification corresponded to the
state machine entering the “Confirmed Inspiration” state
1010 and the “Confirmed Expiration” state 1020 shown in
FIG. 10 based on the flow and volume conditions. The chosen
flow and volume thresholds expressed in the conditions of the
state diagram logic are ¢=0.05 L/s and p=150 mL. Other
methods of breath demarcation might also be implemented.

As illustrated in FIG. 10, and starting in the Confirmed
Expiration state 1020, the programmed processor waits for
the flow to be greater than a positive value near zero (o) before
it advances into the Provisional Inspiration state 1030. Then,
only when it detects sufficiently accumulated volume (f8) to
indicate that the signal is established in inspiration beyond
noise fluctuations close to zero, does the processor advance to
the Confirmed Inspiration state 1010. A similar processing
logic applies to the transition from the Confirmed Inspiration
state 1010 through Provisional Expiration 1040 and back to
the Confirmed Expiration state. By monitoring these loca-
tions in time relative to the data of the flow signal, times are
identified at the beginning and end of each inspiration, cor-
responding to when the state machine enters the Confirmed
Inspiration and the Confirmed Expiration states.

Visual Asynchrony Scoring

Visual scoring of asynchronies and correction of breath
demarcation was carried out by a single physician specializ-
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ing in mechanical ventilation using a custom designed
graphical user interface (Matlab). Alternately, an automated
computer system may be utilized to calculate the scoring of
the asynchronies.

An example graphic user interface (GUT) for manual event
scoring is illustrated in FIG. 13. The interface permits manual
scoring by easy visual assessment of each and every breath
individually and within the context of the breath series. The
interface allows categorization according to its display and
navigation through the signals. Data files with the data of the
signals may be managed with buttons in the top right corner of
the interface. On loading a data file, the program of the inter-
face parses data headers as variable names and stores the
column data accordingly. Files with saved data may include a
reserved set of workspace variables reserved as follows:

CompFlow:

Patient flow data compensated for offsets and leak.

Pao:

Pressure at the airway

Pdi:

Transdiaphragmatic pressure

Ppl:

Pleural pressure

Pab:

Abdominal pressure

Inspirations:

Array of indices demarking the beginning of inspiration for

each breath

Expirations:

Array of indices demarking the beginning of expiration

(accordingly, the end of inspiration) for each breath

AsynchronyClass:

Array of labels designated to each breath indicating the

types of asynchrony present if any

Fs:

Sampling rate of the data, default at 100 Hz

Filename:

Unique file identifier

In the example interface, five plots are used to display the
time series data which from top-to-bottom, including the
patient flow, pressure at the airway, transdiaphragmatic pres-
sure, pleural pressure, and abdominal pressure. A control
button may be included to allow inversion of the flow if
necessary.

The time scale of the data may be adjusted by the button
groups in the bottom left hand comer of the panel. For
example, shortening of the scale may halves the range of
seconds displayed and conversely lengthening the scale may
double the range. Navigation through the data is achieved by
flipping forward or backwards screen by screen according to
the time scale set via up and down arrow keys of a keyboard
of the computer programmed with the interface. Markers can
be shown on the data traces indicating the beginning of both
inspiration and expiration for every breath as demarked by an
automated breath detection algorithm as discussed in more
detail herein. One breath can be selected and the correspond-
ing portions of each trace are then highlighted at any one time.
A breath can be selected either by using the left and right
arrow keys to move sequentially forwards and backwards, or
entering numeric information (breath number or time at
which the breath occurs) into the first two user input boxes in
the bottom righthand corner of the panel. The denoted start of
inspiration for a breath can be adjusted by entering an offset
in milliseconds in the last user input box.

The bottom right panel of the interface shows a more
detailed graph of a single breath, where the patient flow,
pressure at the airway and transdiaphragmatic pressure are
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overlaid on common graphing axes. The pressure scale is

given on the left axis and the flow on the right. This allows the

scorer to view timing detail of the signals with greater reso-
lution.

Finally, the upper right panel functions to receive and store
user input regarding the categorization of the breaths with
checkboxes. More than one category may be checked at a
time. The categories available to choose from and their defi-
nition criteria may include:

Normal Trigger:

The triggering of the ventilator is reasonably coordinated

with respect to the beginning of the patient’s effort.

Normal Inspiration:

The interaction between the ventilator and patient during
inspiration is harmonious.

Normal Cycle:

The cycling of the ventilator is reasonably coordinated
with respect to the termination of the patient’s effort.

Normal Expiration:

The interaction between the ventilator and patient during
expiration is harmonious.

Inspiratory Ineffective Effort:

A positive Pdi tidal swing beginning after the ventilator has
triggered and is delivering inspiratory support, resulting
in an increasing swing in the flow trace.

Expiratory Ineffective Effort:

A positive Pdi tidal swing occurred during expiration, but
was not followed by inspiratory support from the venti-
lator.

Multiple Ineffective Efforts:

Two or more positive Pdi tidal swings occurring during
expiration, where none are followed by inspiratory sup-
port from the ventilator.

Late Cycling:

A positive tidal swing occurs in Pdi during expiration that
is not followed by inspiratory pressure support from the
ventilator until more than 150 ms has elapsed. The
increase in Pdi indicates that the start of patient effort
was more than 150 ms after the device delivered pressure
support.

Late Trigger:

A prolongation of the ventilator’s inspiratory time beyond
the end of the patient’s inspiratory effort. For example,
where Ti,, ... is the prolongation of the ventilator
inspiratory time beyond the end of patient effort; and

Ti,,, is the duration of patient inspiratory effort, a late
trigger may be considered to exist when the time Ti_____
is greater than half of the time Ti,,,, Ti >Ti,,42)

Early Cycling:

A termination of inspiratory support by the ventilator prior
to the end of the patient’s Pdi tidal swing, indicating that
the patient’s effort is prolonged beyond the device’s
mechanical breath.

Auto-trigger:

The delivery of inspiratory support by the respiratory treat-
ment apparatus or ventilator without a concomitant
swing in Pdi that would otherwise indicate patient effort.
This can be taken to indicate that the device delivered a
breath that was not triggered by the patient.

Double Trigger:

Two mechanical breaths over a single Pdi tidal swing are
delivered. The first cycle is patient-triggered and sepa-
rated from the second by a very short expiratory time
that may be defined as being less than about one-half of
the mean inspiratory time of previous normal breaths.

excess’



US 9,392,964 B2

15

Cough:

The patient is coughing indicated by large negative spike in
expiration with abdominal effort.

Airway Obstruction:

The upper airways are largely obstructed, as indicated
either by flattened or no flow concomitant with patient
effort, or briefly during a swallowing manoeuvre occur-
ring predominantly in expiration.

Timed Breath:

A mandatory breath triggered by the ventilator.

Discard:

The data is corrupted and not suitable for use.

Don’t Know:

The event/activity is ambiguous and needs further review.

The physician designated to carry out the visual scoring
was blinded to the clinical data of the patients and was not
involved in their care.

The beginning of inspiration was globally adjusted for each
patient by 200 ms (+50 ms) to align with the deflection of Pdi
corresponding to the initiation of patient effort. Subsequently,
each breath was labeled as either normal or asynchronous by
the categories and definitions of the asynchronous events
previously identified including, expiratory ineffective effort
events, post-triggering effort events, double triggering events,
autotriggering events, late triggering events, early cycling
events, late cycling events and inspiratory ineffective effort
events.

The total of 5627 breaths were analyzed and labeled as

summarized in Table 11 below.
TABLE II
SUMMARY OF VISUAL CLASSIFICATIONS

Category Count % of Total
Normal 2960 52.63
Expiratory Ineffective Effort 567 10.08
Inspiratory Ineffective Effort 93 1.65
Double Trigger 48 0.85
Auto-trigger 77 1.37
Late Trigger 811 14.42
Early Cyeling 527 9.37
Late Cycling 646 11.49
Other events 300 533
Unknown 276 491
Physical breaths 5624 100
Total classifications 6305 112.11

Feature Selection

As a goal of this experiment was to automate the detection
of asynchronies via non-invasive sensors, a superset of detec-
tion features were derived using only the flow and pressure
signals rather than with the transdiaphragmatic pressure sig-
nal. Thus, a programmed processing apparatus derived fea-
tures for each breath based on data from the flow and pressure
signals. The derived features were those summarized previ-
ously in Table I above.

Parzen Window Estimator and Feature Subset
Selector

The feature data was then applied to a processing apparatus
with a programmed parzen window estimator and feature
subset selector as previously described. In testing, the data
was analyzed to develop a feature set for an ineffective efforts
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asynchrony event classifier. Additional, feature sets for the
remaining asynchrony events may be similarly developed.

Cross-Fold Validator

Cross-fold validation was applied to assess the results of
the developed asynchrony classifier. To this end the superset
of features from all but one patient formed the training data
for the development of the detector/classifier. The classifier
with the subset of features was then tested on the correspond-
ing feature data of the excluded patient. This process was
iterated 23 times for all patients, whereby one patient was
excluded from the training data and reserved to test the auto-
matic asynchrony detection system in each iteration. In other
words, the classifier that was automatically developed with
the data from the larger group of patients was then used to
automatically detect the asynchrony events from the data of
the excluded patient. Accuracies, sensitivities, specificities,
positive and negative predictive values and Cohen’s kappa
coefficient were then averaged across all 23 passes for overall
estimate of performance of the detector/classifier.

Testing Results

Table I1I below contains the positive predictivity, negative
predictivity, sensitivity and specificity results for the detec-
tions made by the automated asynchrony detector using a
developed feature set for detecting ineffective effort asyn-
chrony events. The performance of the detector was com-
pared to the manually annotated data for 5627 breaths. Also
shown is the number of records, N, for which each parameter
that was calculable. The feature subset for the example detec-
tor selected in order were: 1. PW linear approx power; 2. PW
dist flow maxmin; 3. PW vol deviation; 4. Tay,; and 5. PW
distance ratio.

TABLE III
PERFORMANCE RESULTS FOR INEFFECTIVE EFFORTS
CLASSIFICATION
Measure Mean
Positive Predictivity 84.03%
Negative Predictivity 95.32%
Sensitivity 58.74%
Specificity 98.69%
Overall Accuracy 94.49%

Experimental Testing Assessments

A non-invasive method for detecting major forms of asyn-
chrony in patient-ventilator interaction has been designed and
compared to a human expert-based classification system
using a database of 23 subjects.

In the case of classifying expiratory ineffective efforts,
overall accuracy and specificity of the detector/classifier is
high, whereas the sensitivity is moderate. Possible causes for
the lower sensitivity relate to the fact that timed pressure
support breaths were common amongst the data. In such
modes containing these breaths, it is intentional for the ven-
tilator to ignore normal efforts exerted by the patient, prefer-
ring to dictate the timing in a metronomic fashion. As a result,
normal size efforts may influence the flow signal producing
normal positive swings that are not accompanied by pressure
support. These efforts, while still classed as ineffective, are
not the pathological variety, influenced largely by intrinsic
PEEP and hyperinflation, which preoccupy the main concern
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of clinicians for patients on pressure support ventilation.
Pathologic ineffective efforts occur with smaller and negative
value flow swings relative to their timed mode induced coun-
terparts. As such, the combined feature vectors intersect a
greater proportion of other breath classes. Relabeling of this
class as two subsets may improve the sensitivity of the clas-
sifier.

Another factor influencing the sensitivity of the classifier is
the similar morphology between expiratory efforts and early
cycling: both are categorized by a single perturbation on the
flow signal during expiration (and correspondingly on the
pressure), however are distinguished merely by distance in
time they occur from the start of expiration. This distance is
subject dependent, and may be ambiguous even by expert
visual inspection.

Factors limiting classifier specificity include artifacts such
as coughs, swallowing, and abdominal effort, as well as incor-
rect breath labeling brought about by human error and ambi-
guity where the Pdi signal is noisy, exhibits large drifts, or
where esophageal spasms occur.

It is interesting to note that as well as morphological fea-
tures, the inspiratory time constant Tau, was selected as a
distinguishing feature by the SFSS algorithm. It is interesting
to relate this physiological parameter to the mechanism of
ineffective efforts, which occur predominantly in obstructive
patients with hyperinflation. We could expect then, that
patients with high inspiratory time constant exhibit a greater
number of ineffective efforts.

In sum, using a pattern classification approach to automat-
ing the detection of asynchronies is feasible and may be of
clinical utility in assessing the quality of patient ventilator
interaction.

Example Expiratory Ineffective Efforts Related
Feature Sets

In some embodiments of the detector, feature sets may be
specially devised for one or more particular asynchrony
events. For example, often asynchronies are characterized by
irregularities or perturbations on the pressure and flow sig-
nals. Specifically with respect to expiratory ineffective effort
events (elEs), these irregularities occur during expiration. As
the signal-to-noise ratio of these irregularities is generally
higher on the flow signal than on the pressure signal, flow may
be used as the main signal for deriving the feature set. To this
end, a segmented moving average filter with time constant of
about 0.1 seconds may be applied to the flow signal separately
for each respiratory phase. In order to identify irregularities
during expiration, significant deviations of the flow curve
from a more ‘normal’ predicted trajectory of the breath’s
expiratory shape may be derived. We call this predicted tra-
jectory through expiration, ®. The predicted trajectory may
be used to detrend the filtered flow signal, Vﬁ by subtraction
as follows:

70

such that the resultant signal, @, emphasized any irregular
deviations that may represent asynchronies. Features were
derived from further operations on @.

The predicted trajectory through expiration signal ® may
be derived by one of two example methods as follows. Ini-
tially for both methods, the location of the maximum expira-
tory flow occurring in the first 25% of expiration was
obtained. Up until this location, ® was equivalent to the
filtered flow. Thereafter, the remainder of ® may be calcu-
lated by one of the following methods:

20

25

30

35

40

45

55

60

65

18

(1) Interpolated minima method:

Local minima may be obtained at intervals of 500 ms from
the filtered flow signal. ®,,, can be derived by interpo-
lation from these minima between the maximum expi-
ratory flow and the end of expiration. FIGS. 14(¢) and
14(b) illustrate the method applied to an expiratory
sample containing an expiratory ineffective effort. In
FIG. 14(a), the filtered expiratory flow data, Vfcontains
an expiratory ineffective effort. The derivation of the
predicted normal trajectory, ©,,,, entails finding local
minima at 500 ms intervals of the data occurring after the
peak expiratory flow, and interpolating between the
minima to derive a smoother version of the original. The
signal @, , which is obtained by subtracting ©,,, from
V highlights or indicates the ineffective effort.

(2) Piecewise bilinear fit method:

A piecewise bilinear approximation may be performed for
the remainder of expiratory flow data after the location
of maximum expiratory flow. This procedure may
involve least squares fitting of the data to two linear
sections, shown as a-15 and b-15, which can be continu-
ously linked by an elbow or breakpoint at location k. In
order to determine where the breakpoint needed to be so
as to offer the best and most appropriate fit, values of'k
may be tested sequentially from the first sample to that
equal to a third of the length of the data. The test condi-
tion can be the root-mean-square of the differences
between the data and the fitted values, and the k that
returned the minimum condition value can be chosen.
The location of k may be restricted to the first third of
expiration because a typical expiratory profile changes
its curvature most distinctly within this nominal period.
Furthermore, ineffective efforts tended to occur most
commonly during the latter two thirds of expiration. For
the purposes of emphasizing the ineffective effort in the

calculation of ®,,,,, a linear fit that had higher variance

around the region pertaining to the ineffective effort
feature was desirable. If no restriction was put on the
placement of k, it may be the case that for expirations
containing ineffective efforts, the best k would locate
within the ineffective effort morphology itself, and thus
render the procedure inadequate for augmenting it. The
signal ®,,,, may be derived by concatenating the filtered
flow up to its first intersection with the second linear

component, b-15, and the remaining portion of b-15

beyond this intersection. FIGS. 15(a) and 15(b) show the

method applied to the same sample shown in FIGS.

14(a) and 14(b). Thus, in FIG. 15(a), the filtered expi-

ratory flow data, Vf contains an expiratory ineffective

effort. The derivation of the predicted normal trajectory,

8,,, may entail fitting a piecewise bilinear function

(sections a-15 and b-15 joined at breakpoint k) to the
data after the location of the maximum expiratory peak,
and concatenating the second linear component to the
filtered flow at their intersection (indicated by the
upwards arrow 1550). The signal ®,,,,, which may be
obtained by subtracting @,,,, from V4 highlights or indi-
cates the ineffective effort.

Fiducial points may be located on ©,,,, with the data of the
signal to derive the feature set using these traces. Examples
are illustrated in FIG. 16, which shows the detrended flow,
0,,,, marked with fiducial points shown on FIG. 16 as d-16,
e-16, £-16 and g-16. The points may include the following:

d-16: [d,,d, ], the zero-crossing with positive slope occur-

ring immediately prior to the maximum value;

int
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e-16: [e,.e |, the maximum value;

-16: [f1,], the zero-crossing with negative slope occur-
ring immediately after the maximum value, that also
oceurs prior to the minimum; and

g-16: [g,,g,], the minimum value.

These fiducial points may be mapped to the data of the
filtered flow, Vf, contributing to its complete fiducial point set.
This is illustrated in FIG. 17, which shows the filtered flow,
Vf, marked with fiducial points labeled as ¢-17, d'-17, ¢'-17,
£-17 and g'-17. These points may be considered as follows:

c-17: [c,.c ], the peak expiratory flow on the filtered flow,
v

d'-l?: [d.d"], the onset of the ineffective effort

€-17: [e,€ |, the peak value of the ineflective effort

g-17: [g,.g',], the completion of the ineffective effort

One or more of the following features may then be derived
from @, and ®,,,, and where possible are illustrated in FIGS.
16 and 17.

power @,

This feature may be considered the power (RMS) of @

given by

inr

ing

where 1 is the sample number, and n is the number of
samples in the signal;

power 24D,

This feature may be considered the power (RMS) of the last
two thirds of ®

power d)pw:

This feature may be considered the power (RMS) of @, ;
integral @,

This feature may be considered the integral of @, after
rectification equivalent;

gradient-a:

This feature may be considered the gradient of the first
linearly fitted section, a-15;

gradient-b:

This feature may be considered the gradient of the second
linearly fitted section, b-15;

amplitude p-1 @,

This feature may be considered the vertical distance
between the maximum and minimum values in D,
e,-g,; duration p-t @, :

This feature may be considered the horizontal distance
between the maximum and minimum values in @,,,,
2.8y

vollE:

This feature may be considered the volume of air moved
during the ineffective effort. This may be calculated by
adding the positive area under the curve d-16—e-16—1-
16 and the absolute value of the area enclosed by
d-16—f-16—>g-16—d-16 or, the integral of the arc
d'-17—¢'-17—¢'-17 with respect to the line d'-17—g'-
17;

zxUpCount:

This feature may be considered the number of zero cross-
ings in @,,,, with positive slope;

maxFlowlE:

This feature may be considered the value of the maximum
flow reached in the ineffective effort, ¢',.

e’
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heightTE:

This feature may be considered the vertical distance
between the values in V corresponding to the indices €',
and g';

durlE:

This feature may be considered the duration of the ineffec-
tive effort, g -d ;

rangeP-P:

This feature may be considered the vertical distance
between the maximum expiratory peak in expiration and
the local maxima in the ineffective effort, &',-c;

durP-P:

This feature may be considered the horizontal distance
between the maximum expiratory peak in expiration and
the local maxima in the ineffective effort, e -c ;

ampRatio:

This feature may be considered the ratio of heightIE to
rangeP-P;

volRatio:

This feature may be considered the ratio of the volume of
air moved during the ineffective effort, vollE, and the
total expired volume, volE.

durRatio:

This feature may be considered the ratio of the ineffective
effort duration, durlE, to the length of expiration, T ;

locationlE:

This feature may be considered the location of the ineffec-
tive effort in expiration calculated as the ratio of e, to the
length of expiration, T ;

A feature set or subset of the above expiratory flow mor-
phological based features may be used in both original and
normalized forms. Normalization may be performed such
that values may be divided by the mode value for each patient.
In testing as discussed above, it may be assumed that as the
majority of breaths for a patient are ‘normal’ (without asyn-
chronies), the mode or most frequently occurring values of a
given feature would represent those breaths with normal pat-
terns. The normalization process is intended to reduce inter-
subject variability. Once the feature set is derived for each
patient, the range of values for each feature and correspond-
ing histograms may be calculated. Feature values may be
assigned a bin number based on a bin width equal to about 5%
of the range. The feature mode value can then be calculated as
the highest density bin number multiplied by the bin width,
added to the minimum feature value. Thus, as with other
features previously discussed, in some embodiments the fea-
ture mode value relative to each feature determined from
multiple patients may then be implemented as a threshold for
detection of asynchrony events when compared to a particular
feature calculated by a detector. However, in some embodi-
ments, such a feature mode value relative to each feature may
be specifically determined for past data of one particular
patient and utilized for future detection with that particular
patient.

As will be apparent from the aforementioned discussions,
the detection of respiratory events, such as the different types
of asynchrony events described herein, may be based on one
or more features derived from signal morphologies (e.g., flow
and/or pressure signal morphologies). This determination of
features for events may also involve the identification of
fiducial points, distances related thereto, ratios or other rela-
tionships between them. The automated identification of the
fiducial points may include various operations such as finding
zero crossings, local maxima and minima of the originally
acquired physiological signals or any intermediate signals.
Intermediate signals may be derived from original signals
(such as flow or pressure), by mathematically fitting the data
by MLR, or other functions such as linear, quadratic, expo-
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nential, sinusoidal, trapezoidal, or triangular, or any piece-
wise combination of the above. The configuration of piece-
wise functions may include implementation of an
optimization routine that seeks to locate breakpoints with a
minimum error of fit. Intermediate signals, furthermore, can
be derived from operations on one or more other intermediate
signals (e.g. subtraction, superposition, desampling, interpo-
lation). In such processes, the fiducial points may be one or
more of the following examples: (a) the inflection point on a
pressure signal prior to the supra plateau pressure; (b) the
inflection point indicating maximum change in slope on a
flow signal after the inspiratory peak and before the of end
inspiration; (c¢) an inflection point indication maximum
change in negative slope on the pressure at end expiration and
immediately prior to triggering; (d) the minimum pressure
immediately prior to triggering; (e) the inflection point indi-
cating maximum change in positive slope on the flow signal
during inspiration until the inspiratory peak; and/or (f) break-
points between piecewise functions fitted to data.

Example Double Triggering Related Feature Sets

Characteristic to double triggering is rapid retriggering to
form a ‘rabbit-ears’ pattern on the pressure signal. This pat-
tern may be taken into account for purposes of devising
feature sets for use by a suitable detector. In this regard, the
flow signal will commonly follow the ‘rabbit-ears’ pattern,
with ajagged profile revealing a retardation of inspiration that
may either remain positive throughout the breath, or dip
briefly into expiration (‘false expiration”) and return to inspi-
ration concomitant with the re-trigger (see FIG. 5). Itis desir-
ablethat the breath framer recognize this pattern as pertaining
to asingle inspiration. However, if the flow becomes negative
between pressurizations and the corresponding volume is
greater than about 150 mL, it is possible that two breaths are
segmented.

The following morphological features may be derived,
based on these patterns, some of which are illustrated in FIG.
18. The figure shows flow and pressure signals of a breath
with double triggering. Significant peaks and troughs are
circumscribed, and the features of ‘peaksCount’, ‘falseExp’
and ‘timeElapsed’ described below are illustrated.

peaksCount:

This feature may be considered the number of signifi-
cant maxima separated by significant minima more
than about 5 cmH20 away. The simulated real-time
peak-trough finding algorithm is described as fol-
lows. If f(x) represents a signal where x is a datum, the
following action is taken on each x:

If f{(x)>Tmax, let Tmax=f(x). Tmax is the current

transitory maximum which acts as a holding variable.

2. If f{(x)<Tmin, let Tmin=f(x). Tmin is the current tran-
sitory minimum which acts as a holding variable.
(Steps (1) and (2) may oscillate around noise. Until a

significant difference between Tmin and Tmax is

evident, Lmax and Lmin, the local maximum and
minimum values, are not confirmed.)

3. If Tmax-Tmin>5 ¢mH20, set Lmax=Tmax and
Lmin=Tmin.

4. If we have started to descending from a peak, and f(x)
is less than 75% of the range between Lmax and
Lmin, set the descending flag, nullify the ascending
flag, reset the transitory variables, and confirm stor-
age of the new set of Lmax and Lmin values.

5. If we have started to ascend from a trough, and f(x) is
greater than the midpoint between the most recent
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Lmax and Lmin, set the ascending flag, nullify the
descending flag, set Lmin=Tmin, and Tmax=f(x).

6. Iterate next datum . . . .

timeElapsed:

This feature may be considered the time elapsed
between significant maxima.

falseExpVol:

This feature may be considered the total expiratory vol-
ume occurring during inspiration. It is considered that
this will most often be greater than O mL but less than
150 mL for double triggers, comprising a false expi-
ration.

expRatio:

This feature may be considered the ratio of the current
expiration time to the mean expiratory time calculated
over the preceding two minutes. It may occur infre-
quently that the false expiration volume may be
greater than 150 mL and the breath framer will erro-
neously split the breath. In this instance, the scorer
was instructed to categorise the first breath as a double
trigger. In this case, it is expected that the false expi-
ration volume will be small relative to the average
expired volume, contributing to the hyperplane sepa-
rating the normal and double trigger breaths.

Thus, one or more of these double triggering related fea-
tures may be calculated or determined by an automated detec-
tion processor for a particular patient and be assessed against
suitable threshold(s) to determine whether a double trigger-
ing event has occurred.

Respiratory Mechanics Based Feature Determination

As previously described, feature sets or subsets may
include respiratory mechanics based features. In some
embodiments, these features may be determined automati-
cally by a processor of a detector 100. In this regard, an
automated determination of resistance R and compliance C
values for the feature sets as previously described may be
calculated by a multiple linear regression method.

The basis for such an algorithm for processing by the
detector can rely on the application of multiple linear regres-
sion (MLR) of numerical data to a model of the patient-
ventilator system. Multiple linear regression extends simple
linear regression and is used to describe the relationship
between a single response variable with a set of two or more
explanatory variables. The relationship is linear and can be
written in its basic form as

Vot i 14Boxi ot - - - +Pivipte;

where the random errors €, i=1, 2, . . ., n, are normally
distributed random variables with zero mean and constant
variance o”.

The patient-ventilator system can be modeled as a single
compartment such that the total driving pressure is the sum of
the elastic and resistive properties of the system. This can be
described by a first order differential equation

R0
Pur = RV(0)+ — + Py

where P, , is the driving pressure, V is the flow through the
airways, V is the volume displaced, R is the airway resistance,
C is the compliance of the respiratory system, and P, is the
pressure at end-expiration which is the sum of the applied
external PEEP and internal PEEP of the patient. By defining
the driving pressure as the single response variable and flow
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and volume as the explanatory variables a processor canapply
MLR to the measured data to determine the parameters R and
C.

The noise in the system is predominantly random produced
by wrbulent flow and the ventilator turbine. The latter also
produces deterministic and cyclostationary components that
may influence the outcome of the model. However within the
frequency range of interest (e.g., <10 Hz) they are considered
to be relatively insignificant. Thus the error in the model, €, is
a good approximation for most of the system noise.

Patient muscle effort, however, is an example of a non-
random noise source that may have significant implications
for the accuracy of the model. In a spontaneously breathing
patient using a ventilator the driving pressure at any time is
generated by both the ventilator (P,) and the patient’s respi-
ratory muscles (P

PP AP,

m uS) ‘
toi

Because P, may not be measured directly without using
an esophageal balloon catheter, it is difficult to accurately
determine the mechanical parameters non-invasively while
the patient’s muscles are activated. Predominantly this is a
concern during inspiration when the diaphragm and acces-
sory muscles contract. Fitting flow and volume data to venti-
lator pressure data during inspiration without consideration
of muscle activity would underestimate resistance and over-
estimate compliance:

Vi

P, =RV(@) + . +Py

This approach, which may be implemented by a processor
in an MLR process, may allow the exclusion of influences
from patient effort that would otherwise impede the accuracy
of Rand C.

Another example of non-random system noise is cardio-
genic oscillation appearing at heart-rate bandwidth (1-2 Hz).
Typically, cardiogenic oscillation produces low amplitude
signals relative to the ventilated patient pressure and flow,
such that it has limited effect on the model.

For these processes, differentiation between inspiration
and expiration may be based on the state machine described in
more detail herein that includes four states: Provisional inspi-
ration (PI), Confirmed Inspiration (CI), Provisional Expira-
tion (PE), Confirmed Expiration (CE). Thus, Expiratory data
may be considered as that occurring from the start of a Pro-
visional Expiration preceding a Confirmed Expiration, and
up to but not including the start of the next Provisional inspi-
ration preceding a Confirmed Inspiration.

Data used for the regression in each breath may include the
beginning of expiration up to the point when approximately
85-95% (or more preferably 90%) of the tidal volume had
been expired. Thus, in some embodiments only a portion
(e.g., an expiratory portion) of a breathing cycle (e.g., the
pressure, flow and volume measures attributable or corre-
sponding with the expiratory portion), may be evaluated from
an initial time of expiration up to a time when a desired limit
(e.g., a range of 85-90 percent) of expired tidal volume is
reached. A reason for this may be to optimally capture the
dynamic behavior in the data. The intention of fitting the data
to this model is to describe the dynamics of the passive system
subjected to the pressure source. Thus, the calculations may
exclude data that could be associated with patient respiratory
muscle activity. Where slow flow occurs at end-expiration
accompanying minimal change in pressure, the increased
signal to noise ratio has the potential to introduce inaccuracy
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in the parameter estimation, and so this portion of the data
may be omitted from the computation.

The desire for a good fit is to achieve an expiratory breath
without expiratory effort or other spurious artefacts, such that
the flow waveform follows an exponential decay. Thus, it may
be desirable to preclude artefactual breaths from involvement
with the fitting algorithm. Thus, in some embodiments, an
accuracy assessment of the determination of resistance and
compliance may be implemented. One way to accomplish
this may be to implement a median filter, such as one with a
width of about 15, such that the median values of the fitted
mechanics parameters from the last number breaths (e.g,,
about 15) canbe taken to represent the expiratory breaths with
more regular exponential decay. Also a coefficient of deter-
mination R? value from the statistical fit may be used as a
criterion to eliminate poorly fitted breaths. For example, a
threshold of about 0.8 may be used. Thus, in such an example,
a processor of an apparatus may determine accuracy, such as
by determining the coefficient of determination R? value for
each MLR determination of compliance and resistance values
and comparing the value against with an accuracy threshold,
so that certain determinations of resistance and compliance
may be disregarded (e.g., determinations where the coeffi-
cient does not equal or exceed the threshold).

While the aforementioned determination of resistance and
compliance values may be implemented as part of the asyn-
chrony detection methodologies discussed herein, they may
also be determined and recorded for other purposes. Thus, a
processing device or respiratory treatment apparatus of the
present technology may calculate these values and record this
data over time, such as on a breath-by-breath basis. The
values may even be averaged over anumber of breaths or over
a desired time period (e.g., an hour or a treatment session) or
a number of treatment sessions with a respiratory treatment
apparatus. The values may be output (e.g., to another process-
ing apparatus, a display and/or memory store) so that trends in
the resistance and compliance values may be evaluated. In
addition to the control implementations discussed herein, the
values may even serve as additional bases for making auto-
mated adjustments to the control parameters of a respiratory
treatment apparatus. For example, they may be utilized for
automated or manual titration of pressure settings (e.g., pres-
sure support (PS) and/or PEEP) of a respiratory treatment
device for treatment of the patient. In this regard, they may
serve as a basis for an automated algorithm that makes deter-
mines, changes and/or sets a control parameter of a positive
end expiratory pressure (PEEP) and/or pressure support of a
respiratory treatment apparatus.

In an example of such an embodiment, automated titration
of PEEP control parameters may be implemented with the
aforementioned estimation of respiratory mechanics, such as
the compliance value. Compliance represents the gradient of
the pressure-volume (PV) curve which is used commonly in
clinical practice as a diagnostic aide. The PV curve is sigmoid
in shape where low compliance occurs at the lower and upper
extremities of the curve beyond the lower and upper inflection
points. Optimal ventilation strategy, in particular the titration
of PEEP and PS, would exploit the mid-linear portion of the
PV curve.

In an example embodiment of the automatic titration of
PEEP, a processor of a titration apparatus (e.g., an autotitrat-
ing respiratory treatment apparatus) may be implemented
with a PEEP titration methodology as follows:

1. Without additionally using pressure support PS, a PEEP
control parameter of a respiratory treatment apparatus is
initialized at a higher value (e.g., 10-15 cmH,0) to
ensure maximal recruitment of alveoli.
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2. The PEEP parameter is then decremented (e.g., breath-
by-breath), and the corresponding compliance value is
determined or monitored at each step with respect to its
associated PEEP parameter of the breath or breaths from
which the compliance is determined.

3. Using the resulting trend in compliance, the inflection
point that indicates a significant reduction is located.

4. An appropriate PEEP parameter is chosen, for example,
as the pressure level one increment higher than the pres-
sure level corresponding to the inflection point. This
inflection point is illustrated in the graph of FIG. 19 at
arrow a-19.

In an example embodiment of an automatic titration of a
maximum limit for pressure support PS, a processor of a
titration apparatus (e.g., an autotitrating respiratory treatment
apparatus) may also be implemented with a methodology,
which may optionally follow the preceding PEEP titration
methodology, as follows:

1. Without additionally using PS, the PEEP control param-
eter is initialized at a higher value (e.g., 10-15 cmH20)
to ensure maximal recruitment of alveoli.

2. The PEEP parameter is then incremented (e.g., breath by
breath) until a significant drop is observed in compliance
which is monitored at each step.

3. An appropriate maximum PS limit is chosen, such as the
pressure level one increment lower than that correspond-
ing to the inflection point. This is also illustrated in FIG.
19 at inflection point shown at arrow b-19.

Example Technological Embodiments

In some embodiments of the present technology, auto-
mated methods are implemented to detect not only a general
occurrence of a ventilator-patient asynchrony event but dif-
ferent types of asynchrony events such as two or more of the
illustrated asynchrony events of FIGS. 3-9. This detection of
aplurality of distinct asynchrony events may be implemented
by automated processing of the data from a flow signal and/or
a pressure signal measured by suitable sensors during deliv-
ery of ventilatory assistance by a ventilator or other respira-
tory treatment device. For example, the detection of the dis-
tinct events may be based on a pre-determination of a set of
detection variables including, for example, respiratory rate
based features, volume based features, respiratory mechanics
based features, expiratory flow morphology based features,
power based power based features, or other features referred
to herein etc., that are derivable with pressure and/or flow
data. For example, such detection variables may be any one or
more of the following example detection variables: RR
breath, RR ratio, IE ratio, Vol,, Vol, breathLeak, Vol ratio,
PEEPi, R, C, Tau, PEEPi,, R_, C,, Tau,, InterpMinima,
InterpMinima-243, PW linear approx power, PW vol deviation,
PW dist flow maxmin, PW distance ratio, power ®,,,,
power %@, power @, integral © . gradient-a, gradient-
b, amplitude p-t ®,,,, duration p-t ®,,,, vollE, zxUpCount,
maxFlowlE, heightlE, durlE, rangeP-P, durP-P, ampRatio,
volRatio, durRatio, locationlE, peaksCount, timeElapsed,
falseExpVol, and/or expRatio.

The set of variables may be chosen according to an optional
feature subset selection process as previously described. The
chosen subset of detection variables may be compared to one
or more thresholds or threshold functions to detect the event
conditions with the variables. The thresholds for chosen vari-
ables may be determined or optimized by a suitable auto-
mated classification criteria according to empirical/clinician
classification of observed events such as those discussed
herein. In addition, the evaluation of variables and detection
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of the event conditions may be further based on an automated
respiratory phase detection (e.g., detection of inspiration or
expiration phases, such as with an implemented version ofthe
state diagram shown above).

The automated processing to detect the different types of
asynchrony by evaluating the set of variables may be pet-
formed by a processing apparatus (e.g., a programmed gen-
eral purpose computer having memory and one or more pro-
cessors or a specific purpose computer) with previously
recorded flow and/or pressure data or by a ventilator during
treatment while such measures are being determined. Thus,
the methodologies may be implemented by one or more pro-
cessors with software or firmware and/or with application
specific integrated chips that embody the detection method-
ologies illustrated herein. In some embodiments of the tech-
nology, adjustments to respiratory treatment by a ventilator
may be automated according to the detected events. For
example, a controlled treatment response of a ventilator may
be modified according to which asynchrony type is detected
such that one type of event may generate a different automatic
ventilator or respiratory treatment response. Furthermore, the
detected events may be recorded or scored. Thus, such an
apparatus may generate a report of occurrence details of the
different events such as how many have occurred, when they
have occurred etc. These details may optionally be displayed
in association with the values of the detection variables or set
of detection variables and other flow or pressure data.

For example, in one embodiment, a plurality of distinct
asynchrony events or an asynchrony event may be detected by
a processing apparatus or respiratory treatment apparatus
from data representing a flow and/or pressure measurements
taken during respiratory treatment with a cycling respiratory
treatment apparatus. In one such embodiment, a set of detec-
tion variables may include one or more of measures of PW
linear approx power, PW dist flow maxmin, PW vol devia-
tion, Tau, and PW distance ratio determined by a processor of
the processing apparatus or respiratory treatment apparatus.
These variables may then be compared to their associated
predetermined thresholds by the processing apparatus to
detect whether or not an expiratory ineffective effort asyn-
chrony event has occurred or not. The processing apparatus or
respiratory treatment apparatus may further detect or score
other types of asynchrony events such as one or more of
Post-triggering Effort, Double Triggering, Autotriggering,
Late Triggering, Early Cycling and/or Late Cycling.

Optionally, in some embodiments, the detection of these
asynchrony events may be excluded (i.e., not scored) by the
apparatus upon automated detection of artifacts such as
coughs, swallowing, etc. The determination of such events is
illustrated in International Patent Publication No. WO 2006/
079152, the entire disclosure of which is incorporated herein
by reference.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of two or more distinct
types of asynchrony events from data representing flow and/
or pressure measurements taken during pressure treatment
with a cycling respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of an expiratory ineffec-
tive effort asynchrony event based on data representing flow
and/or pressure measurements taken during pressure treat-
ment with a cycling respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of an expiratory ineffec-
tive effort asynchrony event based on data representing flow
and/or pressure measurements taken during pressure treat-
ment with a cycling respiratory treatment device or ventilator,
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where the detection involves an analysis of two or more
calculated features representing respiratory mechanics based
features and/or expiratory flow morphology based features,
such as, PW linear approx power, PW dist flow maxmin, PW
vol deviation, Tau, and PW distance ratio. For example, the
analysis may be a comparison of the calculated features with
a set of thresholds or threshold functions.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of a post-triggering effort
asynchrony event based on data representing flow and/or
pressure measurements taken during pressure treatment with
a cycling respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of a double triggering
asynchrony event based on data representing flow and/or
pressure measurements taken during pressure treatment with
a cycling respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection ofan autotriggering asyn-
chrony event based on data representing flow and/or pressure
measurements taken during pressure treatment with a cycling
respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of a late triggering asyn-
chrony event from based on representing flow and/or pressure
measurements taken during pressure treatment with a cycling
respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of an early cycling asyn-
chrony event from based on representing flow and/or pressure
measurements taken during pressure treatment with a cycling
respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

In some embodiments of the technology, an apparatus is
configured for automated detection of a late cycling asyn-
chrony event based on data representing flow and/or pressure
measurements taken during pressure treatment with a cycling
respiratory treatment device or ventilator.

Any one, some or all of the detected asynchrony events
may serve as a metric for non-invasively and simply deter-
mining the quality of patient-ventilator interaction based on
processing of flow or pressure measurements. Thus, other
measurement devices or equipment does not necessarily need
to be utilized.

Although in some embodiments implemented thresholds
may be optimized from empirical or clinical observation of
data from many patients, asynchrony detection utilizing any
of the previous mentioned features may be optimized for a
particular patient through clinical observation of flow and/
pressure data from the particular patient and by utilizing
automated feature selection and automated classification of
the selected features for that particular patient by the methods
previously mentioned. Thus, a detection or treatment appara-
tus may be tuned or programmed for an individual subject
according to the results of an automated selection of features
and thresholds determination made by a separate tuning appa-
ratus or computer that is programmed to perform the feature
subset selection and threshold determination. Optionally,
these methodologies may also be integrated within the pro-
gramming of a ventilator or respiratory treatment device.

An apparatus with the implemented detection of asyn-
chrony events can serve as a tool to permit understanding of
the mechanisms of asynchrony by relating influence of physi-
ological parameters on particular asynchronies.

The apparatus may also serve as a tool for predicting asyn-
chronies in patient-ventilator use for particular subject. Thus,
prognosis for ventilator therapy for that subject may be
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assessed with respect to compliance to therapy, hospitaliza-
tion stay, weaning success, mortality, onset of COPD exacer-
bation, sleep quality etc.

The automated detection of one or more of the different
types of asynchrony events in a ventilator or cycling respira-
tory treatment device can serve as a control feedback for
servo-titration of the device during patient treatment (e.g,,
smart therapy algorithms).

Other embodiments and modifications thereof will be
apparent from consideration of all of the details of the present
disclosure.

BExample Respiratory Treatment Apparatus
Embodiment

In reference to FIG. 11, the present asynchrony detection
technology may be implemented with a respiratory treatment
apparatus 1102, such as a ventilator or other respiratory treat-
ment apparatus that synchronizes treatment operations with
patient respiration. Such an apparatus may include a flow
generator such as a servo-controlled blower 1104. The blower
1104 can typically include an air inlet and impeller driven by
a motor (not shown).

The respiratory treatment apparatus 1102 will also typi-
cally include a patient interface such as an air delivery conduit
1106 and a mask 1108 or endrotracheal tube (not shown) to
carry a flow of air or breathable gas to and/or from a patient.

The apparatus 1102 also may include sensors 1110, such as
a pressure sensor and/or flow sensor. In such an embodiment,
the pressure sensor, such as a pressure transducer, may mea-
sure the pressure generated by the blower 1104 and generate
a pressure signal p(t) indicative of the measurements of pres-
sure, such as the pressure at the airway. Similarly, the flow
sensor generates a signal representative of the patient’s res-
piratory flow. For example, flow proximate to the patient
interface or a sense tube (not shown) may be measured using
a pneumotachograph and differential pressure transducer or
similar device such as one employing a bundle of tubes or
ducts to derive a flow signal f(t). This flow signal may option-
ally be adjusted to compensate for offset and leak. Other
sensors may be utilized to generate data indicative of flow or
pressure for the purposes of the methodologies of the appa-
ratus. For example, in some embodiments it may also include
a transdiaphragmatic pressure sensor to generate a signal
representative of transdiaphragmatic pressure. Similarly, it
may also optionally include a sensor(s) suitable for generat-
ing a signal(s) representative of Pleural pressure and/or
abdominal pressure.

Based on the sensor signals, such as the flow f{t) and/or
pressure p(t) signals, a controller 1112 may generate blower
control signals. For example, the controller may generate a
desired pressure set point and servo-control the speed of the
blower to meet the set point by comparing the set point with
the measured condition of the pressure sensor. Thus, the
controller 1112 may make controlled changes to the pressure
delivered to the patient interface by the blower 1104. Typi-
cally, such settings may be made to synchronize a treatment
with patient respiration or to support the patient’s respiration
and may be made in conjunction with a detection of a state of
a patient respiration such as by analysis of the flow signals in
conjunction with control parameters such as trigger and
cycling thresholds. Optionally, changes to pressure may be
implemented by controlling an exhaust with a mechanical
release valve (not shown) to increase or decrease the exhaust
while maintaining a relatively constant blower speed. Simi-
larly, based on flow f(t) and/or pressure p(t) signals, a con-
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troller 1112 may implement the present asynchrony event
detection methodologies described in more detail herein.

Thus, the controller 1112 may include one or more proces-
sors programmed to implement particular methodologies or
algorithms described in more detail herein. To this end, the
controller may include integrated chips, a memory and/or
other control instruction, data or information storage
medium. For example, programmed instructions encompass-
ing such a control methodology may be coded on integrated
chips in the memory of the device. Such instructions may also
or alternatively be loaded as software or firmware using an
appropriate data storage medium.

In some such embodiments, the controller may detect or
score asynchrony events and modify pressure control param-
eters for the respiratory treatment based on the detection or
scoring of such asynchrony events. For example, if one or
more of ineffective inspiratory effort asynchrony events have
been detected, the controller may automatically reduce (e.g.,
step down) a triggering threshold used by the controller to
detect patient inspiration and initiate control of an inspiratory
pressure level. Further step changes may also be made upon
continued detection of the asynchrony events. Optionally, in
response to the detection of a number of such asynchrony
events, the controller or processor may generate an output
message for a clinician to indicate that a change to the trigger
threshold setting should be manually made or has been auto-
matically made. Similarly, detection of late triggering asyn-
chrony events may serve to control step changes or messages
concerning the trigger threshold of the respiratory treatment
apparatus. In such as case, the step change made or suggested
in response to a late triggering may be smaller than the step
change associated with the detection of ineffective efforts
asynchrony events.

By way of further example, detection of autotriggering
asynchrony events may serve to control one or more step
changes or messages to increase the trigger threshold of the
respiratory treatment apparatus. Through controlling step
increases and decreases in the triggering threshold based on
the different asynchrony events to reduce the counts of these
events, the trigger threshold may be servo controlled to an
optimum setting.

In a similar fashion, adjustments to the respiratory treat-
ment apparatus’ cycling threshold may be made or suggested
by the controller or processor upon detection of late cycling
and/or early cycling events to reduce these events and thereby
optimize the setting for the cycling threshold.

Other changes to the control parameters of the respiratory
treatment apparatus may also be made or suggested in accor-
dance with the detection of the asynchrony events.

Example Controller/Processing Apparatus
Architecture

An example system architecture of a processing apparatus
(e.g., computer or controller 1112) is illustrated in the block
diagram of FIG. 12. The system architecture may serve as a
respiratory treatment apparatus controller with asynchrony
detection or more simply as a stand alone asynchrony detector
such as a special purpose computer. In the illustration, the
detection device 1206 may be implemented by a general
purpose computer with one or more programmable proces-
sors 1208. The device may also include a display interface
1210 to output data from the detection methodologies as
previously discussed (e.g., asynchrony events and informa-
tion, etc.), results or graphs as described herein to a display
such as on a monitor or LCD panel. A user control/input
interface 1212, for example, for a keyboard, touch panel,
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control buttons, mouse etc. may also be included for inputting
data, or otherwise activating or operating the methodologies
described herein. The device may also include a sensor or data
interface 1214, such as a bus, for receiving/transmitting data
such as programming instructions, flow data, pressure data,
asynchrony data, feature set calculation algorithms, feature
subset selection algorithms, feature set values and other out-
put or input of the previously described methodologies.

The device also includes memory/data storage components
1220 containing control instructions and data of the afore-
mentioned methodologies and algorithms. At 1222, these
may also include stored processor control instructions for
asynchrony event detection as discussed in more detail
herein. For example, this may include feature set value cal-
culation instructions and threshold or threshold function
comparison instructions. For example, at 1224, they may
include stored processor control instructions for flow and
pressure signals processing such as feature calculation and
breath segmentation. At 1226, they may also include proces-
sor control instructions for device activation control such as
respiratory treatment control parameters, ventilation control
parameters or pressure treatment synchronization method-
ologies. This may also include, for example, pressure control
adjustment based on detected asynchrony events, etc. Option-
ally or alternatively, at 1228, they may also include processor
control instructions for feature set determination such as
instructions for a Parzen window estimator, SFSS selector,
etc. Finally, they may also include stored data at 1230 for
these methodologies such as flow data, pressure data, breath
segmentation data, features sets for detecting one or more
asynchrony events, features set values, thresholds, threshold
functions, detected asynchrony events and related informa-
tion, known asynchrony events data, feature subsets, features
supersets, reports and graphs, etc.

In some embodiments, some or all of the processor control
instructions and data for controlling the above described
methodologies may be contained in a computer readable
recording medium as software for use by a general purpose
computer so that the general purpose computer may serve as
a specific purpose computer according to any of the method-
ologies discussed herein upon loading the software into the
general purpose computer.

In the foregoing description and in the accompanying
drawings, specific terminology, equations and drawing sym-
bols are set forth to provide a thorough understanding of the
present technology. In some instances, the terminology and
symbols may imply specific details that are not required to
practice the technology. Moreover, although the technology
herein has been described with reference to particular
embodiments, it is to be understood that these embodiments
are merely illustrative of the principles and applications of the
technology. It is therefore to be understood that numerous
modifications may be made to the illustrative embodiments
and that other arrangements may be devised without depart-
ing from the spirit and scope of the technology. For example,
in some detector embodiments, in addition to flow and/or
pressure data, feature sets may be also be based on data from
transdiaphragmatic pressure signals.

The invention claimed is:

1. An apparatus for detection of asynchrony between a
synchronized respiratory treatment and a respiratory cycle,
the apparatus comprising:

a memory containing data representing a feature set of
detection values derived from signals of at least one
sensor coupled with a respiratory treatment apparatus, in
which the feature set of detection values includes a plu-
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rality of features as respective individual parameter
detection variables derived from a pattern of flow indi-
cated by the signals; and
acontroller of the respiratory treatment apparatus, wherein
the controller is configured to access the data, and to
control:
acomparison of the individual parameter detection vari-
ables respectively of the plurality of features of the
data of the feature set of detection values respectively
with a set of associated thresholds for the individual
parameter detection variables of the memory, the set
of associated thresholds for the individual parameter
detection variables being from other than the signals;

a determination of an occurrence and type of an asyn-
chrony event between the respiratory treatment appa-
ratus and a patient respiratory cycle based on the
comparison,

wherein the determination of the occurrence and type of
the asynchrony event identifies time of occurrence of a
distinct asynchrony event of a plurality of distinct asyn-
chrony events comprising at least two distinct events of
(a) a post-triggering effort event, (b) a double triggering
event, (c) a late triggering event, (d) an auto triggering
event, (e) an early cycling event, and (f) a late cycling
event; and
a generation of an output representing the occurrence of

the asynchrony event,

in which the controller is configured to control the respi-
ratory treatment apparatus based on the determination of
the occurrence and type of the asynchrony event.

2. The apparatus of claim 1 further comprising

a patient interface to carry a flow of breathable gas to a
patient;

a flow generator coupled with the patient interface to gen-
erate a flow of the breathable gas through the patient
interface;

a transducer to provide a signal indicative of patient flow
through the patient interface;

wherein the controller is configured to control the flow
generator, detect a respiratory cycle with the signal of
the flow sensor and generate flow generator control sig-
nals for producing the respiratory treatment.

3. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the feature set of
detection values comprises a respiratory rate based feature as
one of the individual parameter detection variables.

4. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the feature set of
detection values comprises a respiratory volume based fea-
ture as one of the individual parameter detection variables.

5. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the feature set of
detection values comprises a respiratory mechanics based
feature as one of the individual parameter detection variables.

6. The apparatus of claim 5 wherein the controller is con-
figured to control determining resistance and compliance val-
ues based on measures of pressure, flow and volume.

7. The apparatus of claim 6 wherein the controller is con-
figured to control multiple linear regression processing of the
measure of pressure, flow and volume.

8. The apparatus of claim 7 wherein the controller is further
configured to control an assessment of accuracy of the deter-
mined resistance and compliance values.

9. The apparatus of claim 8 wherein the assessment of
accuracy comprises calculating a coefficient of determination
and comparing the coefficient of determination to a threshold.

10. The apparatus of claim 7 wherein the determining of
resistance and compliance values is based on the measures
taken from a portion of a detected breathing cycle.
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11. The apparatus of claim 10 wherein the portion is an
expiratory portion.

12. The apparatus of claim 11 wherein the portion is an
initial part of expiration during which a percentage of tidal
volume is expired.

13. The apparatus of claim 12 wherein the percentage is in
a range of about 85 to 90 percent.

14. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the feature set of
detection values comprises an expiratory flow morphology
based feature as one of the individual parameter detection
variables.

15. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises an expiratory ineffective effort event.

16. The apparatus of claim 15 wherein the feature set of
detection values comprises as the individual parameter detec-
tion variables (a) a power of a piecewise bilinear approxima-
tion of a remainder of expiration after a location of a maxi-
mum expiratory flow, (b) a distance between a maximum and
minimum values of a moving average expiratory flow, (c) an
integral of a rectified and de-trended moving average of expi-
ratory flow, (d) an inspiratory time constant, and () a fraction
of said distance and a peak expiratory flow.

17. The apparatus of claim 15 wherein the feature set
comprises a determined volume of gas moved during the
ineffective effort event.

18. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises the post-triggering effort event.

19. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises the double triggering event.

20. The apparatus of claim 19 wherein the feature set
comprises a maxima count and an elapsed time between
maxima.

21. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises the autotriggering event.

22. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises the late triggering event.

23. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises the early cycling event.

24. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises the late cycling event.

25. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the asynchrony event
comprises an inspiratory ineffective effort event.

26. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the controller is
configured to automatically change a control parameter for
delivery of the respiratory treatment based on the occurrence
of the asynchrony event.

27. The apparatus of claim 26 wherein the control param-
eter comprises a trigger threshold.

28. The method of claim 26 wherein the control parameter
comprises a cycling threshold.

29. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the respiratory treat-
ment apparatus comprises a ventilator.

30. The apparatus of claim 1 wherein the controller is
further configured to control selecting the feature set such that
the feature set comprises a subset of a superset of features,

wherein the selecting comprises evaluating values of the

superset for known asynchronous events occurring in
data of a plurality of breaths established with a plurality
of respiratory treatment apparatus.

31. The apparatus of claim 30 wherein the evaluating com-
prises calculating posterior-probabilities with values of the
superset by Parzen-window estimation, wherein groups of
values of the superset are selected by iteratively including and
removing values.

32. A system for detection of asynchrony between a syn-
chronized respiratory treatment and a respiratory cycle com-
prising:
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a controller configured to control a respiratory treatment
apparatus and to process data derived from one or more
pressure transducer signals from use of the respiratory
treatment apparatus, the controller being configured to
(a) compare respective individual parameter detection
variables, in which a feature set of detection values
calculated from the data includes a plurality of features
as the respective individual parameter detection vari-
ables derived from a pattern of flow indicated by the
signals, with a set of associated thresholds for the indi-
vidual parameter detection variables, the set of associ-
ated thresholds for the individual parameter detection
variables being from other than the signals, and (b)
determine an occurrence and type of an asynchrony
event between the respiratory treatment apparatus and a
patient respiratory cycle based on the comparison,

wherein the determination of the occurrence and type of
the asynchrony event identifies time of occurrence of a
distinct asynchrony event of a plurality of distinct asyn-
chrony events comprising at least two distinct events of
(a) a post-triggering effort event, (b) a double triggering
event, (c) a late triggering event, (d) an auto triggering
event, (e) an early cycling event, and (f) a late cycling
event,

in which the controller is configured to control the respi-
ratory treatment apparatus based on the determination of
the occurrence and type of the asynchrony event.

33. The system of claim 32, wherein the controller is con-
figured to select the feature set such that the feature set com-
prises a subset of a superset of features,

wherein the feature set is selected by evaluating values of
the superset for known asynchronous events occurring
in data of a plurality of breaths established with a plu-
rality of respiratory treatment apparatus.

34. The system of claim 33 wherein the controller is further
configured to calculate the detection values of the feature set
with the data derived from signals of at least one sensor
coupled to the respiratory treatment apparatus.

35. The system of claim 34 wherein the feature set of
detection values comprises two or more of features of a group
of features consisting of (a) a respiratory rate based feature;
(b) a respiratory volume based feature; (b) a respiratory
mechanics based feature; and (d) an expiratory flow morphol-
ogy based feature.

36. The system of claim 32 wherein the at least two distinct
events includes an expiratory ineffective effort event.

10

20

25

30

40

45

34

37. The system of claim 32 further comprising:

an interface to carry a flow of breathable gas;

a flow generator, coupled with the interface, that generates

the breathable gas; and

a flow sensor for generating the pressure transducer sig-

nals;

wherein the controller is further configured to control the

flow generator to provide a synchronized respiratory
treatment.
38. The system of claim 37 wherein the synchronized res-
piratory treatment is respiratory support ventilation.
39. A non-transitory information-bearing medium having
processor-readable information thereon, the processor-read-
able information to control a respiratory treatment apparatus
and an apparatus for detection of asynchrony between a syn-
chronized respiratory treatment and a respiratory cycle, the
processor-readable information comprising control instruc-
tions to:
access detection values of a feature set with data derived
from signals of at least one sensor coupled with the
respiratory treatment apparatus, in which the feature set
of detection values includes a plurality of features as
respective individual parameter detection variables
derived from a pattern of flow indicated by the signals;

compare the individual parameter detection variables
respectively of the feature set of detection values with a
set of associated thresholds for the individual parameter
detection variables, the set of associated thresholds for
the individual parameter detection variables being from
other than the signals;
determine an occurrence and type of an asynchrony event
between the respiratory treatment apparatus and a
patient respiratory cycle based on the comparison;

wherein the determination of the occurrence and type of
the asynchrony event identifies time of occurrence of a
distinct asynchrony event of a plurality of distinct asyn-
chrony events comprising at least two distinct events of
(a) a post-triggering effort event, (b) a double triggering
event, (c) a late triggering event, (d) an auto triggering
event, (e) an early cycling event, and (f) a late cycling
event,

in which the apparatus for detection of asynchrony is con-

figured to control the respiratory treatment apparatus
based on the determination of the occurrence and type of
the asynchrony event.
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