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Objective Accurate and rapid methods for phenotyping are a prerequisite to realizing the

potential of electronic health records (EHRs) data for clinical and translational research.  This

study reviews the literature on machine learning (ML) approaches for phenotyping with respect

to the phenotypes considered, the data sources and methods used, and the contributions within

the wider context of EHR-based research.

Materials and Methods We searched for relevant articles in PubMed and Web of Science

published between January 1, 2018 and April 14, 2022.  After screening, we collected data on 52

variables across 106 selected articles.

Results ML-based methods were developed for 156 unique phenotypes, primarily using EHR

data from a single institution or health system.  72 of 106 articles leveraged unstructured data in

clinical notes.  In terms of methodology, supervised learning is the most prevalent ML paradigm

(n = 64, 60.4%), with  half of the articles employing deep learning.  Semi-supervised and

weakly-supervised approaches were applied to reduce the burden of obtaining gold-standard

labeled data (n = 21, 19.8%), while unsupervised learning was used for phenotype discovery (n =

20, 18.9%).  Federated learning has been applied to develop algorithms across multiple

institutions while preserving data privacy (n = 2, 1.9%).

Discussion While the use of ML for phenotyping is growing, most articles applied traditional

supervised ML to characterize the presence of common, chronic conditions.

Conclusion Continued research in ML-based methods is warranted, with particular attention to

the development of advanced methods for complex phenotypes and standards for reporting and

evaluating phenotyping algorithms.
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INTRODUCTION

Electronic health records (EHRs) are becoming a central data source for clinical and translational

research due to their availability, scale, and granularity [1].  In recent years, EHR data has been

used to support discovery in disease genomics, to facilitate rapid and more inclusive clinical

trials recruitment, and to derive real-world predictive models for understudied and emerging

diseases [2–5].  EHR data is also positioned to be a key data source for the development of

personalized disease prevention and treatment strategies [6,7].  This myriad of opportunities rests

on the ability to accurately and rapidly characterize a wide variety of patient phenotypes, such as

the presence of a disease, treatment response, or lifestyle factor, in order to identify patient

populations of interest and to define relevant outcome, exposure, and clinical variables.

However, precise phenotype information is not readily available in patient records and presents a

major barrier to realizing the potential of EHR-driven research [8–10].

Historically, phenotypes have been inferred from rule-based algorithms using expert defined

criteria from care guidelines and/or knowledge of clinical practice [11].  Because documentation

varies substantially across phenotypes, providers, and institutions, developing a sufficient set of

rules that encode how a condition may be documented in patient records is prohibitively resource

intensive [12,13].  Moreover, the scope of rule-based algorithms is severely limited, particularly

for more complex phenotypes recorded primarily in clinical notes [14–16].  In recent years, there

has been significant interest in phenotyping algorithms derived from machine learning (ML)

models to improve the efficiency and accuracy of algorithm development across a broad range of

phenotypes and healthcare settings [14,17].  In contrast to rule-based methods, ML approaches
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aggregate multiple sources of information available in patient records to improve phenotype

characterization in a more automated and generalizable fashion [18–20].

To evaluate recent advances in ML-based phenotyping, this work summarizes the literature with

respect to the phenotypes considered, the data sources and methods used, and the primary

contributions within the broader landscape of EHR and ML research (Figure 1).  Through a

methodical review of the literature and analysis of 52 variables recorded across 106 articles, our

key findings include:

● Most phenotyping algorithms have been developed for common, chronic conditions such

as diabetes and cancer using data from a single institution or healthcare system.

● A majority of articles utilize traditional supervised learning methods, but there is

increasing use of deep learning methods and approaches that leverage clinical notes.

● Semi-supervised and weakly-supervised methods have reduced the burden of obtaining

gold-standard labeled data while maintaining accuracy comparable to supervised

learning.

● Federated learning is beginning to enable multi-institution algorithm development while

respecting data privacy constraints.

● There are inconsistencies in the reporting of study settings and code is rarely released

with published papers.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
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We closely followed the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses

(PRISMA) guidelines when conducting our review of the literature. Figure 2 illustrates the

search strategy.

Search strategy

We searched for full-text articles in PubMed and Web of Science published between January 1,

2018 and April 14, 2022.  The query was initially conducted on December 23, 2021 and updated

on April 14, 2022.  The range of publication year was specified to not overlap with existing

reviews [10,11,14,17,19–22].  Existing reviews are compared with this article in Supplementary

Material Table S1.  We limited our search to (1) Journal of American Medical Informatics

Association (JAMIA), (2) JAMIA Open, (3) Journal of Biomedical Informatics (JBI), (4) PloS

One, and (5) Proceedings of the American Medical Informatics Association’s Annual Symposium

(AMIA) to target articles focused primarily on phenotyping, rather than clinical applications

using EHR data.  This strategy was originally proposed in [11] using a manual review of all

articles published in (1, 3-5) and later extended to a PubMed query in [14].  We increased the

scope of our search by including Web of Science and added additional search strings related to

ML [23].  Due to the broad definition of phenotyping, our search was designed to capture articles

published in English that (i) utilized ML or considered phenotyping and (ii) used EHRs as the

primary data source.  The queries for each database are provided in Supplementary Material

Table S2.

Study selection

Title and abstract screening
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After removing duplicates, articles were retrieved and underwent title and abstract screening by

two authors (S.Y. and J.G.).  A third author (P.V.) resolved disagreements.  Articles were

excluded if they (i) were reviews, perspectives, or editorials, (ii) did not use EHRs as a primary

data source, (iii) did not use ML methods, or  (iv) did not consider phenotyping.   Consistent

with recent literature, we used an inclusive definition of phenotyping as any procedure that

makes a characterization about a patient (eg. disease status, treatment response, lifestyle factor)

based on the information in their health record [24]. A detailed list of article exclusions is

provided in Supplementary Material Table S3.

Full-text review

One author (S.Y.) reviewed the full-text of articles.  Another author (J.G.) verified the

information from a full-text review.  After excluding papers that did not focus on ML approaches

for EHR-based phenotyping, 106 papers were selected for this review.  A complete list of

selected articles is in Supplementary Material Table S4.

Data collection

During full-text review, we extracted information related to (i) the phenotypes studied, (ii) the

data source and data types used, (iii) the ML approaches applied, and (iv) the broader context of

each article (Figure 1).  The complete list of the 52 items recorded from the articles is included

in Supplementary Material Table S5.

RESULTS

Phenotypes
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The articles in our study considered 156 unique phenotypes, with half of the articles focusing on

more than one phenotype.  The most common phenotypes are summarized in Figure 3 and

include chronic conditions as well as adverse drug events.  Social determinants of health such as

marital status and homelessness were considered in 7 of the 106 articles [25–31], while more

nuanced phenotypes such as disease severity (n = 5,  4.7%) [32–36] and disease subtypes (n =

19,  17.9%) [37–54] are emerging areas of focus. We also classified each phenotype as either

binary (eg. presence/absence of diabetes), categorical (eg. past/current/never smoker), or

temporal (eg. progression of asthma over time, time of asthma diagnosis).  The vast majority of

studies focused on at least one binary phenotype (n = 84, 79.2%).

Data sources

Most studies relied on EHR data from a single institution or health system, including Partners

HealthCare/Mass General Brigham (n = 7, 6.6%) and Mayo Clinic (n = 3, 2.8%).  Nearly

one-third of studies used openly available datasets such as datasets released by natural language

processing (NLP) competitions and the Medical Information Mart for Intensive Care

(MIMIC-III) [55] (Supplementary Material Table S6) .  Several studies linked EHR data to

administrative claims [39,56–61] or registry databases [45,62–64] to validate the accuracy of an

EHR-based phenotyping method.  Specimen biorepositories have also been used to demonstrate

the accuracy of a derived phenotype in genetic applications, such as a replication of a

genome-wide association study [65–68].  Recently, phenotyping algorithms have been developed

in conjunction with information from publicly available knowledge bases, including PubMed,

Wikipedia, Medscape [66,68–73], MedDRA and SIDER drug characterization databases

[74,75], and the Unified Medical Language System (UMLS) [76,77].
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Data types

The articles leveraged multiple data types for phenotyping.  EHR data is available in two primary

forms: (i) structured data (eg. diagnosis codes, procedure codes) and (ii) unstructured data in

free-text (eg. progress notes, discharge summaries) and images1.  A majority of articles (n = 70,

66.0%) articles used structured data as it is simpler to analyze than free-text [78,79].  Diagnosis

codes were the most common form of structured data and used in 58 of the 106 articles (Figure

4a).  We also summarize the use of standardized terminologies in Table S7 of the Supplementary

Material.

Unstructured data was used in 72 of the 106 articles, with half of the studies using both

structured and unstructured data. Figure 4b presents the types of free-text notes used for

phenotyping, though most articles did not clearly specify the note types used.  In contrast to

structured data, clinical notes require substantial processing due to abundant abbreviations.

synonyms, clinical jargon, and misspellings [80]. Most papers used openly available software (n

= 42, 39.6%) to map words into medical concepts within the UMLS Metathesaurus.  Extracted

medical concepts are often engineered into features for traditional ML-based phenotyping

models (eg. number of positive mentions of the phenotype in a patient record) [30,33,43,81–85].

The most common clinical NLP software was clinical Text Analysis and Knowledge Extraction

System (cTAKES) and was used in 20% of the articles [86]. Table S8 in the Supplementary

Material summarizes other software.

1 We focus on free-text data for this review as there is only 1 article that utilized medical images.
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An emerging trend to process clinical notes is the use of word embeddings [87,88].   A word

embedding represents each word as a real-valued vector based on its context in order to group

together words with similar syntactic or semantic meaning [89]. An embedding is learned from a

large corpus of text without any human input (ie. feature engineering or labeling).   Within the

articles, corpora included notes from EHRs [33,83,90–92] as well as external sources such as

biomedical publications [34,72,93–96] and articles from Wikipedia and Google News [32,69,97].

Among the methods used to train word embeddings, Word2vec [98] and Bidirectional Encoder

Representations from Transformers (BERT) and variants [99–102] are the most frequently used

(Supplementary Material Table S9).  Word embeddings typically serve as the input layer to

phenotyping algorithms using deep learning models and have also been used to account for

ambiguous abbreviations and spelling errors in clinical notes

[25,27,29,32,34,42,69,72,74–77,83,93–97,103–114].

Machine learning methods

The primary ML approach used in each paper was classified as either supervised,

semi-supervised, weakly-supervised, unsupervised, or reinforcement learning.  In reviewing the

literature, we found that deep learning and federated learning appeared in the articles.

Additionally, most deep learning approaches were supervised and only one paper used

reinforcement learning with a deep learning approach [115]].  We therefore summarize

contributions in (i) traditional supervised, (ii) deep supervised,  (iii) semi-supervised, (iv)

weakly-supervised, (v) unsupervised, and  (vi) federated learning in the subsequent sections.

Definitions for the ML approaches as well as common evaluation metrics are in Supplementary

Material Tables S10-11.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 27, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.23.22274218doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/gLn9S+yHNHv
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/TtzSd
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/AfF1+E3aCs+vjUBn+06S3N+OEazn
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/4brN+JF3s+g8oo+Q9cZ+ABv8+mZVG
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/EgVS+6V80+tmiw
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/Gn2Vw
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/NaC4A+Gv68s+3yPVZ+eFz5h
https://docs.google.com/document/u/0/d/1gZrdSpRqxEcM-GgGG_SYa0RN2LE9A-AMGGfPCA1XJko/edit
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/a2hP+EgVS+zwKk+AfF1+6V80+ZNvd+f4oN+uve0+JF3s+k1fx+3BHr+fQYB+O0jF+FZza+Cpmi+VD4c+Ff94+4brN+tmiw+TAd1+g8oo+MrXe+nDF4+ABv8+H1Yv+Q9cZ+y3CO+Ggvi+mZVG+TLJy
https://paperpile.com/c/vpNuNy/HPVZ4
https://docs.google.com/document/u/0/d/1gZrdSpRqxEcM-GgGG_SYa0RN2LE9A-AMGGfPCA1XJko/edit
https://docs.google.com/document/u/0/d/1gZrdSpRqxEcM-GgGG_SYa0RN2LE9A-AMGGfPCA1XJko/edit
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.23.22274218


Supervised learning

Traditional supervised learning

As shown in Figure 5, the majority of articles employed supervised learning models (n = 64,

60.4%), with nearly half of the articles using traditional supervised learning methods.

Supervised models are trained with labeled data containing information on both the (i) features

predictive of the phenotype (eg. number of billing codes and free-text mentions of the phenotype

in a patient record) and (ii) the ‘gold-standard’ phenotype labels (eg.presence/absence of the

phenotype).  Traditionally, gold-standard labels are annotated by manual review of patient

records [37,85,116].  Labels have also been derived from registry data [33], laboratory results

[61,112,117], diagnosis codes [30,57,58,118–120], and rule-based algorithms [59,121–123] to

enable more rapid development of labeled datasets.  The most commonly used methods for

classifying a binary phenotype are random forest

[26,28,35,37,56,57,60,62,70,81,84,117,119,120,124–126], logistic regression

[36,37,57,58,60,67,82,84,93,116,117,119,125,127,128], and support vector machine (SVM)

[31,35,37,58,60,81,82,84,92,97,104,116,125,126] (Supplementary Material Table S12).  It is

important to note that in contrast to rule-based methods, most ML methods output a predicted

score or probability of the phenotype for each patient.  This provides researchers flexibility in

determining a threshold to classify phenotype status for a given application.

A majority of articles (n = 18, 31%) developed accurate algorithms to phenotype chronic

conditions such as cancer [62,128] and heart failure [61].  Several studies considered rare

phenotypes which required methods for the imbalanced class setting [58,106].  For instance,

SVM with the Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique (SMOTE) [129] was used to identify
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cases of insulin rejection, a condition documented in 0.02% of the clinical notes, with improved

sensitivity relative to standard SVM (precision/recallSVM+SMOTE 0.79/0.70, precision/recallSVM

0.90/0.58) [130].  However, it has been noted that methods for the imbalance setting do not

uniformly yield improved performance [60,91].  Seneviratne et al. observed that precision and

recall dropped substantially when adding SMOTE to a random forest model classifying

metastatic prostate cancer cases [62].

Deep supervised learning

A limitation of traditional supervised learning methods is their inability to handle raw input data,

which requires researchers to manually curate features for model training [131].  To alleviate the

burden of feature engineering, deep learning models consist of many processing layers that

discover intrinsic patterns in data [132].  33 of the 72 supervised learning articles employ deep

learning, with 31 of these articles using word embeddings as the input layer.  Feed-forward

neural networks are the least frequently used architecture [25,32,108,111,118,133], while

recurrent neural networks (RNNS),

[27,34,59,69,74–76,85,90,94,95,103,105–107,109,110,123,126,130,134], convolutional neural

networks (CNNs) [33,75,83,91,93,94,103,106,107,112,126,134–136], and their variants are

frequently used (Supplementary Material Table S12). RNNs are particularly well suited for

sequential data from longitudinal EHRs.  Within the selected articles, RNNs and their variants

such as long-short term memory (LSTM) networks [137] have been applied to characterize

diseases with symptoms evolving over time with high performance, such as sepsis (AUROCRNN

0.88) [121] and pediatric asthma (F1-scoreLSTM 0.85) [123].  Gao et al. compared the

performance of a reinforcement learning RNN model with logistic regression for phenotyping 25
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chronic or critical conditions and demonstrated that RNNs enhanced performance by up to 7%

across phenotypes (Macro-AUROCLogistic regression 0.73, Macro-AUROCRNN 0.78) [115].

CNNs are commonly used for classification tasks with free-text data.  In the context of

phenotyping, CNNs have been applied to identify conditions primarily documented in clinical

notes with high performance, including anaphylaxis (F1-score 0.96) and substance abuse

disorders such as alcohol, drug, and tobacco abuse (F1-score 0.88-0.95) [103].  Gehrmann et al.

demonstrated that CNNs outperformed logistic regression in phenotyping obesity, depression,

chronic pain, and 7 other phenotypes using the MIMIC-III phenotype annotation dataset

(F1-scoreCNN 0.57-0.97, F1-scorelogistic 0.39-0.82) [83].

In spite of the advantages of deep learning, traditional supervised learning methods have

outperformed their deep learning counterparts. For example, Martin et al. found that a penalized

elastic net logistic regression consistently outperformed FFNNs for identifying frailty aspects

such as musculoskeletal problems and respiratory impairment (F1-scoreElastic net 0.51-0.65,

F1-scoreFFNN 0.24-0.62)[95].  Several authors also commented on challenges related to model

interpretability and transportability of deep learning models across sites [25,85,91,130].

Semi-supervised learning

Although supervised learning is the most common paradigm for ML-based phenotyping,

obtaining high-quality labeled data through chart review is a resource intensive task [138].

Semi-supervised learning methods are trained with a large amount of unlabeled data (ie.

unreview medical records), together with a small amount of labeled data, in order to minimize
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the burden of chart review [139].  5 articles used semi-supervised learning methods.   Estiri et al.

utilized a self-learning approach to develop standard generative models (eg. Naive Bayes, Linear

Discriminant Analysis) using a small set of labeled data (average 182 patients) and larger set of

unlabeled (average 5956 patients) for classification of 18 phenotypes [114].  The approach

performed on par with supervised learning, but required less labeled data (AUROC 0.78-0.99).

Estiri et al. later combined this method with a sequential pattern mining approach to capture

temporal information (eg. sequence of diagnoses) that is underutilized in phenotyping [113].

The model achieved superior performance over previous studies utilizing supervised learning

across 5 time-evolving phenotypes (eg.AUROCsemi-supervised 0.98, AUROCsuperivsed 0.90-0.93 for

congestive heart failure) [113].  Zhang et al. developed a logistic regression method using

positive-only data with 150 cases identified by chart review and 6000 unlabeled records for

phenotyping primary aldosteronism (recall/precision 0.85/0.78) [140].  A similar approach using

SVM was applied to identify cases of acute hepatic porphyria (AUROC 0.775) [141].

Henderson et al. developed a semi-supervised tensor factorization method that underperformed

relative to supervised learning in phenotyping resistant hypertension and type-2 diabetes, but

required a fraction of reviewed charts (e.g AUROCsemi-supervised 0.66, AUROCsuperivsed 0.69 for

hypertension) [142].

Weakly-supervised learning

To eliminate the need for gold-standard labeled data, an increasingly common ML approach for

phenotyping is weakly-supervised learning.  The key idea behind weakly-supervised learning is

to utilize a “silver-standard” label that can be easily extracted from all records in place of the

gold-standard obtained from chart review [143].  The silver-standard label is typically selected
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by domain experts based on clinical expertise as a variable that is a highly predictive, but

imperfect proxy for the gold-standard [143–146]. For instance, in a study of systemic lupus

erythematosus, the silver standard labeled patients as having the condition if  4 or more

disease-specific ICD-9 codes were present in their record and as a control otherwise [147].

Other common choices of silver standard labels include lab results and free-text mentions of the

phenotype of interest [66,68,71], or topic categories defined by word embeddings [63].

Two main approaches for weakly-supervised learning appeared in the articles.  The first assumes

that the silver-standard label follows a mixture model representing phenotype cases and controls

[65,66,68,71–73,148].  For example, PheNorm [71] utilized Gaussian mixture-modeling and

denoising self-regression with silver standard labels based on counts of relevant billing codes

and free-text mentions of the phenotype.  PheNorm achieved comparable accuracy to penalized

logistic regression trained with 100-300 labels for 4 phenotypes (AUROCPheNorm 0.90-0.95,

AUCLogistic 0.90-0.95) [71].  The Multimodal Automated Phenotyping (MAP) method later

improved upon PheNorm by using an ensemble of mixture models and outperformed PheCodes

for 16 phenotypes [64,66].  The second set of approaches uses supervised learning methods

trained with a silver standard derived from data elements whose presence indicates a patient has

the phenotype whereas the absence is uninformative or is a noisy measure of control status

[25,77,96,144,145,147,149,150].  For example, the Automated PHenotype Routine for

Observational Definition, Identification, Training and Evaluation (APHRODITE) based on

silver-standard logistic regression was applied to 10 phenotypes across 3 Observational Health

Data Sciences and Informatics (OHDSI) sites in the U.S. and Korea [149].  APHRODITE

achieved mean recall and precision of 0.54 and 0.73 compared to 0.46 and 0.24 in Korea. The
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decreased performance at the Korean site is likely due to regional differences in the quality of

silver-standard labels.  Similar approaches utilizing deep learning approaches have been

developed in [25].

Unsupervised learning

In contrast to the previously mentioned approaches, unsupervised learning is primarily used for

phenotype discovery [151].  20 articles developed unsupervised models, with a majority using

latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA) [38,41,43,46,48], matrix or tensor factorization [40,44,52], and

hierarchical clustering [45,47,49–51] (Supplementary Material Table S12).  A deep autoencoder

was used to discover depression and suicidal ideation patterns [47].  Discovering subphenotypes

[39,43,46,48–50] and clusters of disease trajectory patterns [41,45,47,53,54] are the main focus

of unsupervised models.  For example, non-negative tensor factorization was used to discover 14

subphenotypes of cardiovascular disease (CVD) patients and their association with conventional

CVD risk scores and subsequent myocardial infarction [44]. Ibrahim et al. used hierarchical

clustering to identify sepsis clusters of patients with distinct organ dysfunction patterns [50].

Federated learning

With progress towards interoperability, such as common data models (CDMs) [151–154] and

Fast Healthcare Interoperability Resources (FHIR) [125,155], there has been increased interest in

developing phenotyping algorithms using EHR data from multiple institutions.  Federated

learning is a ML paradigm that facilitates model training with data from multiple institutions

utilizing only summary information (eg. model parameter estimate) in order to protect against the

sharing of individual-level data (Supplementary Material Figure S1).  Choudhury et al. extended
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federated learning to SVM, single-layer perceptron, and logistic regression [58].  The federated

approaches generally improved the precision for identifying opioid prescriptions relative to

localized training at a single institution (PrecisionFederated 0.92, PrecisionLocalized 0.95).  Kuo et al.

utilized blockchain technology for the classification of myocardial infarction with similar

performance as centralized learning using aggregated individual-level data (AUCblockchain

0.954-0.965, AUCcentralized 0.957-0.965) [128].

Context

Primary contributions

Figure 6 presents a summary of papers by their primary contribution.  Overall, application

papers are the most common type and primarily utilize supervised learning methods.

Applications developed phenotyping algorithms for diverse uses, including development of

clinical decision support tools [51,93,95] and phenome-wide association studies [66,68].  Among

methods articles, approaches to alleviate the burden of labeling, such as semi-supervised and

weakly-supervised learning, are the most prevalent.

Evaluation and reporting methods

Table 1 presents the evaluation metrics articles used to evaluate the performance of  phenotyping

algorithms.  Because phenotyping is typically focused on accurately identifying phenotype cases,

precision, recall, and F-score are most commonly reported.  However, there are inconsistencies

in reporting of multiple metrics across the articles and model calibration is rarely assessed.

Additionally, ML models were only compared with rule-based methods in 22 articles

[25,26,36,37,60,62–66,68,81,82,85,92,104,107,116,121,125,130,150] and exhibited improved
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performance in all but 4 studies [25,26,130,150].  Overall, we found limited reporting of data

descriptors necessary for implementation of a phenotyping algorithm to a new setting.  For

instance, patient demographics were only reported in 43 or 74 of papers using private data

sources.  Additionally, only 21% of articles released code. One third of methodology papers,

which use non-standard approaches unavailable in analytic software, were accompanied by open

source code.

DISCUSSION

Deep phenotyping

In recent years, there has been a call for “deep phenotyping” methods that move beyond

identification of binary phenotypes to characterization of more complex phenotypes such as

timing or severity of a condition [24,44–46,115,156]. While our study indicates that existing

literature remains focused on characterizing binary phenotypes, several preprints consider

severity and temporal phenotyping [36,157,158].  Additionally, most articles relied solely on

EHR data.  Characterizing nuanced phenotypes will require the integration of diverse datasets,

including voice recordings, genomic data, and mobile and wearable data, that provide the

behavioral, genetic, and environmental information that is missing from EHRs.

Evaluation & Reporting standards

Most articles used standard metrics to evaluate algorithm performance.  It is becoming

increasingly apparent that ML models are prone to bias that can harm marginalized groups

[159,160].  Only 1 article evaluated algorithmic fairness [161].  Fairness must be integrated into

phenotyping in the future.  However, reliable evaluation of model performance requires a
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substantial amount of gold-standard labeled data which is cumbersome to obtain.  There is very

little work on semi-supervised and weakly-supervised approaches for evaluating model

performance and further work is warranted [162]. Moreover, with the added complexity of ML

approaches and the increased use of EHR for health research, there is an urgent need for

reproducible phenotype definitions to enhance replicability and quality.  Kohane et al. recently

introduced a checklist for evaluating the quality of EHR-based studies, emphasizing phenotypic

transparency as a key concern [164].  OHDSI has proposed FAIR (Findable, Accessible,

Interoperable, Reusable) phenotype definitions [163], but they have yet to be widely adopted.

Accounting for phenotyping error

As ML expands the scope of phenotyping, care must be taken when using derived phenotypes for

downstream tasks as they are subject to error.  In the context of association studies, it is well

known within the statistical community that imperfect phenotypes lead to diminished statistical

power and biased estimation [165–167].  However, statistical methods are often siloed from the

informatics community.  We anticipate more work in disseminating existing methods as well as

in developing methodology for more complex settings such as predictive modeling studies.

Limitations

As the definition of phenotyping is broad and varies within the literature [11], we used a search

capturing articles focusing on ML or phenotyping using EHRs. Following prior studies, we

limited our scope to journals and conferences with the highest expected publications of recent

phenotyping methods [14].  Although we have missed articles published outside of these
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journals, our primary focus was to characterize key trends in ML-based phenotyping, which we

believe are captured in the venues considered in our study.

CONCLUSION

This review provides a summary of the recent trends of ML-based phenotyping between 2018

and 2022.  While traditional supervised learning is the most prevalent, semi-supervised,

weakly-supervised, deep, and federated learning are expanding the scope of phenotyping across

conditions and healthcare settings.  Current literature has laid the groundwork for “deep

phenotyping”, but developing standards and methodology for reliable use of phenotypes derived

from ML models is necessary for the continued success of EHR-based research.
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Figure 1. Overview of the four areas considered in our methodical review of the literature.
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Figure 2. PRISMA diagram for article selection. Only one exclusion reason was chosen for

each record during the screening process, although the reasons are not mutually exclusive.
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Figure 3. The most common phenotypes within the selected articles.

Note: Phenotypes are presented if they are focused by more than 4 papers.  Congestive heart

failure (n = 6) and heart failure (n = 3) are counted together, similarly for hypertension (n = 6),

resistant hypertension (n = 1), and pulmonary arterial hypertension (n = 1).  Cancer includes

pan-cancer (n = 1), breast cancer (n = 4), pancreatic cancer (n = 1), ovarian cancer (n = 1),

esophageal cancer (n = 1), and metastatic prostate cancer (n = 2).
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Figure 4a. Types of structured data used in the selected articles.

Figure 4b. Types of unstructured data used in the selected articles.  Medical history notes

include social history, cardiac surgery history,  and physical history.

Note: Articles often use more than one type of structured and/or unstructured data.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 27, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.23.22274218doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.23.22274218


Figure 5. Distribution of machine learning categories among the selected articles and the

number of articles using deep learning in each category.
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Figure 6. Number of articles and primary contributions.
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Table 1. Common prediction performance metrics reported in the selected articles.

Validation metrics Number of articles

Precision (Positive predictive value) 68

Recall (Sensitivity) 66

F-score 49

Area under the receiving operating characteristic curve (AUROC) 48

Specificity 23

Accuracy 18

Negative predictive value 17

Area under the precision-recall curve (AUPRC) 9

Calibration plots 5

Log loss 3

Matthews correlation coefficient 3

Normalized discounted cumulative gain 2

Brier score 2

Note: 82 articles considered multiple evaluation metrics. Metrics are presented if they are used

in more than one article.  Articles focusing on unsupervised learning use different evaluation

methods and are not included in the table.
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