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Abstract

Haemodynamic indices derived from Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD), such as Time-averaged

Wall Shear Stress (TAWSS) and Oscillatory Shear Index (OSI), are closely associated with restenosis

risk in Peripheral Arterial Disease (PAD). However, translating these insights into clinical practice may

require computationally efficient approaches such as Reduced Order Model (ROM) or Machine Learn-

ing (ML). To address this, we developed an ML-ROM framework to predict critical, restenosis-prone,

haemodynamic regions accounting for both vessel geometries and inlet flow waveforms. We generated

500 synthetic femoral-artery geometries parameterised by six geometric parameters, and created physio-

logically realistic inflow waveforms via Principal Component Analysis (PCA) of patient data. CFD was

used to obtain the Wall Shear Stress (WSS) distribution, from which TAWSS and OSI were computed.

Critical regions were then defined by applying threshold-based criteria to the TAWSS and OSI. Four

critical-region definitions were considered: two with vessel-specific relative thresholds (TAWSS< 33rd

percentile and OSI> 66nd percentile) and two with absolute thresholds (TAWSS< 0.5 Pa and OSI> 0.2).

Proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) was then applied to these high-dimensional critical-region data

to obtain ROMs; These were then used to train ML models from which the critical region regions could be

reconstructed. Three ML architectures were explored: a Fourier-based architecture, a Long Short-term

Memory (LSTM) architecture, and a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) architecture. The Fourier

models achieved the highest performance, with the median values of Balanced Accuracy (BA) exceeding

0.92 across all critical-region definitions. The model also offered a substantial speed-up ratio in the order

of 109 compared to traditional CFD.

Keywords: Restenosis, Peripheral Artery Disease, Wall Shear Stress, Proper Orthogonal Decomposition,

Reduced Order Model, Machine Learning.

1 Introduction

Lower-limb Peripheral Arterial Disease (PAD) is a common vascular condition that affects over 200 million

people worldwide, predominantly impacting the older population and individuals with cardiovascular risk
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factors [1–3]. It is primarily caused by atherosclerosis, a progressive disease marked by plaque buildup

that narrows and stiffens the arteries supplying the lower limbs. When symptoms become severe or limb-

threatening, patients often undergo surgical or endovascular revascularisation procedures, such as bypass

grafting, balloon angioplasty, or stent implantation [2]. Despite initial procedural success, a substantial

number of patients experience restenosis (re-narrowing) of the treated vessel, within months to years following

intervention [2, 4–10]. This failure of long-term patency is driven by complex biological responses, including

neointimal hyperplasia and lumen remodelling, which vary depending on the treatment approach and patient-

specific factors [7–12]. Evaluating which patients are at higher risk of restenosis, and where within the vessel

the pathological changes may occur, remains a major clinical challenge.

Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) has been widely applied to investigate haemodynamic characteris-

tics in cardiovascular diseases [4–21]. In particular, CFD studies of restenosis following PAD treatment have

shown that haemodynamic indices related to Wall Shear Stress (WSS) such as Time-averaged WSS (TAWSS)

and Oscillatory Shear Index (OSI) are associated with restenosis progression: regions of low TAWSS or high

OSI are consistently linked to inflammation, endothelial dysfunction and tissue regrowth. [5–11]. The promi-

nent examples include the study by GökGöl et al. [5] where CFD-derived areas with low TAWSS (<0.5 Pa),

high TAWSS (>7 Pa), and high OSI (>0.3) were used to predict restenosis after 6 months. Donadoni et

al. [11] proposed a novel haemodynamic metric called Highly Oscillatory Low Magnitude Shear (HOLMES),

which integrates low TAWSS with high OSI and was shown to identify regions prone to neointimal hyperpla-

sia. Colombo et al.[7] used TAWSS, OSI and Relative Residence Time (RRT) computed from CFD to identify

critical regions using percentile-based thresholds, demonstrating that areas of low TAWSS are correlated with

restenosis risk. Beyond restenosis in PAD, TAWSS and OSI indices have also been extensively applied in

the study of coronary artery disease in a similar manner [18–21]. For instance, Hoogendoorn et al. [18] used

critical regions based on artery-specific percentile-based thresholds of TAWSS, OSI and other haemodynamic

indices to show that atherosclerotic plaque initiation and growth are associated with low and multidirectional

WSS regions. Using a similar percentile-based threshold approach, De Nisco et al. [21] showed that coronary

plaque progression was associated with areas that exhibit high Topological Shear Variation Index (TSVI)

and low TAWSS.

Despite the great contribution of CFD to the field, its application to routine clinical practice is limited

due to its high computational cost, long processing times, reliance on proprietary software, and the need

for expert judgment to balance the trade-off between accuracy and complexity [22]. In response to these

limitaions, data-driven approaches, which include various types of machine learning (ML) and reduced-order

modelling (ROM), have increasingly been adopted alongside traditional CFD. These methods have shown

effectiveness across a range of haemodynamic studies, ranging from the prediction of blood haemodynamic

quantities [23–34], to the enhancement of data resolution and noise reduction [35–39].

The key strength of ML lies in its ability to extract and exploit complex patterns that exist in large

datasets [40, 41]. However, higher data dimensionality often leads to greater computational demands and

increased model sensitivity to noise [41]. Dimensionality reduction helps address both issues. [41–43]. Proper

Orthogonal Decomposition (POD), also known as Principal Component Analysis (PCA), is one of the most

commonly used dimensionality reduction techniques [32, 35, 44]. POD works by applying Singular Value

Decomposition (SVD) to extract a set of orthogonal modes. The original high-dimensional Full Order Model

(FOM) is then projected onto this reduced set of modes, yielding a compact Reduced Order Model (ROM).

The ROM flow field is represented by coefficients that quantify each mode’s contribution, providing an efficient

low-dimensional description while preserving essential physics. POD has been applied across cardiovascular
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settings to reduce high-dimensional flow data. For example, Di Labbio and Kadem [45] investigated coherent

flow structures in a left ventricle with aortic regurgitation, comparing POD with Dynamic Mode Decompo-

sition (DMD), and Chatpattanasiri et al. [35] applied an extension of POD called Robust POD to construct

computationally efficient ROMs of the velocity field in a dissected aortic dissection.

Another powerful use of ROMs is in combination with ML models for predictive tasks. In such integrated

POD–ML frameworks, ML models are trained to map input parameters (such as boundary conditions and

vascular geometries) to POD coefficients, which are then used to reconstruct haemodynamic fields of interest

[29–33]. For instance, Pajaziti et al. [29] trained Feed-forward Neural Networks (FFNNs) to predict PCA

coefficients of velocity and pressure fields in an aorta based on the PCA coefficients of the shapes of each

aorta, and Chatpattanasiri et al. [32] developed a POD–ML framework that uses LSTMs and FFNNs to

predict time-dependent WSS directly from the inlet flowrate waveform under a limited training data regime,

demonstrating the performance through two case studies in patient-specific arteries: a femoral artery and a

dissected aorta. More recently, Gerdroodbary and Salavatidezfouli [33] utilised POD and LSTM networks

to predict velocity and pressure in patient-specific carotid arteries with and without stenosis, evaluating

reconstruction errors across different POD mode numbers.

However, existing ML-ROM haemodynamic studies have typically focused on one source of variability at

a time. Several works explored steady-state or a fixed inlet boundary condition flow fields across different

vascular geometries [23–29]. Others investigated unsteady flows in a fixed geometry under varying inlet

flowrate waveforms [30–33]. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, no study has yet combined both aspects in

the same model, which is essential to capture the full spectrum of haemodynamic variability. This gap is due to

the substantial complexity needed for an ML model to account for both sources of variability simultaneously.

Each new geometry already alters local haemodynamics in a nonlinear manner, while waveform variation adds

further temporal dynamics that interact with these geometric effects. Capturing this joint dependence may

require a large, high-fidelity dataset and an overly complex model capable of generalising across diverse spatio-

temporal patterns. Siena et al. [34] attempted a step in this direction by examining geometric and inflow

variability within one ML-ROM prediction framework. However, they explored these sources of variability

separately as stenosis severity was varied with fixed inflow conditions, while inflow scaling was studied with

fixed stenosis severity.

In our work, we advance the state of the art by introducing a new ML-ROM framework that accounts for

variability in both vessel geometry and inlet flowrate waveform simultaneously. We generated a set of synthetic

of geometries by deforming a baseline model using six geometric parameters related to the tapering, stenosis,

and curvature. In parallel, synthetic inlet flowrate waveforms were created by applying PCA to a set of real

patient waveforms, and then randomising the PCA coefficients to capture physiologically realistic variation.

To keep the computational demand tractable, rather than directly attempting to predict full TAWSS and

OSI distributions, we post-processed the CFD results to compute haemodynamic indices (TAWSS and OSI),

and applied thresholds reported in prior studies to identify the critical regions (regions on the vessel’s surface

that are associated with risk of restenosis). POD was then used to construct ROMs of the critical regions,

and ML models were trained to predict the corresponding ROM coefficients. Finally, the predicted critical

regions are obtained by reconstructing the ROMs with these predicted coefficients. This framework efficiently

incorporates both anatomical and waveform variability while remaining computationally tractable.

3



Figure 1: Diagrammatic overview of the study methodology. (a) Synthetic stenosed geometries and inflow

waveforms were generated and used in CFD simulations to obtain haemodynamic indices, and thresholds

were applied to identify critical regions which served as FOMs. (b) POD was applied to FOMs to identify

POD modes. (c) ML models were trained on geometric and inlet flowrate waveform parameters to predict

POD coefficients, which were then used to reconstruct the predicted critical regions.

2 Methods

Figure 1 provides an overview of the workflow of this study. The process begins with the FOM step, Figure 1a)

where a baseline femoral artery geometry was parametrically deformed to generate 500 synthetic stenosed

geometries, while 12 real flowrate waveforms were used to reconstruct 500 physiologically realistic inflow

waveforms. CFD was used to simulate the flow in each geometry–waveform pair. WSS distributions were

then calculated from which TAWSS and OSI were derived. Next, critical regions associated with restenosis

risk were identified by applying threshold-based criteria: two artery-specific percentile-based thresholds,

TAWSS33 (TAWSS < 33rd percentile) and OSI66 (OSI > 66th percentile), and two absolute thresholds based

on reported values in the literature [12], TAWSS0.5 (TAWSS < 0.5 Pa) and OSI0.2 (OSI > 0.2). This led to

four distinct FOMs, one for each threshold, which were handled separately in the subsequent ROM and ML

stages. Further details on dataset generation can be found in Section 2.1. In the ROM step (Figure 1b), POD

was applied to each of the FOMs to extract a set of orthogonal modes that efficiently represent the spatial

distribution of the critical regions while retaining their essential features as explained in Section 2.2. Lastly,
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Figure 2: Dataset generation. (a) Synthetic geometries are created by deforming a baseline model in three

steps, using six geometric parameters. Examples of generated geometries are shown. (b) Synthetic flowrate

waveforms obtained by applying PCA to 12 real flowrate waveforms and randomising coefficients. Examples

of original and synthetic waveforms are shown.

Figure 1c shows the supervised ML models, which were trained on geometric and inlet flowrate waveform

parameters. The models predicted the reduced-order representations (can be viewed as POD coefficients),

which were subsequently mapped back onto the POD modes to reconstruct the critical regions. More details

on the ML models, including the ML architecture explored, training workflow, and hyperparameter tuning

strategy, are presented in Section 2.3.

2.1 Dataset generation

This section provides a brief overview of the dataset generation process. Full methodological details are

reported in Supplementary Material 1. Figure 2 illustrate the overall process.

The dataset generation began with a baseline model representing a straight cylindrical vessel, constructed

with diameter and length values characteristic of the human femoral artery. This model was meshed and

validated for a mesh independence test before serving as the template for subsequent deformations. Geomet-

ric variability was introduced through six parameters: inlet (Dinlet) and outlet diameters (Doutlet), stenosis

severity (α), stenosis length (δ), stenosis position (δ), and overall curvature (ρ), with their definitions and
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Table 1: Definition and sampling ranges of geometric parameters used for synthetic geometry generation.

Parameter Symbol Definition Range

Inlet diameter Dinlet Vessel diameter at inlet cross-section 4.8 - 7.2 mm

Outlet diameter Doutlet Vessel diameter at outlet cross-section 4.3 - 6.5 mm

Stenosis severity α Maximum ratio of reduction in diameter 0.2 - 0.7

Stenosis length δ The length of stenosis 14.4 - 66.4 mm

Stenosis position s Axial location of stenosis centre 120 - 210 mm

Curvature ρ Vessel curvature (inverse radius) -0.004 - 0.004 mm−1

ranges summarised in Table 1. Parameter values were sampled using Latin Hypercube Sampling (LHS) to

ensure efficient and uniform coverage of the multidimensional space. Each baseline mesh was then systemat-

ically deformed in three steps. First, a localised Gaussian-shaped stenosis was imposed to control narrowing

severity and length (similar to studies by Buoso et al. [46] and Wong et al. [27]). Second, a tapering trans-

formation adjusted the diameter variation between the inlet and outlet. Finally, a curvature transformation

introduced uniform vessel bending. This procedure generated 500 synthetic stenosed geometries spanning a

wide and physiologically realistic spectrum of lumen narrowing and tortuosity, as illustrated in Figure 2a.

To generate 500 synthetic inlet flowrate waveforms, a set of twelve patient-derived femoral artery inflow

waveforms was first collected to establish the base population, shown in Figure 2b (left). PCA was applied

to these real waveform signals, representing them using a set of twelve PCA coefficients. To synthesise new

waveforms, each coefficient was sampled using Latin Hypercube Sampling (LHS) within a bounded interval

defined by its mean ± one standard deviation across the patient dataset, ensuring realistic yet diverse

variations. In addition, the waveform period was treated as a separate parameter and sampled using LHS in

a similar manner. Each synthetic waveform was reconstructed from the sampled coefficients and rescaled to

the sampled period before being uniformly interpolated onto a fixed temporal grid with step size ∆t = 0.005

s. The resulting synthetic population (Figure 2b, right) provided 500 distinct inflows that retained clinical

realism while spanning a wide range of physiologically plausible dynamics.

To confirm physiological relevance, Reynolds and Womersley numbers were computed using the inlet

diameter Dinlet, and assuming a value of blood viscosity of µ = 0.004 Pa · s for all cases [47]. The Reynolds

number based on time-averaged flow rate spans 95.5 to 270.0, while the peak Reynolds number (using the

cycle-maximum flow rate) spans between 287.7 and 1026.0. The Womersley number, also using Dinlet, varies

from 6.52 to 10.72. These ranges are consistent with values reported in the literature for femoral arteries [48,

49].

Blood flow in each geometry–waveform pair was simulated using CFD implemented in Ansys Fluent 19.0

(Ansys Inc., PA, USA). Blood was modelled as a non-Newtonian fluid with Carreau viscosity, and a time-

dependent parabolic velocity profile matching the synthetic waveform was prescribed at the inlet. Simulations

were run for two cardiac cycles, with the first cycle discarded to remove transient effects. The 500 simulation

results were split into 300:100:100 for training, validation, and testing, respectively, for the subsequent ROM

(Section 2.2) and ML (Section 2.3) phases. To validate the reliability of the CFD setup, additional simulations

were performed by replicating the experimental and numerical conditions of cases studied by Hong et al. [50],

who investigated pulsatile flow in curved and stenosed channels. Comparison of velocity fields confirmed good

agreement and provided confidence in our simulations.

WSS distributions were extracted and used to compute TAWSS and OSI according to Equations(1):
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TAWSS =
1

T

∫ T

0

|τw| dt (1a)

OSI = 0.5

(
1 −

|
∫ T

0
τw dt|∫ T

0
|τw| dt

)
(1b)

where τw is the instantaneous WSS vector and T is the cardiac cycle period.

Critical regions were then defined by applying threshold-based criteria to the TAWSS and OSI distribu-

tions. Although numerous studies agree that low TAWSS and high OSI are associated with restenosis risk,

the thresholds used in the literature vary considerably [4, 12, 18, 21, 51]. For this reason, our aim was not

to determine the optimal threshold, but rather to demonstrate that our ML framework can robustly predict

critical regions under different plausible definitions. To this end, we considered four types of critical-region

definitions based on two types of thresholding approaches. The first approach applied artery-specific (or

relative) thresholds: TAWSS33 for TAWSS values below the 33rd percentile and OSI66 for OSI values above

the 66th percentile. This percentile-based approach has been used in multiple studies involving femoral,

coronary and other arteries [4, 18, 21, 51]. The second approach applied absolute thresholds: TAWSS0.5

(TAWSS < 0.5 Pa) and OSI0.2 (OSI > 0.2), reported as commonly adopted thresholds in Ninno et al. [12].

Each threshold produced a binary representation of critical regions, which served as a separate FOM for the

subsequent phases.

2.2 POD

POD was used to obtain low-dimensional bases for the critical-region distributions. For each thresholding

criterion, a separate ROM was constructed. Only a brief description of POD is provided here, and more

details can be found in [43, 52].

Let N be the number of vessel-wall nodes (identical number across cases by construction of the deformed

baseline mesh). For case µk, let x
(q)
k ∈ {0, 1}N denote a binary vector indicating whether each node belongs

to the critical region q ∈ {TAWSS33,OSI66,TAWSS0.5,OSI0.2}. Stacking the mean-centred Ntrain training

cases gives the data matrix

X(q) =
[
x1 − x̄(q), x2 − x̄(q), . . . , xNtrain

− x̄(q)
]
, (2)

with x̄(q) denoting the mean values across the training dataset. SVD is then applied to X(q):

X(q) = U (q)Σ(q)V (q)⊤. (3)

The columns of U (q) are the POD spatial modes {Φ
(q)
i } ordered by decreasing singular values {σ(q)

i }.

Truncating to r modes yields the basis U
(q)
r = [Φ

(q)
1 ,Φ

(q)
2 , . . . ,Φ

(q)
r ].

For any case µk, the POD coefficients are

a
(q)
k = U (q)

r

⊤(
x
(q)
k − x̄(q)

)
, (4)

and the r-mode reconstruction is

x̂
(q)
k = x̄(q) + U (q)

r a
(q)
k . (5)
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Figure 3: ML models. The models explored in our study are named after their treatment of the inlet flowrate

waveform input: (a) Fourier model, (b) LSTM model, and (c) CNN model.

x̂
(q)
k can then be re-binarised by another threshold value. The reconstruction performance was assessed

by framing each vessel surface as a binary classification problem, where predicted and true critical-region

distributions were compared node-wise to compute true positives (TP), true negatives (TN), false positives

(FP), and false negatives (FN). To account for potential class imbalance, the reconstruction performance was

evaluated using balanced accuracy (BA), defined as the mean of sensitivity and specificity :

Sensitivity =
TP

TP + FN
, Specificity =

TN

TN + FP
(6)

BA = 1
2

(
Sensitivity + Specificity

)
= 1

2

(
TP

TP + FN
+

TN

TN + FP

)
. (7)

2.3 ML models

Three ML models were explored to map inputs to the POD coefficients of the critical-region distributions,

each predicting an r-dimensional coefficient vector that was subsequently used to reconstruct the regions.

The models were named after their treatment of the flowrate waveform: the Fourier model represented it
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by Fourier coefficients, while the LSTM and CNN models learned directly from the waveform time series

sampled at 100 time intervals (Figure 3). All models took as input two groups of features: the six geometric

parameters appended with two scalar flowrate parameters (average flowrate and period), and the waveform

representation specific to each model.

1. Fourier model. The waveform was represented by its Fourier coefficients: sine (ai) and cosine (bi)

which were concatenated with the geometric and scalar waveform features to form a single vector. This

vector was then passed through multiple dense layers with Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) activations to

map to the POD coefficients.

2. LSTM model. The waveform sequence was fed into stacked LSTM layers, while the geometric/flowrate

parameters were passed through dense layers. The two embeddings were concatenated and then mapped

through dense layers to predict the POD coefficients.

3. CNN model. The waveform sequence was processed using 1D convolution layers with max-pooling,

then aggregated via global average pooling. The geometric/flowrate features were handled using dense

layers. The results were concatenated and passed through another set of dense layers to predict the

POD coefficients.

The Adam optimiser was employed for training. The training process was set to automatically terminate

if the validation loss did not decrease for 20 consecutive epochs, with the model parameters restored to their

values 20 epochs earlier. The loss function was defined as a class-balanced binary cross-entropy, where the

weights were computed as the ratio of class imbalance between positive and negative samples in each batch:

L = − 1

NNb

N∑
i=1

Nb∑
j=1

[
wpos x

(q)
i,j log

(
x̃
(q)
i,j + ε

)
+ wneg

(
1 − x

(q)
i,j

)
log
(

1 − x̃
(q)
i,j + ε

)]
, (8)

where x
(q)
i,j is the ground truth critical-region label (0 or 1) for node i, case j, x̃

(q)
i,j is the predicted value

after reconstruction by POD, wpos and wneg are class-balancing weights, Nb is the batch size, and ε = 10−6

is a small constant for numerical stability1.

To obtain the loss, the predicted coefficients x̃
(q)
k were first mapped back to a critical-region field x̃

(q)
k =

x̄(q) + U
(q)
r ã

(q)
k , followed by a steep sigmoid to provide a soft binarisation relative to the chosen threshold.

Hyperparameters, including parameters related to the model architecture, regularisation coefficients, learning

rate, the number of POD coefficients, and threshold values, were selected automatically using Optuna[53].

In each Optuna trial, ML training was repeated 10 times with different initialisations; the trial score with

the highest mean BA on the validation dataset was taken. After 200 trials, the best model was re-evaluated

on the test dataset.

3 Results

3.1 POD reconstruction performance

The reconstruction performance of the POD was evaluated for each of the four critical-region definitions. BA

was used to quantify reconstruction quality, comparing the original and reconstructed critical-region data

1Specifically for cases where x̃
(q)
i,j is close to 0 or 1.
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Figure 4: POD reconstruction performance. BA of reconstructed critical regions as a function of mode

number i for (a) TAWSS33, (b) OSI66, (c) TAWSS0.5, and (d) OSI0.2. Results are shown for training

(grey), validation (red), and test (purple) datasets.
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Figure 5: Comparison of test dataset BA across the three ML models for four critical-region definitions:

(a) TAWSS33, (b) OSI66, (c) TAWSS0.5, and (d) OSI0.2. Each raincloud plot shows case-wise distribution,

combining a half-violin (distribution), a boxplot (median and interquartile range), and a dot plot (each test

case). Results of pairwise Wilcoxon signed-rank tests are shown with * for p < 0.05, and ** for p ≥ 0.05 .

across all vessel-wall nodes. Figure 4 presents the median BA values as a function of the number of retained

modes for training, validation, and test datasets.

Reconstructing critical regions based on relative thresholds (TAWSS33 and OSI66) showed rapid conver-

gence of BA, with the value exceeding 0.95 using only 20 modes and plateauing for higher mode numbers.

Convergence was slightly slower for regions based on absolute thresholds (TAWSS0.5 and OSI0.2), requiring

about 50 modes to achieve similar levels of performance and exhibiting larger gaps between training and

validation/test datasets compared to TAWSS33 and OSI66. This could be due to the fact that absolute

thresholds produce strongly imbalanced classes, with the majority of nodes on the vessel surface identified

as non-critical: while TAWSS33 and OSI66 each label 33% of nodes as critical for all cases by definition,

TAWSS0.5 identifies only 7.5% of nodes, and OSI0.2 identifies only 17.3% as critical on average across cases

in the training dataset. These imbalances also vary across vessels, making the binary fields less homoge-

neous and harder for low-rank bases to capture. Nevertheless, the median BA curves for validation and test

datasets remained consistently high and only slightly below the training curves, indicating that the POD

bases generalised well to unseen cases.
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3.2 ML prediction performance

Figure 5 presents BA distributions across the test dataset for the three ML architectures and four critical-

region definitions. These are the models with optimal hyperparameters found by Optuna (see Supplementary

Material 2 for the hyperparameters and training curves of all models). The Fourier models consistently

achieved the highest performance, with median (and interquartile range, IQR) BA values of 0.928 (0.0514),

0.925 (0.0564), 0.927 (0.135), and 0.922 (0.808) for TAWSS33, OSI66, TAWSS0.5, and OSI0.2, respectively.

The LSTM models yielded slightly lower performance, with median BA values between 0.868 and 0.916, while

the CNN models showed the lowest performance, with median BA varying from 0.850 to 0.913. Wilcoxon

signed-rank tests confirmed that Fourier models significantly outperformed both LSTM and CNN models

across all four critical-region definitions (p < 0.05 in every case). Comparisons between LSTM and CNN

revealed mixed outcomes: LSTM achieved significantly higher accuracy for OSI66 and OSI0.2, while no

significant differences were observed for TAWSS33 or TAWSS0.5. The superior performance of the Fourier

models may arise from their compact representation of inflow waveforms, which efficiently encodes dominant

features while reducing susceptibility to overfitting compared to LSTM and CNN models.

For all models explored, critical regions defined by relative thresholds (TAWSS33 and OSI66) produced

more stable predictions, with IQRs ranging between 0.0514 and 0.0772 across models (e.g., Fourier: 0.0514

for TAWSS33 and 0.0564 for OSI66; LSTM: 0.0652 and 0.0659; CNN: 0.0663 and 0.0772). In contrast, critical

regions defined by absolute thresholds (TAWSS0.5 and OSI0.2) were associated with wider variability, with

IQRs extending from 0.0808 up to 0.228 (e.g., Fourier: 0.135 for TAWSS0.5 and 0.0808 for OSI0.2; LSTM:

0.219 and 0.119; CNN: 0.228 and 0.100).

For brevity, subsequent analyses focused exclusively on the results of the Fourier models, since the models

of this architecture achieved the highest performance across all critical-region definitions.

To qualitatively assess prediction accuracy, Figure 6 presents examples of reconstructed critical regions

predicted by the Fourier models. The corresponding confusion matrix for each is shown on the right. These

reconstruction examples are the median-performing cases in the test dataset. Our Fourier-based frame-

work correctly predicted critical-region distributions for all four critical-region definitions, with the median

BA values exceeding 0.92. Minor discrepancies were primarily observed around the critical regions, where

threshold-based binarisation is prone to errors due to small variations. It should be noted that even for the

case of TAWSS0.5 in which many nodes are misclassified as critical (high FP), the BA value is still high. This

is due to the model identifying nearly all the critical nodes correctly (high TP), resulting in high sensitivity.

At the same time, TN greatly outnumbers FP, hence the specificity remains acceptably high. This explains

the high value of BA in TAWSS0.5 (see equation 7).

3.3 Robustness analysis

The robustness of the Fourier models were examined by plotting BA against selected input parameters,

namely stenosis severity (α), stenosis length (δ), curvature (ρ), average flowrate (Q̄) and the first Fourier

coefficient pair (a1 and b1), as in Figure 7. Across all four critical-region definitions, no clear monotonic trends

were observed between model performance and individual input features. BA remained consistently high over

the full range of parameter values, indicating that the model generalises effectively across diverse anatomical

and waveform conditions rather than being tuned to narrow subsets of the input space. Mild differences can

be observed between thresholding approaches: critical regions with relative thresholds (TAWSS33 in Figure

7a and OSI66 in Figure 7b) yielded slightly higher and more consistent BA compared to absolute thresholds

12



Figure 6: Three-dimensional reconstructed critical region of the median case for each definition using Fourier

models, comparing ML-predicted regions with the original CFD-derived ones. The corresponding confusion

matrix for each case is shown on the right.
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Figure 7: BA of the Fourier models across the test dataset plotted against selected geometric and waveform

parameters for the four critical-region definitions: (a) TAWSS33, (b) OSI66, (c) TAWSS0.5, and (d) OSI0.2.

Results for other parameters are reported in Supplementary Material 2.
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Figure 8: BA of Fourier models as a function of class imbalance, quantified by the fraction of nodes classified

as critical (Ncritical/Nnodes) for (a) TAWSS0.5 and (b) OSI0.2. The vertical dashed line marks the point of

perfect class balance.

(TAWSS0.5 in Figure 7c and OSI0.2 in Figure 7d). This suggests that percentile-based thresholds produce

critical regions of more consistent size and distribution across cases, whereas absolute thresholds can generate

more fragmented or imbalanced regions, making them harder to predict reliably. Similar BA plots against

the rest of the input features are provided in Supplementary Material 2.

Lastly, the relationship between model performance and class imbalance was examined by plotting BA

against the fraction of nodes classified as critical (Ncritical/Nnodes) in Figure 8. This analysis was performed

only for TAWSS0.5 and OSI0.2, since by definition, TAWSS33 and OSI66 always include approximately 33%

of nodes in the critical regions, and thus do not vary in class balance. TAWSS0.5 (Figure 8a) and OSI0.2

(Figure 8b) produced highly skewed distributions, with most cases concentrated near the lower end of the

critical-node fraction axis because absolute thresholds often identify only a small proportion of the vessel

surface as part of the critical regions. A mild negative correlation between BA and critical-node fraction was

observed, which is likely because cases with low critical nodes dominated the training data. A number of

TAWSS0.5 cases achieved a perfect BA = 1.00 because no nodes were classified as critical, and the model

correctly captured this outcome2. The vertical red line at critical-node fraction of 0.5 highlights the point

of perfect class balance, which was rarely approached in either index. These findings indicate that class

imbalance is intrinsic to absolute thresholding, and this contributes to the greater variability observed in

predictive performance compared with relative thresholds.

3.4 Computational cost

A major advantage of the proposed framework lies in its substantial reduction of computational time cost,

shown in Table 2. The full-order CFD simulations were performed on the UCL Department of Computer

Science cluster (Intel Xeon Gold 5118 at 2.3 GHz, 10 processors). To generate the dataset of 500 cases,

simulations were divided into 10 batches. Depending on case setup and available computing resources in

the cluster, each batch required 20–60 hours to run. Following completion, the CFD results from each

batch were compressed and transferred to the local workstation, adding an additional 20–25 hours. Certain

stages overlapped in execution: for example, new CFD runs were initiated as soon as the previous batch had

been compressed and prepared for download. Occasional cluster failures interrupted some CFD cases and

required reruns, which prolonged the process. In total, dataset generation consumed approximately 25 days

2In such cases, the calculation of BA in Equation 7 involve 0/0, which we then corrected to 1.00 to represent the perfectly

correct prediction.
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Table 2: Offline and online computational costs of the Fourier models for the four critical-region definitions:

TAWSS33, OSI66, TAWSS0.5, and OSI0.2. µs = microseconds.

TAWSS33 OSI66 TAWSS0.5 OSI0.2

Offline Dataset generation time (CFD) 600 hours 600 hours 600 hours 600 hours

POD ROM construction time 0.295 s 0.256 s 0.284 s 0.260 s

ML development time 249 mins 289 mins 323 mins 320 mins

Online CFD simulation time 40 hours 40 hours 40 hours 40 hours

ML evaluation time 74.7 µs 83.5 µs 94.3 µs 79.3 µs

Speed-up ratio 1.93 × 109 1.72 × 109 1.53 × 109 1.82 × 109

(or 600 hours). Four cases continued to fail at the final rerun stage and were excluded, leaving 469 cases for

downstream analysis3.

The ROM and ML tasks were performed locally. POD construction for each critical-region definition was

executed on a local workstation CPU (Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-12900K at 3.2 GHz), requiring less than 0.30

seconds, highlighting the negligible cost of building the ROMs once the CFD dataset is available. The ML

development stage consisted of an Optuna-based hyperparameter search performed on the local CPU, where

each Optuna trial launched 10 consecutive training runs on an Nvidia RTX A2000 GPU. Across targets, the

ML development time in each critical-region definition ranges from 249 to 323 minutes.

Online evaluation of full trained ML models on new inputs is effectively instantaneous. Inference was

performed on the local CPU, with each evaluation taking less than 100 microseconds, compared to approx-

imately 40 hours for a single CFD simulation. This corresponds to speed-up ratios on the order of 109. It

is important to emphasise that the reported speed-up ratios are estimates, as the CFD simulations and the

ML evaluation were executed on different computational platforms.

4 Discussion

The results demonstrate that the proposed ML-ROM framework can accurately identify critical regions

defined by both artery-specific WSS percentiles (TAWSS33, OSI66) and fixed absolute cut-offs (TAWSS0.5,

OSI0.2). The Fourier representation of inflow waveforms proved most effective, outperforming LSTM and

CNN. This suggests that a compact Fourier representation of the inflow waveform was sufficient to achieve

a reliable prediction of critical regions. Excessive temporal information may act as noise, and thus reduce

the predictive performance of ML models. Specifically, only a few dominant frequency contents carry the

most useful predictive value, as revealed by the Optuna hyperparameter fine-tuning results: only 1-3 Fourier

pairs were needed. However, this likely stems from the decision to simplify the task to predicting binary

critical-region fields rather than full TAWSS or OSI fields, which reduces dependence on detailed flowrate

waveform information. In fact, prior studies that predicted full haemodynamic fields under varying flowrate

waveforms in fixed geometries have shown that the predicted fields change with variations in the input

waveform. Examples include the prediction of WSS by Chatpattanasiri et al. [32], as well as velocity fields

by MacRaild et al. [31] and Drakoulas et al. [30]. In this context, compact Fourier representations provide

3Thus, the actual training:validation:test split is 300:97:99.
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effective inputs for the current critical-region prediction framework, while greater temporal resolution may

be needed when the objective is to reproduce full haemodynamic quantities rather than thresholded critical

regions.

Robustness analyses confirmed that the prediction performance of the Fourier models was unaffected by

variability in geometry and inflow waveform. The models achieved excellent generalisability across cases

inside the test dataset. Predictions based on TAWSS0.5 and OSI0.2 showed slightly lower performance

compared to those based on TAWSS33 and OSI66, driven by class imbalance. This is consistent with the

POD reconstruction analysis, where TAWSS33 and OSI66-based ROMs yielded more stable and accurate

reconstructions than TAWSS0.5 and OSI0.2 ones. Findings from both POD and ML stages lead to a sim-

ilar conclusion: percentile-based thresholding definitions produce more consistent critical regions, whereas

absolute thresholding definitions may create imbalanced datasets that are inherently harder to model [54,

55].

An important limitation of the present work concerns the type of output predicted. In this study, the

framework targeted binary fields of critical regions. This choice was made to keep computational demand

tractable and facilitate model training. While effective for highlighting risk-prone areas, this inevitably

discards richer haemodynamic detail. Predicting continuous TAWSS and OSI distributions, or more ambi-

tiously, the full time-dependent WSS distributions, would provide much greater physiological insight. How-

ever, achieving this while taking into account both geometric and waveform variability would likely require

more advanced dimensionality reduction methods than POD, which is a fully linear method [43, 52].

An alternative would be to bypass dimensionality reduction altogether by predicting WSS point-wise in

spatio-temporal coordinates. This might necessitate more advanced model architectures. For example, graph

convolutional networks (GCNs) can naturally capture spatial dependencies on irregular vascular meshes [25,

56, 57]. Notable examples include Image2Flow by Yao et al. [25], which used a U-net architecture with the

graph structure of GCNs to represent vascular mesh topology. Their model performed segmentation, mesh

generation, and haemodynamic field prediction in a single framework. Another interesting model architecture

is hypernetworks, where one network generates the weights of another, offering a means to adapt parameters

across varying geometrical and physiological conditions and thereby improving generalisability. [58, 59]. The

Neural Implicit Flow (NIF) by Pan et al. [58] framework illustrates how hypernetworks can be applied,

with the main network predicting field values from the spatial coordinate and the hypernetwork taking flow

conditions (e.g. time, Reynolds number, sensor measurements) as the input to generate parameters in the

main network. With these more advance network architectures, vessel geometries can be incorporated into

the network in greater detail. Rather than relying on a limited set of geometric parameters, the input

could include full vessel spatial coordinates (with mesh connectivity for GCNs). Following this direction,

synthetic geometries may be generated using more complex methods such as statistical shape models (SSMs)

or generative adversarial networks (GANs), which capture more detailed anatomical variability to generate

more realistic vascular geometries. Examples include the work of Pajaziti et al. [29] who generated 3000

synthetic aortic shapes from the original 67 geometries using SSM. These approaches could enable richer

training datasets and would lead to better prediction accuracy and generalisability.

Finally, the framework was developed as a purely data-driven approach, with no explicit incorporation of

physical governing equations. Embedding physics-informed elements, for instance through physics-informed

neural networks (PINNs) [60], may improve predictive accuracy and interpretability. For example, Csala et

al. [61] developed a physics-constrained coupled neural differential equation framework that improves the

accuracy of one-dimensional cardiovascular flow models. More similar to our current work, Wong et al. [27]
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employed PINNs to predict velocity and pressure fields across multiple two-dimensional idealised stenosed

cylindrical geometries, parameterised by stenosis length and severity. By implementing PINNs within a

Hypernetwork framework, Wong et al. [27] achieved notable accuracy and robustness. This performance,

however, came at the expense of extremely long runtimes and substantial GPU demand. Chan et al. [28]

extended this idea into three-dimensional idealised stenosed tube-like geometries with sinusoidal shape cur-

vature. Interestingly, they found that fully data-driven models outperform PINNs, in both accuracy and

training cost. This can be attributed to the large and quality training dataset, arranged nicely in a uniform

grid in the geometric parameter space. By contrast, in settings like ours where assembling such abundant,

uniformly distributed data is impractical, integrating PINNs into the ML-ROM framework may help improve

the model generalisability. The key challenge lies in designing an efficient coupling between PINNs and ROM.

Past attempts to incorporate PINNs with POD-based ROM include the works of Chen et al. [62] and Fu

et al [63], but their works remained confined to basic case studies with simple idealised geometries. These

studies highlight both the promise and the practical challenges of merging PINNs with ROM, particularly

when moving beyond simplified cases.

5 Conclusions

This work presents a novel ML–ROM framework to identify restenosis-prone regions on the surface of femoral

arteries. To the best of the author’s knowledge, our study is the first to incorporate variability in vessel geome-

try and inflow waveform simultaneously in prediction tasks. Synthetic femoral artery geometries and realistic

inlet flowrate waveforms were generated, with CFD providing WSS distributions from which critical regions

were identified using both relative (TAWSS33, OSI66) and absolute (TAWSS0.5, OSI0.2) thresholds. POD

was applied to obtain compact reduced-order representations of the critical-region distributions, and three

ML model architectures (Fourier, LSTM, and CNN models) were trained to predict the corresponding POD

coefficients, which were subsequently used to reconstruct the predicted critical regions. The Fourier models

emerged as the most effective, achieving test-set BA above 0.92 across all critical-region definitions, and

demonstrating strong robustness to diverse anatomical and waveform conditions. A small number of Fourier

coefficients efficiently captures inflow waveform dynamics that are essential to predict the critical-region

distributions, outperforming more complex LSTM and CNN models that are trained on the full waveform

sequence. The framework delivers fast critical-region identification, with a speed-up ratio on the order of 109

compared to the time it takes to run a case of CFD. By providing accurate and generalisable identification of

restenosis-prone regions under realistic variability, this study offers a powerful and computationally efficient

route towards personalised vascular risk assessment and paves the way for ML-ROM methodologies into

clinical decision support.
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5C. Gökgöl, N. Diehm, L. Räber, and P. Büchler, “Prediction of restenosis based on hemodynamical markers

in revascularized femoro-popliteal arteries during leg flexion”, Biomechanics and modeling in mechanobi-

ology 18, 1883–1893 (2019).

6M. Colombo, M. Bologna, M. Garbey, S. Berceli, Y. He, J. F. R. Matas, F. Migliavacca, and C. Chiastra,

“Computing patient-specific hemodynamics in stented femoral artery models obtained from computed

tomography using a validated 3D reconstruction method”, Medical engineering & physics 75, 23–35 (2020).

7M. Colombo, Y. He, A. Corti, D. Gallo, S. Casarin, J. M. Rozowsky, F. Migliavacca, S. Berceli, and C.

Chiastra, “Baseline local hemodynamics as predictor of lumen remodeling at 1-year follow-up in stented

superficial femoral arteries”, Scientific Reports 11, 1613 (2021).

8M. Colombo, A. Corti, D. Gallo, A. Colombo, G. Antognoli, M. Bernini, C. McKenna, S. Berceli, T.

Vaughan, F. Migliavacca, et al., “Superficial femoral artery stenting: Impact of stent design and overlapping

on the local hemodynamics”, Computers in Biology and Medicine 143, 105248 (2022).

9D. Carbonaro, F. Mezzadri, N. Ferro, G. De Nisco, A. L. Audenino, D. Gallo, C. Chiastra, U. Morbiducci,

and S. Perotto, “Design of innovative self-expandable femoral stents using inverse homogenization topology

optimization”, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 416, 116288 (2023).
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