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ERAE RN EREFRILRAZI L CTTAR -
2 28 HESR

%>t%
m‘«j

BEXY  BmEyp? Eayn YEHS k2
FRiphe 2 w1 R — 1

ERBUREEN T AFE CHES D EERTTEY

m =

R TR LA BRI A Bk R P ERER > AR A — A& I 55 AR L
AR £ 12 B AT & S AT AR AL AR A28 T R R 0 FRA 5 AT » Bk A RA B AR S
£ 3 7 % ' Bagging  Adaboost * Support Vector Machine (SVM) * Random forest & ## T8 3] ££
Ao BERAMA2013F7 A1 B £20184F 12 A31 Bt B ey 528 LML EEH £ 2020556 A » i
. B AT B& R A A2 AL f & /£ & % : Child-Pugh Score (CTP) * MELD Score (Original) * MELDNa
Score * MELD Score YA & & J£ ¥ 15 % H 49 The Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation
(APACHE II) #47d » & R THE FH A SEA LA QB RTFEE LR - AR 1MEA %
< # A A Random forest & BLix 4& (¥E#E % : 0.836 ; AUC: 0.844) ; TR 1248 A P 5t < £ A 1A

SVM % 3L £ (4 % : 0.826 ; AUC: 0.869) ; TR 1218 A 4% 7 © £ A YA Adaboost & 33z 1£
(EAEFE 1 0.759 5 AUC: 0.760) * A HFEHRBSLHREAATARFRILREAM KL CE &
B JERARAL -

FasiEE - 228 (Machine learning)
BFRE1E (Cirrhosis)
JETFEAI (Predictors of death)
RAPEHE (Long-Term Follow up)

il

FFRRE A ~ 28 P R T R T SR S I e 55

PEBYIE - R EE IR RS 3 - HEEEIT
b2 s RE M5 - 2019 SEE 2 ER B LRI R B R - SE R RIBIIEIR ik
HRSERHHTES 11 44 - 3Rk 131.5 B ASET ' - GRS AE 4 -

BT B S B 5~ BEY) - W IR N E ek 2 A [ A o R R (R R - R T
o RAE S R 8 T gk A2 12 RE T I Mt & 2 i
HBAEAL - BB L ARIEN 2 AL * - AL Uit > G B — A F A AFH LRI AL A TR
e e M AL R B B BRIkt R e I ~ R K 72 0 FFREALI A K OF B I 7E 12 18 H 258

WA FRIN- HEUR C S RTRIVA 3035 1R & REM LA A

T 7 B L i PR T e T 8 e It o S i ol ey 2
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CHIBE R ENE 57% (RIS RESHE i PRI
LR AR RIIZE TR - SRR IR EA
B R EME ® - BEAR H FiTER PR A B R TE
I 1AL Ja B ) A7 R 43 CH » 1400 :Child-Pugh
Score (CTP) » MELD Score (Original) * MELDNa
Score * MELD Score * 1HZ% H A% HIZE - 3R TH
W o MAEESEE £ B512 Y The Acute Physiol-
ogy and Chronic Health Evaluation (APACHE
IT) » HFERIZE SR AT RE b bt R 1 i e s
Ao THEHERE - (HEEE EHAGIEAE Bk
S ABFRS 10 o ITEIIRE AR 12 .

B 23227 (Machine learning, ML) & H 32
BHEE 7 P IR REERSE S K
Wi - BE ML & 5 #E R AE B Rt ik - i H.
AR o T H R B R ik E s
1B H BT B RY BAE EAE TR AL AR RN TR TH
HIgE St sern A H R 1G58 - KIIL AR SEE it
B A RIIEIETEE - AR g ML A AU
AEFTTEH - SN B R o0 R LR FE R IUTAS
SRAIRE

MEMRIERTTIE
—  FIRH S RIS

PR TR FEEIAPERFSE - ISR 2013
FT7HIHE20184F 12 H31 H > HHEKEE

ik Fpdide FYE BRIR—

ER R s BUR B B RIS B X2 B e E T
L2 5 - —HLIEE 528 FEE R R
BRHSETEHT GEREZE 20204F 6 H ) » Ik
TRAZE— PR -

— ~ BEHERIEERAMA

f# FH R Studio Cloud( Al A 3.6.1) #R {4 HE1T
ettt - ERVER S 34 (80 - AR
TEFERGR A AR 24 /NEFEE—5E -

SR R E R LS (Cluster heat map)
DU AL 2 Ry B 3R 2 R s 1€ -
ZEA ] o B H AT A LGS S R - RES LABH
2R E B BEE ML - BN B
BRSSPI TR S g DU T =
ITHAA BURHSHE - MANUKEE% L2 ER
JERS - FEEBERINAEMIE T8

EE AR EEREL BB 10 43 - 6
F+#728 X 3% (Cross-validation, CV) 2KFEAL 7H
HITERE » Horh 80% 1F Ry dlllBRAH AL ALY - IR
20% Kol EARH ] DABEZE AR AU SR, - W B30T
HfS SR B — KR 2B -

eas 2 ER A S EEEE - FREEEK
2R R Ee B E » ATl B E 82 E
1Y Bagging * Adaboost * Support Vector Machine
(SVM) * Random forest PU1E J532% » 43 Al A =

RHBEEFHHBERABICU
EFfmEENE
UrZEEME:2013FE78H1BE2018%F12831H
REIEMRHEIETEE(E2020F6H)

N=528
FET:251
=i&:277

10-fold
cross-validation

80 %
sl 4R 48

20 %
R4

B— : BIRNERITRIZEE °
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A RIS RETRRAY SR TR Y ¢ 1 i H AZRT -
12 HAZET ~ 12 i H &R T - xi& B
#E¥Esr T.H : APACHE 11~ CTP » MELD Score
(Original) » MELDNa Score » MELD score 17
b

P Y 2 50 1R 0 BT R S R Y Y HE T
K (Accuracy) ~ % BE (Sensitivity) » FF 52 &
(Specificity) ~ f& % & (precision) ~ F1 43 8 (F1
Score) * ROC Hi #7# N H## (Area under the ROC
curve, AUC) FHESER » AUC RN THEZE 7
FERAU M i R T H 2 o E A AR AAEER
PR_EE s B ds BRI B - RIBLERH AUC
B SR BRI  T LR -

= #EtaE
(—) Bagging

Bagging FIA{H AR B ER 8 25 AR B 26 flHl
R+ SRR o FE ARG R P DA SR T i
FETE 1920 .

(=) AdaBoost

Boosting H B #5585 % 9570 R
(weak classifier) DU FHIHIRE T =AY 43 BHES
HIER 47 E1Z » AdaBoost {# & Boosting Hi%
AL 20 » 37 BEAR IR 9 2O A rh 55 53 JH AR Y
o3 B R U R AR A RE B - B Ry R 23
5557 RHER P BB ER VAR A 1T R 5 7 H g 12
AW R

(=) SVM

SVM & fift i i FE AL MR SRR R T RE R
o BT BB & TR i R 43 PR Sk iR v
PR SRy — R EALRIE 22 - R ER
BEAb Ry 22 IR By, - P22 — 16
i BRSBTS -

(I9) Random forest

FIFHBE B 722 LR 2 MR PR g 26
A FH B R 1S TRIAS SR o FR A RH R FE
i R RIS - I B MREHER 2 RE R E
K| L FB ERERS AR 27

i R
— ~ B ET

HgEE AR —  ERETHEA—EH A
3K 28.4% (150/528) 5 1 f H A% = 12 H A
TELTK 10.2% (54/528) » 12 f HIREEREIE Ry
47.5% (277/528) °

= BARE

R B A Bl AT [ BB fok ~ S EE R
FITTRIGERER 2L (8 — ) - BAREOBGLEBK -
BR T BE (BB )N - FIE A] MG AISE CRYIREE %
A B - B BUE A Bk - BRI A
B~ WLERETBCAF A B IE T > AR
PRI S~ A TS S A TR B e AR R SR Al
[EIRKER 3 NGRS o L SN EES R e G

REMERS -

= HEREEER

75 3 E e R LR I REAR RN L A A
12 8 H A~ 12 8 A 15 8 FH 58 3R EE Ty
KW > ELRHFESr T HAE A AUC R a5
o TETHHEI 118 H M 26 8 B Random forest
FEU A fE (HERE SR 1 0.836 5 AUC: 0.844) ; TH
W12 48 HZE TR SVM KB i (HERESR
0.826 5 AUC: 0.869) ; THHI 12 i A & %€ C &
% AdaBoost % ¥ fx f #Eff 3% 1 0.759 5 AUC:
0.760) » {EFTH R Fhi% a8 B AR RS R LLER
BERIREE o THEKS -

] = - TRyt an B A E A R ]
3 A H = AR A g B B A L] 0 [ 5
A P E R Y 10 8 (HEdL 34 st E ) -
Horp 8 S A — s A Ay B B T
HHEHEERT T » RN R BRI S B
HEMERE - B EIMER » M REE IR
BR - MBS - EEENBALE - N ARSI B
&~ ol BTN

HeF = Al AR Y o PRI SR i R R A 2R B T A
T B R B B o T L R T R (oS- N )
ROC [ #5% i 28 7~ % o 22 78 A 200 0 SR 3 3 (1 {
H A ZE 1 #% AU : Random forest (AUC=0.844)
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&— : EREGRIIERTET (n=528)

SEATE aat (n=528)
1451 (Sex)

5 n(%) 381(72.2%)
% (Age) mean (£SD) 56.45(£13.967)
FFRE SR 52 (Cirrhosis history)

A n(%) 370(70.1%)
TR 597 52 (Smoke)

FHE n(%) 69(13.0%)

A n(%) 266(50.4%)

I n(%) 193(36.6%)
TGRSR S (Alcohol)

T n(%) 123(23.3%)

A n(%) 317(60.0%)

11 (%) 88(16.7%)
RS MERT 28 (Alcoholic hepatitis)

A n(%) 287(54.4%)
R EE T2 (Viral hepatitis)

B % +C %Y n(%) 6(1.1%)

C T n(%) 66(12.5%)

B # n(%) 100(18.9%)

41 n(%) 357(67.5%)

FEFFIRANGR (Esophageal varice)
A n(%)

7K (Ascites)
% & (massive) n(%)
& (moderate) n(%)
/D& (slight) n(%)
4 (absent) n(%)

HF 14 BH7%8 (Hepatic encephalopathy)
B3k (coma) n(%)
& (light-coma) n(%)
WEHEE (drowsy) n(%)
1E&L (confused) n(%)
1 n(%)

ST FHPIR ES (Ventilator)
H n(%)

JEPEE (H/D+CVVH< 2week)
H n(%)

SE I FIMAE FH AR (Vasopressors)
H n(%)

[»Z& (HR)(Bpm) mean( £ SD)

IM 13 (Hb)(g/dL) mean(+SD)

FIIMER (WBC)(10°/uL) mean( =+ SD)

&M FIMER (Seg) mean( =+ SD)
FHIREUIRG % H IMEK (Band) mean( % SD)
IM/]MI (PLT)(10°/uL) mean( £ SD)

179(33.9%)

32(6.1%)
85(16.1%)
107(20.3%)
304(57.6%)

63(11.9%)
38(7.2%)
82(15.5%)
91(17.2%)
254(48.1%)

269(50.9%)

51(9.7%)
137(25.9%)

101.52(£25.317)
9.54(£2.525)
10.72(£7.541)
75.85(+14.961)
2.09(£5.50)
118.58(+83.836)
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x— : BRELE IS (n=528) (&)

7%

#EF (n=528)

BRI (PT international normalized ratio)(mg/dL) mean( £ SD)

BB (Direct bilirubin)(mg/dL) mean( =+ SD)
FENERTE (Total bilirubin)(mg/dL) mean(+ SD)

M EEANL B RREL RS (SGOT)(U/L) mean(=+SD)
P EIEIZ %3 (SGPT)(U/L) mean( + SD)

& (Albumin)(mg/dL) mean( = SD)

PRI (Uric acid)(mg/dl) mean( = SD)

MAFREZ (BUN)(mg/dL) mean( % SD)

WLEEHT (Cr)(mg/dL) mean( £ SD)

BHRERRIE R (eGFR) mean( £ SD)

$1 (Na)(mEq/L) mean(£SD)

BIRIMEASTEE (PaO2)(mmHg) mean(+SD)
IMAAAEFIE (SpO2)(%) mean(+SD)

REASTEE (FI02)(%) mean(+SD)

APACHE II* mean(+SD)

CTP® mean(£SD)

MELD(Original)® mean( + SD)

MELDNa¢ mean( = SD)

MELD® mean(+ SD)

JELC (Death)
1 EHNZEL n(%)
1E A LI ZE 12 HH RZEL n(%)
12 ff H IS n(%)
1715 n(%)

1.49(£1.144)
2.40(£435.064)
4.58(£6.222)
311.18(+ 1418.497)
99.03(£468.809)
2.76(£0.865)
26.08(£434.856)
52.234(4.4.620)
2.45(£2.649)
53.39(£42.901)
137.67(£6.526)
131.23(£84.501)
97.15(£3.849)
30.64(£35.304)
19.82(+8.564)
8.98(£2.305)
19.99(£9.119)
21.78(£8.659)
20.72(£8.992)

150(28.4%)
54(10.2%)
47(8.9%)

277(52.5%)

D 2B MR EEETEAS 1T (Acute physiology and chronic health evaluation II) °

: Child-Turcotte-Pugh °

: R RRAEARIHITHR Y (Original, Pre-2016, Model for End-Stage Liver Disease) ©

: MELDNa/MELD-Na Score °
: FERIITR A (Model for end-stage liver disease) ©

firat:
:
d
v.s CTP (AUC=0.785) (4l [& 7~)~ 121 H A
T fE A 0 SVM (AUC=0.869) v.s MELDNa
(AUC=0.797) (ZNlEE ) ~ 12 H &R IETEA -
Adaboost (AUC=0.760) v.s CTP (AUC=0.746) ( 4l
fel /\ ) e

1% Fo s B AR et 2R B A T A E R
PR FE 47 T 5 o 6 = 1 P [0 i 5 75 o 9B e 3R
B {4 1Y B 25 22 T8 A R R 35 G I PR B 4 T B
Lo (E Ju~—+—) > 1 i H A28 7 R

R EEMEEHY @ Random forest ( #ETfE =K =0.836 ;
AUC=0.844) (40 [& Ju) - #& X APACHEII
(AUC=0.752) ~ CTP (AUC=0.785) * MELD (Orig-
inal) (AUC=0.778) » MELDNa (AUC= 0.780)
MELD (AUC=0.771) ; 12l H A %€ 1= 78 ] #%
R YRR : SVM ( #ERER =0.826 ; AUC=
0.869) ° {8 A APACHE II (AUC=0.715) ~ CTP
(AUC=0.796) >~ MELD (Original) (AUC=0.786)
MELDNa (AUC=0.797) ~ MELD (AUC=0.785)
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R~ EHYEY Accuracy ~ Sensitivity ~ Specificity * precision » F1 Score ~ F08H#® N&E#& (AUC) &

eIy Accuracy Sensitivity Specificity precision F1 Score AUC

1 {8 HA%EE
Bagging® 0.778 0.881 0.500 0.827 0.853 0.797
Adaboost” 0.826 0.881 0.678 0.881 0.881 0.838
Random forest® 0.836 0.934 0.571 0.855 0.893 0.844
svm¢ 0.826 0.921 0.571 0.853 0.886 0.833
APACHE II 0.752
CTP 0.785
MELD (Original) 0.778
MELDNa 0.780
MELD 0.771

12 8 HAsE T
Bagging® 0.750 0.782 0.685 0.830 0.805 0.825
Adaboost 0.807 0.855 0.714 0.855 0.855 0.847
Random forest® 0.778 0.797 0.742 0.859 0.827 0.853
svm¢ 0.826 0.855 0.771 0.880 0.867 0.869
APACHE II 0.715
CTP 0.796
MELD (Original) 0.786
MELDNa 0.797
MELD 0.785

12 8 H LA
Bagging® 0.692 0.724 0.652 0.724 0.724 0.747
Adaboost 0.759 0.775 0.739 0.789 0.782 0.760
Random forest® 0.740 0.758 0.717 0.771 0.765 0.784
svm¢ 0.740 0.758 0.717 0.771 0.765 0.806
APACHE II 0.701
CTP 0.746
MELD (Original) 0.711
MELDNa 0.711
MELD 0.701

fiaE: -

a
b
c
d

5 PEEREERIE (Bootstrap aggregating) °
: EHBERG5E (Adaptive boosting) °

: BERERRIA -

: SZFFAEHE (Support vector machine) °
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WBC

Uricacid

SGPT

INR

bagging
boosting

Hepaticencephalopathy

Hemoglobin randomforest

svm

Directbilirubin

BUN

bilirubin

Age

il

B : 12 BRALCRECERTEEE -

WBC

Uricacid

SGPT

INR

bagging
boosting

Hepaticencephalopathy

Hemoglobin randomforest

svm

Directbilirubin

BUN

bilirubin

Age

Ll

Bh : 12 BRANCKRBECERHEEE -
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0.00
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Bt : 12 [BRAETRREZ ROC Hix8 °

—- === Bagging
rd
e
=== AdaBoost
=== Randomforest
1 1 1 1
0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1 - specificity
B\ - 1 {@RATRLZ ROC EhiRE o
& ¥ 3 ’
# 7’
> e
L o
7’
’
7’
7
7’
’
’
e
4
7’
7’
e
’
'
7’
7’
7’
7
7’
7’
'
’
4
7’
e
’
7’
7’
’
7’
7’
’
7’
’
7’
7’
—- === Bagging
rd
e
=== AdaBoost
=== Randomforest
— SVM
1 1 1 1
0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1 - specificity
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1.00 - 0
| - ’
= e .
7’
7’
’
’
7’
7
7’
’
'
075 - P
>
=
=
B 050 -
(%}
c
(0]
1%}
0.25 - === Bagging
=== AdaBoost
=== Randomforest
m— S\/M
0.00 -
1 1 1 1
0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1 - specificity
B\ : 12 {[ER#ITEEZ ROC HiRE o
1.00 -
’
7’
e
’
7’
7’
’
’
7’
7
7’
’
'
075 - P
7’
bd
7’
7’
’
'
7’
7’
'd
7
> 4
B ’,
= 0.50 - L7
c e
3 L7
7’
r'd
2 === Random forest
Pl
'
s === APACHE Il
'
0.25 - —- — CTP
~ rd
,,’ === MELD(Original)
- === MELDNa
e
7’
» === MELD
7’
0.00 -
1 1 1 1 1
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

1 - specificity

B/ : 1 BRRETCREUNRRIEN55E (Random forest) E2{E## 5D T & (APACHE Il ~ CTP » MELD (Original) ~
MELDNa * MELD) 2 ROC BB#RE °
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0.75 -

0.50 -

sensitivity

0.25 -

0.00 -

050
1 - specificity

0.75

VM

APACHE Il

CTP
MELD(Original)
MELDNa

MELD

1
1.00
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B+ : 12 [BRAFTRBRMRRIELNGE (SVM) E2{E##5E2 TR (APACHE Il ~ CTP ~ MELD (Original) ~ MELDNa »

MELD) 2 ROC HhHRE

1.00 -

0.75 -

0.50 -

sensitivity

0.25 -

0.00 -

050
1 - specificity

0.75

Adaboost
APACHE Il

CTP
MELD(Original)
MELDNa

MELD

!
1.00

B+—: 12 BRERTCREINERELN L (Adaboost) EAE# 54 T & (APACHE Il ~ CTP » MELD (Original)

MELDNa - MELD) 2 ROC #3#RE °
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(anE ) s 12 118 H £ 76 1 FHE 0 Y i fE A 1
AU : Adaboost ( ¥EfifE 3 =0.759 ; AUC=0.760) °
B A APACHE II (AUC=0.701) ~ CTP (AUC=
0.746)~ MELD (Original) (AUC=0.711) »
MELDNa (AUC=0.711) » MELD (AUC=0.701)
(ankE-f—) -

NI

JFREALI At B Y ZE R SRR - B
HEWAEGIHEHRERNE - WPk -~ 8
TIEESR ~ L EF IS A B AR - |
REER AERFEH S - AE A R B A
WS o FHREFEEREE A - WAREBR
NI OUH AR RS et T 78 (B0 TaERE
FEAHRA S MAYE ) - AR R m AR -
HCEHR A ETT BB S R A TEIAAE AT A A5 BB &
P55 -

AT FE A L A R B B PR ) 8 B A R
EHYE AN TREEE R IISE T R b 1T T
WezsE e 528 4R A - AMEARHNEER B R 1
il H NFRTER Fy 28% » 5340 19% i A X HE
17.05 HRIE LT - WIFERERER ML SRR
#EEsr TH - HEIUHERERMGE - fEDUMEREER
B 1% (Bagging ~ Adaboost ~ SVM F1 Random
forest) TEIM 1 & H MFE TS LL Random forest
FRIEE (Accuracy: 0.836 5 AUC: 0.844) ; THH]
12 ] HAZE TR DL SVM RIFEFE (Accuracy:
0.826 5 AUC: 0.869) ; THHI 12 fil H & SE AR HY
LA Adaboost 7% 3 i f#: (Accuracy: 0.759 ; AUC:
0.760) °

e B2 E RS R RN ERgEER
ARSI JRATFE LR B AR fF R B
70 SRIEAFE H = 8 LAY 2wl Ry B B
HHVE RS L MMER ~ MHPRFEE - FRER - #EIE
AL~ HEIBALR - WARRE LR - Fir
BB 4 o b i 3 SR IR 22 2 I 1
sk T S A R T T AL Y 3 B R B 2%
iE » FAEEA 2 BT ST HE P e A8 B
LR ARVEEHAZEC AR ! - HRAZ MR 2
2 0 BRSNS IE RS R —3 12 > Arihan
F AR PR R A B SR R A ME Z UIAHE

FE ik

Bl dm FYE BRIR—

HEHUEEETG B IMER » 09 A (E B E MR
FBHIE AR S E R - Kk IR FE A TH
SR BIEAERA 32

I T A 2 B2 7 IR A I R AL A R B 3 #7
AT TR - ZRME A AL EE 2 T
ELEITERER - BB LIEER A R RS rI i
7¢ » BUEFeRE R AR AR S MIE 2 HoA A 22 -
R BT 2 8 9o fs T L B E A ZE
[CKA]%5% CTP ~ APACHE 11 2 MELD score %
REAS T E LT FEM 3557 (K E AR 22 {5 FH S fE
B A b A A B Y (R 3 4 T L AR ]
S -

2 5\ i P A Y 0 R 5 4 8 R P R R
BREE - IR BIRRE °® o HEH S 2 R
HRfZEZZET - B0 E T2 e Rk T s
5% 20 o KL ARHIZE B fE RGBS 2 e F 4
HFREA b3 A 20 C B TR m] 171 - I
i SRR Th B B DR B 3 A A A v R B A
P2 DU B R 20 (SR B B & U A o3 1t
FIA -

R 7 RR

AT FT 4 Ja 975 PR B 1 B 22 SO AE DA 2%
TERRA = (1) BT IR © AW FEiE R SRR
FE i SR AR BT - B[] g ] R A (] st ki B
BeAi R ATRER A © (2) IFFCE RHEE R 3ZRR « HY
1S E NGRS be i FH Y A= B3 H BdAH R AT
G3 Ry REEMRIFBEILIE A F HRYIE H et
i 25 0 201 #E (Acute-on-chronic liver failure,
ACLF) Bl failure-SOFA (CLIF-SOFA) scores Z32F
4y T H B REEAERZ 5N FIE - R %
EEE MEPIR R EESRA - KRR ]
Ho At B FE R4 1T LR B SR A SR A I
B o 3) TRZ WIS E R « ARE Ryl bk 2 22 88
Bt » SEEhE T IR Tl - RIS AR
TETTRFBBASAE - BOFZT A4S S 128 1 FH IS PRI R B
I RS E < IR b AR RIS -

BO#
R PRI 5 B AR IR B A B AT
G LUERISER -
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Machine Learning to Predict the Mortality in
Intensive Care Unit - Long-term Tracking Report

Chia-Ying Hsiao', Jui-Chu Ma?, Cheng Chun Han', Lang-Yin Zeng?,
Chin-Hsin Li2, Wan-Ju Cheng?, Feng Chi Kuo', and Min-| Su
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Taitung MacKay Memorial Hospital, Taitung, Taiwan

Risk prediction management is of great significance in clinical research and medical care. The prognosis of
patients with liver cirrhosis is worse than compared with other groups of critically ill patients. However, there are
no scoring systems design of long-term mortality risk for patients with cirrhosis.The study included 528 patients
who received medical treatment from July 1, 2013 to December 31, 2018 and was followed up to June 2020.
This research attempts to use machine learning methods(Bagging, Adaboost, Support Vector Machine (SVM) and
Random forest) to predicted mortality of patients with cirrhosis were performed and compared with CTP, MELD
Score (Original), MELDNa Score, MELD Score, and The Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation(APACHE
II). The result pointed out that compared with the existing scoring systems, machine learning method model has
better prediction effect. Random forest is the best model for predicting death within 1 month (accuracy rate: 0.836;
AUC: 0.844); SVM is the best model for predict death within 12 months (accuracy rate: 0.826; AUC: 0.869); Ada-
boost is the best model for predict death after 12 months(accuracy rate: 0.759; AUC: 0.760). It fully proves that the
machine learning model has application value in predicting the long-term mortality rate of patients with cirrhosis. (J
Intern Med Taiwan 2022; 33: 141-154)



