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Network

WANG Enliang'* ,LUO Senhan”* ,SUN Zhixin**

! ( Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, School of Internet of Things , Nanjing 210003, China)

2 ( Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, National Postal Industry Technology R& D Center ( Internet of Things Technology ) , Nanjing
210003, China)

3 ( Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Ministry of Education Engineering Research Center for Broadband Wireless Communication

Technology , Nanjing 210003 ,China)

Abstract : Hemorrhagic stroke is characterized by a high incidence rate, rapid progression,and poor prognosis,with hematoma expan-
sion being a key factor affecting patient outcomes. Accurate prediction of hematoma expansion is critical for optimizing the timing of
clinical interventions,improving treatment efficacy,and enhancing patient survival quality. To address the predictive challenges posed
by the complexity of hematoma evolution and individual variability ,this study proposes a hematoma expansion modeling and predic-
tion method based on neural network-parameterized Gaussian processes. By incorporating a non-stationary Gaussian process to model
the temporal evolution of hematoma volume,and designing a Dual-Branch Probabilistic Network{ DPPN) , the method utilizes a multi-
head attention mechanism to achieve dynamic fusion of multimodal features, while enhancing prediction reliability and stability through
independent parameter estimation branches. Experimental results demonstrate that,compared to existing methods, this approach signifi-
cantly improves predictive accuracy and calibration performance,with an AUC increase of 3 ~5 percentage points and a reduction in
expected calibration error by approximately 40% . This method provides reliable technical support for early warning and intervention in
clinical practice.

Keywords :hematoma expansion ; non-stationary Gaussian process ; deep learning; dual branch probabilistic prediction network ; maxi-
mum likelihood estimation
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R R ZAE E AR T A AR A PR BE. 5 AR 4 ] A
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RE. IR R MR ST A, AR B AL BB 45 AN PR AN
R IR e 166 MEME B AHIATE T I TR
Wi P Z AT AT 5. BEE A LB BEROR ) 12 0, BB A AR
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HH B B P TR AR AR S EE T E R P EEUR T
W Btk A, (AL &% 2 > 7 Ak B A A4 SR AR S A B iR i
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Fig.1 Dual branch probability prediction network architecture
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i) /% #% ( Dual-branch Probabilistic Prediction Network, DPPN) ,
BT S B AT 2SR A A 25 S 2k TR
JIAUHR R P A, S B T X S - v ik R Y i B 3 S
fii1t. DPPN BB (AL ATIAL 1 7R,

AL S R AR SR U | & Sk TR R AR S E B 2
32 J7 B4 STRI e R SOBUR S, SKHL TN Z
A A BRI Fr g B g e 4
3.2 FHERBSmME

ABITB T —A 2 B R B2 BRI RS AL, B %
A RIS B A A B0 SR PR O Y A E 42 BB . 6 o I e i
pn R D, BEBEE R A 3 M R A
LRARIE SIS IR RAE PR AU R 2 RE , X S A 7 R A
AR B4 BT .

X T RS EERAFE (AnAEIE PR BRI 255 ) L A BF
TR 2 Z AL (MLP) FEATRRAE S M FIRELE. B R SC 8 N
3R YR R 32 (MR 32 I EERKHE ) , B
JRZERE S 64 F1 128 , 8 FiT ReLU %435 R 4L, 375 1] Drop-
out( LK 0.2) LART (ki #l45.

Xt T2 A R PRAE R (A I | M8 | B 1 2 RE A6 A7 X
) AT BT 2 M4 (1D-CNN) H 32 0 R 4 52
b A R A B i PRI P R A UG 4EBE R [ T, D],
W T = 12 RN LTI 18] s 40, D =24 3875 551 b 1) i B 4340
et —4 CNN &5 3 MERE BTN HI R 3.5.7,
DA AR (] P 1) RUBE PR RR AR AR AL, 2 6 64 B, 25
K4 1, 2R ] same LSRRG BRUZR G EALH—1L/Z 1 ReLU
I PR, e T 4R PR A AR B B RE 4K FE (64) B FRE
FR-

X T HA 2 (5 A S AR AL , A B il — 4 A
20 2% (2D-CNN) $2 28 (B AL 7. CT AR It ih B A 2
BEJ[ 128,128, 1] (BAEIE K E K fR). CNN Bt 0 & 4 N4
Bk, S REEWA 3 x3 BRRE, HEHHI N [32,64,
128,256 ] , B HRPUG B RMALE (Kb 2 x2). FjEF]
BB BRI AR AR A BN AL, & 1) 513
ML APRRAE M Sk T 5 B A S48, LA BE S 3t 48 42 L e P
FHILE.

B ZBSIFIERE & P, AT B TR T EES T
BAUHIA R S AR SR, %5 ¥h i i 22 I B A 1) i X5 |k
A, SEFL T XHE B STk B S AT A SO0 0. Hoik sk
B K A TRV S 10 S A R ALE 1] e 20 AR 25 S I R P
JE S LT E SCAS 6, RS ) 28 Sk T T A7 PIL ) B A
ARBRBR, AR AR AL L
& 3% 1. Multi-head Attention Module
Require:

1. Input feature matrix F e R**¢

2. Clinical temporal features &, (1) e R**%

3. Imaging temporal features k;(7) e R**¢

4. Number of attention heads 4 =8, Attention dimension d; =32
Ensure ; Enhanced feature matrix F_,

5. //Self-attention computation for each head

6.for i=1to 2 do
7. Q«FW2 W2 g RI*%

8. K« FWFX WK g R

9.V, FW/ W/ ¢ R¥*%*

10. head, «softmax(Q, K}/./d, ) V;

11. end for

12. //Concatenate all attention heads

13. A «[ head, ;head, ;. .. ;head, ] W°
14. //Cross-modal attention computation
15.Q,«h, (1) W2
16. K;«h, (1) WF

{ Clinical features as query}
{ Imaging features as key}
17. Vi+h, () WY | Tmaging features as value}
18. A o <—softmax (Q, K7 /./d; )V,
19. //Feature fusion with residual connection
20. A—LayertNorm(F + A ¢ + A s )
21. //Feed-forward network and final output
22. Fintermediate«ReLU( AW1 + bl ) , W1 g R x512
23, Fffn—FintermediateW2 + b2, W2 g R1024x512
24. F +LayerNorm( A + Fg; )
Ensure:F

TESEBRERAE H, Ay i R AS S 18] f o P AN — B TR R, A
FEX A I R EHR S5 G B AT T I R BAR 1, S R R4
BB AR SRS HIE R 5 — 5 E. St
FEA AT IR AHANE , SEHE T P IT B AL SR < 5 Se il nd g R
HAGE VAR R A E (AP 5K 73K = 10 1.7) ,F R0 72
B 2E Sl 5 HIR G A mixup B8R 5k BT
JRZE IS 3T 5 IR A 38 5 DR SR R B B R

TERZRSCBZ o, RS G ML B e BIE R AL, 5
MEBNRM I H AR F B8, it P d =32 %
ARARE T, WO WS WS R ) AR R .
AIHATARE 8 KIE R BTG, LB T N R RIRRE & EAR Y
I ALAE . X TR R SCBK HIl PRAME 5 R 8AFIE , % 1)
W T FRANERSER IS A, S ES TR
JRIRIE THREERSZH— A, BJ5 &AL M5 9 2%
BEATRHLE A 51 IR
3.3 MFRBERK

e AR I e R 22 B A S B TR R L 95 R
MR S AU R S B e 8. SExT & Z REE) 12
FHE R P58 , ABF ST M T RS L B U S 5 5 00 7
B\ AE R P RAEAE B, S 6 M43 BB BRI E R, TIAIE
SEAL B RS B o )5 B AR A BIRHIE SRR o AL B g 5E
T AS R B TE 5% R 52 BR R, O 881 I TR ) T M — ) 7
BN

PE(t) ,; = sin(t/10000**)
PE(t),;,, =cos(1/10000™7)

Horb,d R FHELERE i RS, A B OR TR I 18] 5 2 TR] Y AH
XALERFR A B TR A AR K

TEMLEERD b, ABFFR IS GRU P 4540 BRIN P 4FAE 7
3. IR Z5H RE A [R] I 28 i 5 ARk i B R 3B B 4RI
TR P RRAE R 7R Tl 15 GRU 4 32 M5 26 B 24 5 i £
B
h, = GRU,(P(t) ,h,,)
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Ja i) GRU #fi# AR B L 1T {5 230 -
h,=GRU,(P(1) .k, )
T I B PP AR AT 2 J A BT 1) RS T PR AS KA
h,=[h,;h,]

KT #E— S ERE Y AN O E M S, R
L2 L2 TN R AL V] 52 1 B SR AR R 7R , FE BT P e AiE 22 )5 3
= S

Wo h (W h)'

o =softmax( /dik
¢, = Zkat,kWth
3.4 WHZsEHMhit
RG> 25k DPPN A% DAL, AT 4 5 THE TR

R (1) A o (1) JEAE S B RIUME AN Ty 2192 X B AR
AL A i A PR P  SE T B RSB R AE. X T8 i R
S RE 2 ¢ WRFAE [ B x, (1) (0 5330 o (2) 53 ST 56
RATRRN -

po, (1) =£ (x,(1) ,2,6) (11)

o (1) =f,(x(1),1,6,) (12)
HH,6,,6, 3B AP PZR SR 2T XA,
2 t AR AR R AN -

o1 exp( _(yi—gél(t))z)
" gl (1) V2m 20, (1)*
Forr,y, W88 i A BB A ¢ B9 S2ER AP b TR
{EHEAREE, 5I AR BB ARAE AR R

Lietinoos = ~ 2‘ log(I; + &)

FEREE TR, BAB T RIAR T BTEHRR
{EBIE T8, #EM 5 | 2 3EOa 5 BB AR Joai it
FREME ATRIABDNE BB IETR & =10, ZBERE
WA BRI oA B ERIE PE R, (A RB IR TR S R B A
BETR IR 75 R i A ARR IR AL IR I -3, GRAIERER )
ATFEME, TGP B AR R AOHET

Liomp = XN Vatgg (D 1347 | Voo, () 113
Loy = KL(N(pg, (1) 05, (1)) | N(i;,67))
Hepy BB p, M o, HERAMTE AR E
B
;’f’izfmmz = Ligtinood T A1 Liomp T A2Log
g Adam fEALAHE R SE Kb n T .
61" =61~V o Ly
AT

AT AR I 2 BT
& 5% 2. Dual-branch Parameter Estimation
Require:

1. Time series features x(#) e R**? for t e [ 1,1, + T

2. Observed blood volume y, for each time point

3. Learning rate v, Parameters A, , A, , Stability constant € =10 -
Ensure ; Network parameters 6, ,6, for mean and variance branches
4. //Initialize network parameters

5. Initialize §; for mean branch and @, for variance branch

6. //Forward propagation through dual branches

7. for each time point ¢ do

8. //Mean branch computation

9. M,«TransformerEncoder(x(¢) )

10 peMLP(M) i (x(1),5,6)]
11. //Variance branch computation
12.  V,«TransformerEncoder(x(¢) )
13. o2 «SoftPlus(MLP, (V,))
14, //Compute likelihood loss
15, L1/ (o v/2m)exp( - (v, - p)?/20%)
16. Lietinood<— 2 ¢ l0g(l, + &)

17. end for

18. //Compute temporal consistency loss

{f2(x(2),2,6,) |

19 Lg% | Ve I3+l Vo I3
20. //Compute calibration loss
21 £y KL(M py,07) | Ay, 07))
22. //Total loss
23, 2y Llikelinood + M Liemp + Mo £ cal
24. //Parameter update
25. 61«61 — 1 V #1 Ltotal
26. 262 - V §2L1otal
Ensure: Optimized parameters 0, ,6,
3.5 MERAESTHEN

AT TS AT BT YN SR 1 R 53 S 8 BEAT B 00,
FHE AL AR o T 8 AT R . R ) B S SRR U
TAPRRE I B A B E T AL, T 22T I 25 AR A Y
AR 52 PERIECRE 5 N TE RE L.

P2 25 P 28 Y T BB AR AE I BRI R R, AR
T 5ET I AIRLEE S S ) X 0 4 A0 #EATARHE. 3T A ]
1, ST SBUAG T TR N

ﬂsl(t) (1) =0'02(t)
T

MOE

H,r, M7, BATEIERE SR, @3 LT UL B drikAT
7t

TR BB T FESAEREE [ + TINE M
Iy HE AR B S DU R IR 8 G AR A 2 T LR HfE
TR RN

PEI{x(D)}) =1 -exp( - me/\(t)dt)

0
Forp, A () SRR R
A0 = o A
o (1)

XE @ NFRMEIE SR B R AR KL, ¢ L by K
AU 2 T HERR T R By AP B T —Fh B TR AR
SHEE, HAARSSH B mE S 3 k.

& 3% 3. Adaptive Integration for Expansio Probability
Require:

1. Initial time ¢, , Time window T

2. Calibrated model parameters p.(t) ,a(t)

3. Expansion threshold ¢

4. Initial step size At ,Error threshold e
Ensure : Expansion probability P(E| {x(#)})

5. //Initialize variables

6.5 <0 { Accumulator for integral |
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7.t «ty{ Current time point}

8. At «—Aty; { Current step size!

9. while t <t; + T do

10. //Compute local rate function

1A B[ (e - u(1))/0(1)]

12. //Estimate local error

13. err—| g’ (¢) | + @' (¢) | { Rate of change}

14. if err > ¢ then
15. At<At/2 | Refine step size}
16. end if

17. //Update integral
18. S5+ A,At
19. te—t+ At
20. end while
21. //Compute final probability
22. P(El{x(8)})«1-e""
Ensure; Probability value P(E| {x(2)})

AR R R K BUER AR AR5 S B0l 28 14 R 58
B A B B B, X T I b 36 A o BB AR A
fle St B, B B4 (AR 20 P4 5 T 7ES B AU AR X P22 7 IX
(], JU) SR PR 2B ARRAR B 6 2. LD FE AL BR
R THESCHEm A G M TR B, SGE S FERR 2 X ] Y
ARSI T B ARBCRE T ZA RS T AE S
{ DPPN AL REAS 45 H 1ML ™ 5 XU 1K) 5 A 3, SRR SR ALE 1
R KT8, e PR T e SR AR e AR R , SEBRUG o J2 A .

4 LBHE

4.1 XWIRE
4.1.1 ER¥EERE

S S 4 % FI R 4 Tntel 19-14900ks CPU A1 NVIDIA
RTX4090 GPU,64G N1, 315 51, 5% PyTorch 1.9.0
YRR I HESE Bl E CUDA 11.3 528 GPU s it48. &
4i3247F Ubuntu 20. 04 LTS & , % f Python 3. 8. 12 {E A JF
RIEH 48 T NumPy Pandas 2ER} 2255 %

BRRBG A T 2 ERE , 452 TP 4R 4 ISLES22
H 426 1] 85 FdE . CQS00 AR RE#Efy 217 ) B £ i, LA &
160 FILR% a REHE , 2T 803 471 Hy M AR ZF vp B 2. FL v i
ik B 298 B (S L 37. 1% ) JEY IR R 505 H (i kb
62.9% ). BFELHER N 64.7 £13.2 %, Hooh 5B 1 437 4
(54.4% ) , %t 366 ] (45.6% ) . & MK E LB 67.9% ,
WEPRIR B LA 31.5% , BRAEZE sk L0 fih 19.3% .

#1 BiRAHE
Table 1 Data structure table
el BRI
MAER AERS PR R 3 e s
P T MLHS AR S SRE o35 S PR S D ESE
AR IR A 5 Y e R A I R RT R B I 45 B

o N TN IR N
HIPARRRAL ety En 4B 3% 7 2

L 5 e AL 3, L 5 K e
AT i A

BHRER A Z BN FE Ty ik, 4 8¢ 10 1 B9 LB 5

AR RARE

YIS B FINRE , #ff & TR T K 59k KR
HM IR — 3 NGBS 642 F] B2 (i 37k 238
Bl , B4 5K 404 B) , AR A 80 BILEE (M Ah4 5k 30 4,
JEH5K 50 1) , MR AL 81 4l B (™ 5K 30 4, 4k5™
751 41). SEAREL WmE 1 k.
4.1.2 AHEEE

AT AR T, 2 T RS R A I i R I B D R Y
)2 AL, FEXHA TR K B o B 0. 33, xRN K ML 8
B 6mL. R FBUEI SR EYE, BIA & =10 *fERBUE
FasE WL

WK I ,4 JZ Transformer JRBIFILE 8 TR
KA IR FAE M M E R R RN TR R 32,75
PREFRIRBE MR FEH TH A E R E. B, i TWELEH
PRE—NHESH HidDim, S8 TSN TRE, BA
BT A N RE T BRI A R, AR 2 AR, BT
A 104 ZERN. A pg, (£) FT o, (£) . W44 {8 F HidDim 2
P LR, 28 1 DR Z A 2 o8& 5 HidDim, 5 2
NRGBUE M ZoCER Sy 2HidDim, 55 3 2 RR2 R & ou iR
i HidDim/2. 3y T R BIBT B SH, T T 5 Hr38 LB IE.
LR 2 FR.

FK2 TXEIELR

Table 2 Ross validation results

s THTURERIRY Loss T Lo
32 2.158 -9.217 6.192  1.567 -2.553  -0.370
64 2.479 -8.547 -1.030 9.800 -9.155 -1.290
128 11.100 -1.537 -1.366 -3.806 1.821 1.242
256 6.591 2.428 -0.537 0.199  0.008 1.737
384  3.229  0.099 -4.775 -0.469 -4.938 -1.370
512 5.440 -0.794 -2.357 -0.610 -9.083 -1.481
758 8.700 5.521 9.667 4.542 -5.874 4.513
1024 8.338 3,280 7.975 17.414 -3.425 6.716

T LA 2 M SRR 512 i, AL | oss B/, Btk
AR RE4E R 512,1024,512 ] fdR 2E

YIRS Iy R A 16 B2 ) R W2 ) R Bh
0.001, 34 10 $ETEMR A JFOREY 0. 1 £, LLSCBRMCSC: 54 1R ef
e TEEIIZALRE 1. Adam 454k 2% ) 3l 2 50 o3 5l 3
77 0.9 F10.999 AEZEHSECH 0.005 LSRN TSR
4.1.3 #HENEZE

ST I iSRRI AT 5 (R RRIR A, S UT R AR T B YRS
RV IR 2R FEZP EVERE TS T, SR TEAL SRR M1 R R
HANA B R, EEEHE AUC (0, X R T EAITEAR[H
PR BE T B X 8EH . 5 BB E 2 Bl X AT SR ey = EER
FIABUR HER 2 (BCE ) 1 H] & 1 [ 305 48 3 50 00 1y o0 i
BE. i, 3 1d 77 AR 1R 22 (RMSE) fI- 226 %t iR 22 (MAE)
B BO AR R SH80U TP AS AR R i i A AR
BB HR ST,
4.1.4 ZBRHNEALARE

FESS 1A Il T R SE B IR AT R B I
ARG S L. AP T — R AN AL RRAS
B, B IE RS BRZ AR AR & 19 DPPN-Single U T B 1 4L
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# DPPN-NoAtt S48 44, 38 1t %o Lb 23 87 BiE 451 20 44 B9 TR
55 2 A SEE VAL T R RITE AN R B A P vz AL PR RR, B
DPPN 7E&- 28I TG 45 o 8038 I s 7E 50 3 M2 A, AR BT
PRI T BAT AR M A v 5 2 BEA T M BB X Bh. SR 0 DL A e
AT E 3 B BB T R G AR IRL, B R A T LLER. (Rl
2 B 15 2 11 46 i) Random Forest, XGBoost, LightG-
BM S54RI 22 R IR ST BRE RS — B E
MultiModal-CNN ,LSTM-Attention 4551 X3 T A B (43 4F
PR

4.2 HRhRE

4.2.1 BHEEFEHIR GG H LS

R T BEE KR PRI SRS R E R YR,
AR BEIT T — 4T b SE B, 3 AT 2 2 R AR AR 2 8 b SR T A
TEREAPLHE TR BRI, MR T LR A

1)DPPN SERERIR];

2) DPPN-NoAtt 28 A F Bk 2 3k v 3 A AL, 8 1 177 8
MRMEDF RS ARG X — R FRAEE R I HLH
TS A W EEM:

3) DPPN-Single 748 {3 {7 51 88— B 4 4 (s IR =l 3%
) , A TG SIS RE LB

4) TransformerClinical 2 %1 % [ &b Bl R 5 B8 Y
Transformer LAY , Kl B — I RAHAE A9 BN GE ) 5

5) TransformerImaging 5 £ & 3: T 2 2 £ 4F 1) Trans-
former LAY, PEAR B — SRR O RIKBE S

ROC Curves Comparison

g 1.0
= 08 "~ DPPN (AUC=0.892)

206 " _e-DPPN-NoAtt (AUC=0.845)

3 -m- DPPN-Single (AUC=0.813)

L 04 ~ TransformerClinical (AUC=0.797)
g 0.2 —»— TransformerImaging (AUC=0.782)
E o9 | Random (AUC=0.500)

D 02 04 06 08 10
False Positive Rate

B2 N [RBEEAE PARTE I B TR BAE 55 b B PR L
Fig.2 Performance comparison of different model variants

in hematoma expansion prediction task

R3 ZRERIHER SRR
Table 3 Experimental results of multi head

attention mechanism ablation

A A ACC  Recall Fl AUC ECE(%)
DPPN 85.6 84.9  0.853 0.892 4.2
DPPN-NoAtt 81.4 82.2 0.818 0.845 6.8
DPPN-Single 78.9 79.6  0.792 0.813 8.3
TransformerClinical 76.8 77.4 0.771  0.797 9.1
TransformerImaging  75.3 76.1 0.757 0.782 9.7

SEURAE SRR, SE Y DPPN BB ZERS 2R | ¢ [E 2R | Fl
B AUC #I ECE S5 4545 - .2 00 T 4k 22 AR A0 A X Lo
A, Foh  DPPN 5 7E AUC 4845 R1K%] 0.892, BE R/ T
DPPN-NoAtt( 0. 845) #l DPPN-Single (0. 813) , #IH &L H &
JIBUEIA A T A TR B S R AE 18] B sl S AR S 2R [
DPPN #EEUfY ECE {624 4. 2% , MIB T HAUEE B E G, 5
TIE T HATI A A5 o A DA

R PR R B AT R, B BR 2 Sk i B PLA
(DPPN-NoAtt A8 A) {3 HI 55 T LRI S I RRAE A9 R
RE Ty, JUTRAE LA PO D™ 5K AR 1 R B . X — AP
W, &3k B AR S ATy T 2 1 T E AR A
4.2.2 Rp XM LT

Koy SCEHFEATT T 75— R BEAHT, R £ 2
SYESMEATT Z M DA R SRR AR B R T R VR R
XA R BT T 40T X E S B

1) DPPN SEHEARAY ;

2) DPPN-Single Branch 25 {345 1 75 22 000 6 3 A 5
— o5, R UZ.

3) DPPN-Direct 78 A B e T i i ™ 5K #E ¢, A 2id 5
Frigrea.

Calibration Curves Comparison

2z Lo o d
F08 s
s 0.6 ¥~ —e— DPPN (ECE=4.2%)
0.4 -m - DPPN-Single Branch (ECE=7.8%)
ERY) &~ DPPN-Direct (ECE=11.2%)
& oke” Perfect Calibration

0 02 04 06 08 1.0

Predicted Probability

B3 XU s ESH B SE R PR BT E
Fig.3 Performance comparison of dual branch

structure ablation experiment

K4 IUrEHTHEMERE R

Table 4 Experimental results of dual branch structure ablation

] ACC RMSE MAE R2 ECE(%)ﬁi‘gIEﬂ
DPPN 85.6 0.142 0.118 0.856 4.2  45.3
DPPN-Single Branch 82.6 0.183 0.156 0.793 7.8  38.1
DPPN-Direct 79.4 0.215 0.189 0.721 11.2  35.6

SEREIR BN, WA SR T A B,
BriE T HAR A k. DPPN SERBIAITE BT A JEAG 845 B
) T- DPPN-Single Branch F1 DPPN-Direct 4544,

TR Al A, o S S S B UG T B 1R
FH T TN A v MR AT SR M. R S S A RSB T I E A
FrEERYEE S AR, (AT AR A8 T YA AL T AN R
BEAE, 538 S EUAN TR RAE T I I 000 R M A ek
W TREHEALEISG R T WERE M2 T, $r3m
BN A RIS AE SRR BB Z m A R, S B
TS B2 FIAR 8 HEAS 2.

4.3 Z{Exm

JaiEAL DPPN ERI Y BRATHE S, AR o7 3 AR R 8
WAHHAT T 02T, 85 R IR 5 B,

DPPN 7£ 4 W41 5 45) 4 R 3 3 B A U iR 46 1 BB (AUC =
0.892 ) WM AT, REIFHBA RAIT 1R85 AFEE v A
R M PR =30mL) 8% hRME{E(AUC =0.905) ,iX
AT B TR 43 32 S5 e ZE AR 38 e R BRI,
B0 ML A TR R I R AR A AR AR B B L, AR G B —
T 225 5 S WM 22. T DPPN A4 X 43 52 45 #6) 38 o it
STEE RN 22, A SR T X 2 XU SR A i i
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BRI P
F 5 DPPN 7EA[EHE WA AUC R
Table 5 AUC performance of DPPN in
different patient subgroups
S F%H AR AUC ff
<60 % 293 0.878
i =60 % 510 0.895
B 437 0.889
P rarmni
K3 Lotk 366 0.886
5 545 0. 890
F=o S,
il i 258 0.883
<30ml 483 0.871
3 )
LR (! =30ml 320 0. 905

(AR, ZERR R 2 20 v, BV X T 0 ML HE A
X—IR RN A AT RE U T e (AUC = 0. 883) . X &
W] DPPN f-{E F-fa e it #EAE 28 B BRI G I A T , BBt
JEXT I R B WL B BRALE S R . AR EUR N R £ m
i % Jeinf , B R A I P B R 2 B R B I L s A TR
FHIEACE , fRFF 1 B AR E T
4.4 3tEEIE

A BB T AR R B ) FIBR BE 2% ) Uy B AE 4t
8T RGEHN SR SIE BT R 1 5 TR BB R X e Rk v
T ARG ALAR 22 > O B AR AR AR I 7 T SR 35 R
PR AR B 2 S T IR 6 /R . R AR SN L 2 W2
S X i A S HE T R T Gt — B S B A E SR, Bk,
AHIF R DU ARA 15 , 38 5 R T A AR S A ()
TTERCRAE, B MR AT & VAL, T BRI R MR Bt
FITCE. X T R B S A IR R SR Z 50 AR5
P& T AP R X TS BE S () £ EN
EE) , MR A B SR e s @S BN IR RS |
B AUC {88 B#r A %%, {f A Expected Improvement ( EI) /5%

F6 FEAEH LRI S SEACE
Table 6 Network structure and parameter configuration
of benchmark methods

1458 5 I AR TE U Ak TR L AR 13 A 4 B 2 A v Yy
A FIBAR A 7] B LightGBM JWSR T 22T B 5 B Y P SR
Bk B SRR B AL AN S BRI AR T T IR ROR.

TEBRE 22 3] Jr ik 7 T, MultiModal-CNN 3 5= #1184 37 (1Y)
B LA FELES M RRE , I 5 B R 25 (B SE B 24
BELMRLE. LML SRR IR I i B A Fet 7
B 3 AN EEEL. LSTM-Attention 455 7 148 i 42 /0 2%
P P AR BB A B AL (Y Sh SRR BRI B FR B3R
BB i e A FH 3 AR R o 9 KB AR 6 R, Temporal-
Transformer W58 &3 F BER AV HAE, B £ B HREE
LERE S BN} B P AR B8 R . BT AR B R A TR AR B
P28 25 4, DL 4R 4 F B 3. LSTM-Attention 1 Temporal-
Transformer [ 4iiS 45250380 4, @2 4L 80 512, B %
#°h 8,5 DPPN (L & [

£7T ARITERERAL
Table 7 Comparison of evaluation criteria for different methods

A AUC ACC Rec F1 ECE RMSE MAE

DPPN 0.892 0.856 0.849 0.853 0.042 0.142 0.118
Random Forest 0.823 0.795 0.783 0.789 0.113 0.198 0.165
XGBoost 0.857 0.812 0.804 0.808 0.095 0.175 0.146
LightGBM 0.845 0.803 0.798 0.801 0.102 0.183 0.152

MultiModal-CNN 0.8350.806 0.795 0.8 0.089 0.188 0.157
LSTM-Attention 0.851 0.815 0.808 0.811 0.075 0.168 0.139
Temporal-Transformer 0. 848 0.812 0.805 0.808 0.078 0.171 0.142

TEAFEA T B PT FEME 7 T8, AN 7 BT7R, DPPN I BB
HER22(ECE) 24 0. 042, &8 E LT Hh 77 8, 40 Random For-
est(0. 113) \XGBoost (0. 095 ) , LightGBM ( 0. 102 ) , MultiMo-
dal-CNN (0. 089 ) .LSTM-Attention( 0. 075 ) #1 Temporal-Trans-
former(0. 078 ). 3% ——{& ECE {&i320] DPPN {EAE R 1k B
B, AT RIS T, ML T, #5458 77 ¥ 40 Random For-
est SFI% i ECE Wn i ¥ B 5, Feil T JO 45 Ry Wl 15
J£. DPPN i i B AR A R MEAL R , A 0 T
DA E

#8 AFFEEMEREN L
Table 8 Comparison of performance of different algorithms

il I SRR

A PRt 100; BRI 155 FFAER
AP T o

A0, 01 R BHE 857 Rt

Random Forest

XGBoost BT %.0.85

LightGBM P g %i??ﬁl;igﬁ:o.os;#ﬁﬂ;ﬁ
MultiModal- e B2 4; W% [32, 64,
ONN FRELB 128 2561 i/ 2

RS g%éﬁﬁ:%ﬁ;ﬁfé‘?ﬁ%ﬁ:%E

Temporal-Trans- [ ¥ & 71 SifE482804; L8085
former ot TRYERE 512

LSTM-Attention

TEAL R PLAR 2 DD APPSR T 3 R =2 B
1255 H BRI 12 YRR > 3. Random Forest 5% FH P AR
SRR , 3 1 R BEDLR AR ST R ARIZ AL BE 7). SRR
WAn S YIS, RAE IS 2 TR B 45 R . XGBoost 2T
BRBETRTFHAEIN IOy S iy 07 AT AL R P B,

o VGl AR S GPU &7
(h) (ms) (M) (GB)

DPPN( Ours) 4.5 42 2.8 3.2
Random Forest 0.8 85 N/A CPU only
XGBoost 1.2 68 N/A CPU only
LightGBM 0.5 35 N/A CPU only
MultiModal-CNN 3.8 38 3.5 4.1
LSTM-Attention 5.2 45 2.3 2.8
Temporal-Transformer 6.1 52 3.1 3.5

FERS P AR RE J) 27 T, DPPN (#3475 #l iR 25 (RMSE) 2
0. 142 FIF-H2a %R (MAE) 5 0. 118, i 3E (LT LSTM-At-
tention( RMSE =0. 168 ,MAE =0. 139 ) F1 Temporal-Transform-
er( RMSE =0. 171 ,MAE =0. 142) . 5X 3% 15 DPPN £& 3 $4 1fi g
RE R A L BA TR RHMER RG] 2R TR
JIALAI {5 DPPN A 380 1R 5 I P B8 v R 2245 5L, AT
WA T WM AE . R4 LSTM-Attention 1 Temporal-Trans-
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former 7ER] FRAROMISE R 07 TR I R4F, (AfE R Z R LA
B DPPN, (2 T BRI A {5

AAF LA PEREXT L W22 8. LS5 R B/, DPPN 7211
o BRI AT 55 e B e S 2 A0 B AR FE T i A AR A
53 345K, DPPN ZETRIN A ™ 55 IRy T 2 B et B g Y o
BHPE, AUC R T T 3 ~5 A 2. [, 55 AL R B
WJ7 At b, DPPN 246 R RAGTHTE AT 52, B Ae i iR 2
(ECE) IR T 271 40% , B 3w T B A5 2. BLoh, £ %
FER TR A e BOBTR AR — 2P 458 1 DPPN X I A 22
MM R AR RN EGRH Hn fr #ER AT
. XL R R W], DPPN 75 MR Y | 7T 5E PR A PP AR
BB B BIERE O0E, O L A4 T RURS: T 4R T R BR
SR

MY 3OE PR E M E R RR K RN 22— HE
BB R A X TR R T B LA SR B BAEER
SC AR T L A B B2 AR R 2 e, B O e e
HERHPERIAT SR B3R . XS LR R, AT FEf e T
BT 2 P 2 A v A R A L S BRI Oy k. g AR
SRR R o R A I A B B R AR A A R AR S s
X SRR G 2 K B APLH CR SRS ERE
Hl 130 ST S RO TR R B TR 5 I AR AL DL, 32
THCI 45 5 B e PR AT P A

SCRAER BN , BT AL TN R | T SRR AT A
AETT BIOE T HRETT B, JUHAE B 2 B AR RE P AL T
ERBZ I R R BB AT B R R 7 BoR S0, 2
T H PR AR R TR T ROR.

AR AR T 5 40 R AR T AT A AR SR TN P B
R TR AL AT fp R, Ay s RO AR (3 EULAR 5 TRl R 2R AR
Fopthgesm B AR , i — P HESh B REER T BN R R, B g
R BT SR,
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