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Abstract: Existing graph representation learning methods for electronic health records (EHR)
primarily rely on local information of a single patient, overlooking potential associations among
patients in disease progression and treatment pathways. This limits the models’ generalizability
and robustness. To address this issue, a hybrid multi-level graph neural network (H-MGNN)
model was proposed, and it was applied to mortality prediction for intensive care unit (ICU)
patients. The model constructed a patient-patient graph (P-P) at the macroscopic level and a
taxonomy-note-word hypergraph (T-N-W) at the microscopic level, while incorporating
temporal dependencies within the hypergraph to achieve multi-scale fusion of patient features.
Meanwhile, a hybrid embedding (Hybrid-E) algorithm was designed to extract and integrate
latent patient features and improve the prediction accuracy. Experimental results demonstrate that
H-MGNN on the medical information mart for intensive care III (MIMIC-III ) dataset
significantly outperforms existing methods in terms of in-hospital mortality prediction and other
tasks, validating its effectiveness and superiority in complex EHR data mining.
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VT AR, [ #2424 (graph neural network,
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(text-based interaction graph neural network) ' |
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TR ERI A Sz A RE 1 55 0 TR A SR
PG A, S o i 5 4R )T, BIF S 4t T A
B Ak R WE 5 R & g B U7 %, 40 HyperGAT
. HEGEL
(hypergraph embedding with graph-enhanced
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STHEHR , S A (B AR U1 3 3 5 Chen 4500 42
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Pl 2 1 ML AR A2 T 320K ;5 Qiu 45 P AR (E
S AT G AR, B AR Y BN SO RE
715 Ma 58Pk H GNNG KG h s i 251 3 & &2
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Z YR A2 1 R v A RN TR S G ) B A A i
T .

I Ak, LLMs #0822 25 G R AR 1Y
Hrw I an, SCk (37 ] S5 #4946 EHR A4 g2
U DL [ o 28 ) 2 2 o] VA8 AT T Il & 5
(hallucination) &34k ik , {H JE 3 388 KV 07 . e Ak,
TR TR T ) e i AR S5 A A I PR 2802, OF
SR 5 4540 Ak B s Bk AR . I Zhang SEPY
Gayathri 5574 KB ] 541 5 SCARIS ; Huang
401 Hou 4! Hastuti 25" Mulyar 5% 3% F
BERT 5 XLNet 1) Tl R A AL 474" g, 7E 1l IR
EICHARAT 55 S T B3 B TE Kruskal 45V iE
— 24 SO R B IR E TR SCHY SR AVERAE, 3R
RO RAT 55 S A ) SH%

1.2 EHANFES]

Bl A > B TR R 4540 5 5L i 55 214K
Hrzs (], [A] R BR 99 S Z A8 OC R Tz b
FHT 9 6000 28 R4 00 45 AT 55 L A
Bl T A AR E 5 AL 38 ALE B2 1 i) H A A
I 7 # 2 A R%, BI“You shall know a word
by the company it keeps”.

B 25 87 v N 22 4 45 i (multidimensional
scaling, MDS)" | IsoMap'*® | Jaj ¥ & 1 #x A
(locally linear embedding, LLE )" A K 7 347 7
R AE B BT (Laplacian eigenmaps) 4% |, 1 & Jlg 3t
TECHE AL 1) 2 ) A 422 1 (i KSR D), P32
AT 4 R4 . 33X 6 73 K O T X6 SR 422 5 P 5
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RUEUREJ7 RO DAY e 22 R R IR . Ry 2 i
KBRS, R B2l T 2R TR
FE 5550 B 4 il 1) ek A D7 ¥ i &1 53 g 25 05
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preserved embedding ) ** 4, ¥4 W] 3 12 5 B 4 iR 4l
P& 0 B A+, AE AT R R 4 R iR U S,
DeepWalk *" 1 W& 5| A # W K #L i & 5 Skip-
Gram AL , HF B A ) BV Ak R 250 5 s )
M, E T T AT P & 4 . LINE (large-scale
information network embedding) "2/ 7& It Al | 1E
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S SCAR Y R T RS N RS E A
I7i: 2R IO W B o 2] e, BVAE 2 2] s A ok
R SRR EME R MR R g e h ol A
WA ES Rt X 07 A I 2l 72 v g
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fiE, He2 o) B R om BoA R 4F 0y 2k, /T iz
T Z R EIAH AT 55 BEE GNN 1K JE , fix A2
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B &b G R 1 RS B AT B R R4 2] | it
— R T A SR IR B
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5 BAE R 597 55 Z M G RE I R A |
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1 H-MGNN#EZEE
Fig. 1 Architecture diagram of H-MGNN

2.3 BEBEEXZRE(P-P)

J T FESFIFH R EHR 2Z 8] (52 2 0, A
LR TREXRREG,=V,.E,). Ko, v, FxR
BEES EFRRBEZRMNLRES ek,
MR E w, >0 R RNEE uS v ZH R E AR
SCXE G AT TR S ] A S5, R S SR
W5, BEISRR A R CE B A7 B TR] ) 0 R 34N X
] 48 h N 48 h &= 1 & 1 LA L RSB IX ]
A HEH10 6], H 150 FIREAS . &l 2 FroR  FE#R A
23 ] 7 39 R (R 1 R (TR 1 1) RS
TR R IR IR EL A = B AR ALE 5 [R5
() B U S B3 (0 R 1 J2 R A A, BB AR ] —
P 2 R, BB 22 (B A LA AR 3T 45 A8 11 A
.

)46 A6 SR - A SCR LA B ) 2 B A
A XORPIIR L G, W B L 1 5, I
PR AL TP g B 1 800 A4S SG B i), T H B 45 8
DA 2 8 SCRH G M L B S, 76 T8 11 1) 2 B
F N Ge e e 3 16 BAF B 5 ) S g0 4
R (H—fb )5 ) CHAE . T ARE
EI AR st , 51 A S50 o, bR /)
341

2 BEFHKXIDTEA(AEERRRARER,HE
RERREROTEERERE)
Fig.2 3D visualization of patient samples (different
shapes represent different diseases, color
intensity indicates disease severity)

AR E AR B E OCRE B TR S 1Y
— B 2B 3T PE (first-order proximity ) 1 & B 4B i P
(multi-hop proximity ). — B4R : 37 24717 55
FARERIRIE il e, € EAFAE, HALE w,, 1Y
N — W AR AT R B A N AR AL, AT R R 0.
— B &R P ALY R R AR AR OC &R L B
AREE R T — B AR, T 20 Y R T
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K FE I 4 45 H A LR L E X p,=
(W e W b 705 15 a0 5 Al A 05 15 P — 57 48
VTV 25 w5 v il NAS R AL SO 00
N+ 1B ABIEHE . L= B 483 H 40, u 55 it ik 24
)4 8 s 5 2, AR

w3(u’v) = Wus.wsz.wzv. (1)
seN(u) zeN(k)nN(v)

Hybrid-E 5.3 : H 150 — W 4B 1 5 &
B0 A PR S 43 . — 08 I P A < Nk
SR B I A A 2R 0 AL G I ) 28 AR R
2 [8] 1Y) KL #{ & (Kullback-Leibler divergence) %
oAl X301 Gy, H v, iy, BB S HEE p, iy

! (2)

pi(vev,) = Tt+exp(-ul-u)’

00 9009

Hrru,u,e RO A v, FUT 8y, IR A 2250
W p, B E LR

ﬁl(i,j)=v;;,W=Hz W, . (3)
ij) eE

Hors w, Ryt e, BOBGE BRI ERRRREL Ol

0,=d(p.(-.).p( ). (4)
Horad (-, )& 2 A 2 e B IR S, AT AR a2
AR50 B KLU

0,=— 2 w, log(p](v[,vj)). (5)
(ij) eE

24 1R FE IR I (negative sampling) , 1] DA2#
SR B — B AR5 B IR AL ()

i=1

]
R

3

5
516

56 66
O 66

OO O-BD

B3 Hybrid—E &HiE— K &R F0E M &RiL 312 & A E
Fig. 3 Graphs generated by Hybrid—E algorithm for first-order and high-order neighboring paths

e [ A0 3T A - SR BE BIL T E (random
walk ) 5 W A AR BT w1y R SO E B AT
R Ry AR L LA R B R A 3 it
Friie sl . B v 2 E T — AT R N — Pk
HR Y R LA RER p, A1 A

Ty €€ (vk,v,),

20U Uy ) = 6
P(u]u) 0 e (v, (6)

Hodr ez S99 8 v, My, Z R R 1 G, 1Y
AR A A, AR I FRoR 1 i B, (I —
A 1) SR [ (R ML E hr S R e B ) L =D A
VER LR HE B, Horh D2 A B BE AR I 3 i ok
KBE 1, AT RASRAR 125 AR A0 v, R it i T A
12, B R Z 4508 B AR, BV AT 45 31 14> 1k %
RS R E AR [ e{2,3, -, L} R AT 15 5]
Z N AR R, TR (W) Z0 1 v, 11 s 48 i
PE A 3 R T8 L BB —H AR W) AT RoR R
W‘,”={W‘,’;"=(vk0=vi,v“, v ) k=1, ‘--,K}. (7)

Horr: W SRR AR v, RIS kK 1
PEEAE . T G, 2RI, o DL iR e &
YR 55 A R SCHi A Skip—gram FEAY | 2% > 5|
L ET B MY ARIE 5 BB A (s,

38 3 Bl — B AR 3T R i B AR T B e AT DA
338 G, R A :

pr:Concat({u[}Lil,{si}L’jl). (8)

Horr: Concat 2y il 5 pRIEK, A8 SCERICR 1) = DF
FEARAE A P-P SR OC &R BRI K IRl
SRS (H G T S — B S 2 B SRR PR fiE
i AR5 e A Fh 454 5 18 SCHARIYE I 38 i A
P I BB TR Ui B0 AT 55 PR e
2.4 BAYBEEHRREAZELEE(T-N-W)

REZEHEEE L8 T e A8
# EHR [N Z%)2 IR 4544, 5] A93282% (taxonomy ) |
Il R 1C (note ) FlEALTR] (word ) iX = ZEXf 4 . Hirr,
Gy 28E T X BT RO AT RS S 6 R 2E
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32 ) HAR Y 28 R A T I, 4 s 14
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{E,UE,} €E,,IiREICHBHBIC N e, € E,, FHK
FRINIC N e, € Ep, AR A 5350 h, b,
MW AFAE A HOCFR i 1A FI 5 v [A]
J& T AL n M 2E o, MW SN E (v) =
{e,,,e,\ vemne t}.

AT BAR B AL < R 5853 R A W] 34
3 SCREME AR SCR T T 20 12 BB TR R 25
AN TR 2 BUHE 71 fig 4 At 7 58 BUTH BRI 5 R OR TR
B R B AR R EOE AN

1

0 Jia

w ! h
Horh s B () F675 7 AT B 8 pR R R
HEHEI R E (v) (A BT S by FL(-)
FRFI Sy e {1,2) I 0 T AL 336 R R (1
12 53 1R 43 22 S R RS TC ) il
B TERH T V(o) MK T HE A D, ;
o R RAEL M FE PR (W ReLU) s W e R 24
FEE g d (VAN TR B, A T J2 U i L T L S
2 S A [ (9 A T W, S L R I B SR
TE43 T2 3 i A 3 o WS ) £ 30 3 52 30
RS

23] 1R O A A I R B DT B
FY 20 B 1 2 P TR 4

I R 210 0 A 3 22 < AE %2 o AU B 26
W v eV, SIEIREICHN e, € E,, MK
SRR BRI AL S I R IE R AR, A
ST PRAE T A . e ) e R T

h(v) =F (h(v).E(v). Wy).

hN(en) :F‘[(hT(en)9Vt(en)7 Ww)a (10)
hy(e)=h,e),r=1.

w

F,(hE0)=0 h,|.

(9)

F,(h,E,9)=o ,TE {1,2}.

Forbr by (v) by (e, ) 20 50 0 25 R IG RZE TE 2 B A5
FE IR s b (v) , by (e, ) 5350 R 73 e = BT
AR .

A B Z SRR B A=

()57 2T BLRIARAL % 2 AR B e T five V, 5

3R e, € E,, BRI RIS . 201

BIFARTE A IRAL, BRI S AE T — 2 B Rl A IR IR

EiCME B I % Z REE 282k e R rh itk — 20

BT SR B AE

ho(v)=F (hy(v),E; ), W) h,(e,) =hy(e,)
hr(e,) =F,(hN(e,), V,(e,), WT),T=2.

W FIRZ AT B AR R R RS
G 2Pl LT S A b (), hpe,) B
hy(e,). B Je 30 AL AR SR A I i A, A LR
& EHR MZ 908 Elik A p,.

2.5 EHRBIF4SEEE

i} P 2 EHR (1) B RRAE 2 — . FE 43 BT AH S A
585 5296 245 O K P EHR N BR8] A 545 U
Xof S8 AR T 00 A 5 e A BR 5 5 AR T-N-W
] Y 62, T TR o VR B P REAE Y
FEPE NI, K EHR SRR R 7 50 500 X (S
2% FEAE Harutyunyan 554 5 FAL B 16 ) i A
% LSTM DI sh A8 R iF . BRI, F EHR
PRI R 2B 10 R o3 282 N A B B v R] B 28 A2 Ak
SRy B 5 B AL BE T, B T-N-W R I I R
L5 A3 SRy 43 M A B[] 4, I ST 2%
A LSTM W 4% 47 A B 457 Ji5 Rl 19 308 0 1 [k
RES AR B PR A .-

WA 1 RS TR R A 1L A3, X T
BEASEF ] 25 ¢, DU IR 28 10 /9 B dnl ik A7 81 v=
(Voo v PE R A S i 48 i fk (mean-
pooling) 13 £ — > d 4EHFFAIF [0] & x), P96 Ho 4w A
LSTM S BRsR A «

x,“"‘e:Pooling(vl,vz, ---,v,,),
he=LSTM (X!, h,_;0),t=1,---T.
Horfr: 002 LSTM W AT I 2R S 8805 b M I R 20l
RS /N0 i R =541 15 e S T (B I M TS
O (BP0 = S P G SySE (T S E 2/ U At
FIRFEIIAE R, AR SOHE [l — B ) 28R 1y 43
Fe2EAT WAV v, v T DRHE S (Proj
R PREL) AT B A x> P A S LSTM,
15BN 532 BT BT b
xﬁ‘“:Proj(vl®v2® ®vk),
= =LSTM(x™,h,_;0),t=1,---T.

T2 B pyee A pe T A PEE SO A LA 10

KA B2 B E TR A P,
2.6 =A%
1E H-MGNN #i Rt P-P i3 56 2 [ LA Fg

tan

(12)

(13)
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R HI B U207 305 T-N-W i &1
RATAEZZ ST, IR IR AR i A B B D i A
BRI B BOI RS s LA ORAIERS E 1k 5 20 . B
PRIRAR > DU B BE 1 5, % T-N-W B Il 25 =
WS, 345 B8 B EHR B p, LUK B Y19 55
TRV, H A v, # p, W18 AL P-P 18], JF 057
RN, 19 2 B EH R ARG A ps
U, LAV, Be T-N-W il ] 0 30l 73 45 AR b i
A WAL PP By . de i, B I T
N-W i 8l p, & P-P A p, Bl A I 2k A% B
B, P—P K570 B S BRSS9 58T AU A A
B, LAA: i 24 1) 8% EHRATA .

3 SEE oA

3.1 HEERMmAE

MIMIC- 2 1A TF 7T FH A I R T
ST 2 46 520 4 F 2001 4F 5 2012 4F 1] ] 78
Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center( Il 7 ) {21%1]
LR BRI L) 232 ICU IR IT IR A I B 7 il
KBRS N D GTHE S AR
A YT T AR e SR, DL K2
W R0 TR G B 25 22 4 T AR R L A7 i 7 26 > DGR
.

Ry A R ST 6 P PE AT A IR AR S
AL B A EE M = (ICU) J5 48 h NI IR
SEACHY ICUERBEIC A W BIFFE R 52 . Kicdhs Ttk 2
KA 2 A 3 S A8 SCHR (55 142 H Yy i i
B IEYINZREE Fr BEAIL R 53 20% 1E R 56k 5 . 7E
] T-N=-W #8432 £ SCHR [ 55 14 A 27
% BB BIG IR IC B R BRI 305, PR
BA L1 BRI S 2 I T 6 A3 bR 28 5 15 A
TE R 7 RRAE AR 4, B e 5 e i PR ) 7 R0 3 A
BEJE I RT 48 h N, RAERIFR N 1 h. A5 1 h R
A AFTEZ A0 5%, WL R 2R (] Be N e 1 5%
7 R RE A 1) Rk A T AR B A TE T
D SR, W fef FH SCR 54 13 AL A ERIFRIF(E A
3.2 BHEFZE

AR SCHE I T T B R RE A 2
FEMEDT AT RE L, I X B A AT 3 Y DLk e
AR FE LAY 3] i A 7 755k ) FastText ™', %
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Table 2 Ablation experiment results of module effectiveness
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