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Abstract: This paper proposes a theoretical and methodological framework for multimodal cohort design based on
artificial intelligence ( AI') language representation, breaking through the conventional paradigm of traditional
epidemiological cohort studies and establishing a novel model for language-based multimodal integration. The framework
integrates heterogeneous medical data—such as health records, electronic medical records, medical imaging, and
genomic information—into a unified low-dimensional embedding space using Transformer-based models. Centered on a
three-layer architecture of “Digital Omics—Digital Biomarkers—Digital Phenotypes” , it introduces key methods including
embedding vector generation, causal inference, and multimodal data fusion. The study innovatively defines the PICLS
criteria for digital biomarkers: predictability, interpretability, computability, latent-variable structure, and stability. On
this basis, digital phenotypes are further required to meet the endpoints criterion, forming the PICLSE criteria to ensure
their clinical utility in disease prediction and intervention. Technically, the paper details the entire process of embedding
generation, data encoding/decoding, database construction, and biomarker extraction. A case study on scarlet fever
surveillance demonstrates the practical application of the proposed multimodal embedded cohort in clinical screening and
intelligent early warning. This framework offers a novel paradigm for epidemiological cohort research and provides
methodological support for advancing precision medicine and smart public health.
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Figure 1 Conceptual framework for the multimodal queue design of Al language representation
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PORE o R R T A A0 £, =15,
z,) , Horfr Fusion ( - ) J2 fif i% i 19 S Ze Pk 72 4 (40
LSTM ,Transformer f 5 #s ) o 2, fit iS5 A= B 1Y
b R AR S AN X~ X, B B (ke
A FRRAS TS )
3.5 ZESEEE R
AL i P B X 203 S, T G e ] 2 B
Bdli a3 18] .
X.=G(X), X, eR"™ (6)
Horh, G(X) Wbt s B, F T3 J 45 A B 1 8K
o XL AL F RAEA A S5 R w] LUV
T I P O A AP A B A A
3.1.6 AR & RAEAF AL
R W 2B AR X AT R Bl .
(1) I PR Ak e e
R=W,X+b,, (7)
Horr, R ARRAE IR IE )
(2) DML
T=argmax( W,R+b,) , (8)
Hop, T REEBARIT I E (TR BEERRIT) .
(3) s Tt
P(DIX)= Softmax( W,X+b,), (9)
Hrr P(D) JRBIR RS0 A1
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32 HFAFHEEMNEAE

P EERCF A 2 B I T N 2B R
& Bdbr e BdEmG A i AURIE
EROL IR T AR,
3.2.1 ZRISEIRRAE BE S

B 2B A 2 A B R L AT R
s s RN A G B KE 1.EHR E PHR
P& R B A T R U 1) KR A B S 3 B — 19 B
e .

D=U15,.G,.I,.E,.P,} | (10)

Horpr D RGBT A 22505 1, N AR B/ A 15
Ho 6T 5 Fh g 4 28 8, 8 SOE 0 A o fb il 55
f: X—X,
3.2.2 ZEESEdERG

2o MR 5 B 3E A R B X 55 Rl R
WA IS, BN, R RS Fe R i ) Y Bh AT Bl
fAlG

Z=Fusion(S,G,I,E,P), (11)

Hrf Fusion (- ) fUFREE AL & 8L, w Wik
$5 B B 4% ( concatenation) Z=[S,G,I1,E,P] ;1

M
= 71 N AL ( attention-weighted fusion) Z = z o X,
i=1

Y oa=1, i, o HEEHIRE, M N B
3.2.3  FdEm b

KT A, TR A S R R Z AT )
G .

i

%u

C

V=o(WZ+b) (12)
o WORFARERE b BT, o () BRI
PRI (4N ReLU E{ Sigmoid) , iX8E[a) & V 241 1%L
P PE R O A X
D=1{V, V, - V.|, (13)
Hrp D ARRECFA AR, v, 25 i SRR R
i ) i
3.2.4 AL RIEAHRA
R T AR AE T A s s B, 75 R TR
BERATT 170 102 g T R e S 0 AR 4 2 1
E=Embedding( V), %0, {# F Transformer #7175
fi. E=Transformer( V) , Hi & 7R .

0K
h,=SelfAttention( Q,,K,,V,) = h, =softmax z v,
k
(14)
Ho,0, K, Voriladin gt (EAEME, d, 20 b
HERE

3.2.5 AL SRS EHE e A i) 5 3 pr

BET AR A - 20 2 B8, PT LASEA 9580 Tt
ANPELR YT 30T | Akt B IXURS: DF-Aik 25 1R RN, 491
W, R F Y=7(DM,DP) +o, Hirf. f(+) & AL
WA Y (U1 LSTM | Transformer 5§, GNN) , o f& 15
T RO ASE TR S S ] 1T 8 2K PR K (B8 SRR A 2K )
L A,

L=-Y ylog(9,)+(1-y)log(1-5,)., (15)

33 HFEYRIBEREFRERRNSWIER X
EIRBCF AR D R — 2SR W)
AU ALE 5 R EE R4, DOzl 2 rh
PRI A Wb i JE B UE L PICLS o 0] 5 3 i, 4
BB 380 S 6 0F PICLSE N AR i F
3.3.1  BUFAYPRICHREIR
AR J5 T A 22 B0 e D B LS ) 807
G INE TN
DM={dm, ,dm,,---,dm,}, dm,€R, (16)
Hrp DM B FAEMCES TR AN A
PR ERARHE & S B AP bR i B0, B dm,
REF— NI AR AL PPRAE A0 328 S |
MFEAR FEF R IBFRES B4 Y hnic iy
ITEIRN .
(1) R4EFFAESEHL, B 2%, Ml IR B 2% ) Jr ik
M Z BEHURHIE F .
F=g,(2), (17)
Hrp g, & —DREE 5 B 2%, [ 2l i 5 %
(autoencoder, AE)%5 F e R™ & M\ Fl-& 804 %
SR R AE IR
(2) BT AEMPRCTRE . o T H IR %L
FHEWPRCEA G W A A e S W R
F A 4343 T (principal component analysis, PCA) &%,
FAIEREFE 5% (U LASSO)
W* =arg min, || FW-Y || *+A || W ,, (18)
Hrb, wr BB RHEACE B F 2 HARAE
i (AR ) , A R IENE S48, 1 T Hl Rk
TEREMIRR BRI . B Ze, SRR W™ e i k N
TEAE A BT A Y bRid DM,
3.3.2 BT ARAMER
BFFRA S LAY ic i — 2R
P EA IR R L 8 B S S A YRR DP=h(DM) =
{dp,,dp,,-,dp, |, dp, € R, Hr| DP 2HFR R4
G, m ERF R CGR B4 dp, 0GR — MRS,
JryRAS I 2 AL T8 A (AR 25 & 1E 48 0. 00 4 AR 9N
B E AR 3 A ) o B O T SR A B R T ik



FEAST D AL T 5 R AE A 2 RS R B BAS i BIIE 7 AR & 9

LU

(1) WA ER, BRIk g, 7
A 3 40T (factor analysis, FA) 25848 1 ik
PEFTERE X=LF+o , o X J2& RS2 8 i 8 A
PIbRic DM, L o R 20 A 20 1, F o2 078 e (B ER
F-HIDP, o M)

(2) BOFRAAL, 38 5 KSR A T (maxi-
mum likelihood estimation, MLE) L* =argmax, P(X|L)
PiAb)s B ZAa 3 S 73R4 DP,

3.3.3  HUFAEYRIC SECERTNEIE

W 4 s B0 AR ic as 2t /2 PICLS #E
LU PR S RN N 3 = N = R e o e I e
P 5 T R TUBR T3 2 PICLS #EW DLk, 38 20250
T R 28 i, BLL 000 /2 PICLSE H#EN

J TR AR bR A R AL AT AR
i 2R PR HESIEAT B0 0E . M DRR A 380 B 2
FEYIPRC DM 587 R DP Z MR R,
FEEBKEARKR O P(YIX) MIVES T, 5
TUEBIEH MR LR ;@ P(YIdo(X)) THIRL
ML, VAL XX Y A ELSERE 5 B) S SR M AN
[ T AR AN Al T, Horh, PR B A% 0
HARZATT P(DPIdo(DM) ), BV, 4 3= 3l + Hik
AYARic DM B, 1506 87 3R Y DP (520, Kk
TR S BRIGIE PICLSE #E () 5 240 °F .
3.3.3.1  ATFINE . PRS0 vs. GE T

G TR ASE ALALATE FH AR DG M 4T 3R AL (P90 )
M ¥=F(DM) +0; SR , R SR e BRI T W5
AR P(YIdo(DM) ) o BART5 %l fdi il AR
I (causal graph, G)iRBITRZAH T,

P(Yldo(DM))= Y, P(YIDM,C)P(C),

(19)
Hrp ¢ RIRZE & (AR ARG 2T 15 .

kAN, ] % A T 2L 7R & 5 (instrumental varia-
ble, IV) #47 IR IEWT Y=aDM+BZ+0o , HH , Z 7T
AR A DSRS0 R -0 A i
3.3.3.2  ATfEAREE . R IO IE R SR R

PSPPSR i) AN e n P B Sy g VA = AN PN B
AT RERRNAB i AT, iR .

(1) PURMOS I, 84548 PR ABE A ( struce-
tural causal model, SCM )" 55 K J %4 % DP =
g(DM,U), U~P(U) ,HH U ZAE UM ) 7 7E
TR HE, g( ) 2PRURMEH sk, flan, 56T PR
HEWT do B+ B SR AN TR TN

E[DPldo(DM) ] = fg(DM,U)P(U)dUO

(20)

(2) HREER T, B AEYbric DM Al fgs
IHA AR E M R A DP,
P(DPldo(DM))= Y. P(DPIM)P(MIdo(DM)),

(21)

HET , 33 SHAP 1148 P 5 5k .

- > SRUEEEED s i s 1,
(22)

HES M T A YHRIC DM 78RR L5 (F5%)
IR TRk, o, o, AR A Y51 DM X 32 4
(BAR) Y YRR TTRR . XA, Jf 5 do BF AT LATHER.
A Wb Y LS PR B ) TS A DG e, B
RT3 R T 5 A3 B AN 5 ) ks, SR A
. BEFAYhric DM il 28 5 M 20
B A DP B 6 b S SR ON; AT A3 i
HEWE
SR SR (total causal effect, TCE)
TCE=P(DPldo(DM=1))-P(DPldo(DM=0) ),
(23)
H 9% B 3800 ( natural direct effect, NDE) ;
NDE=P(DPldo(DM=1) ,M=M,) -
P(DPldo(DM=0) ,M=M,), (24)
Hor, M, RELERLIKP T b iR, %
RN AT DM EL 4252 DP 1Y 5843, AR 722
M,
H $RIE]42% 0 ( natural indirect effect, NIE) .
NIE=P(DPldo(DM=0), M=M,) -
P(DPldo(DM=0) ,M=M,), (25)
Hrp M, ARFRAE DM =1 B A AR ERES, B4
K i it DM i3k M 20 DP (54

AR BN ] PR # N : TCE =NDE+NIE,,

(3) PUERBNAEM /3BT . FEAS [ S 2H A B A
BArE Z T PRI AT R & AR B i R 2
AR R, I ABM AR & Z 3547 AR RN
I3

DP=3,+B,DM+B,Z+B,( DMxZ) +o, (26)
Hor, z Al BEE 1 DM—DP SRR M7 (1
PR AR S ) B, KR S H I E IR, 2R
B, #=0, ] Z &4 T DM—DP FI SO ; 18,0,
TR Z 558 T DM—DP FIRZN ; (iR B, <0 F£oR
Z )85 T DM—DP [HHEA40;
3.3.3.3 AR PURAE AT S A0

TERCFLE W bR IC A R B 1 B ORI DAl o
3 T BT AR o T RRIE R AR

P;



10 TP NIE

(B 2% ) 63 % 8 I

R AL A% = S SRR, TR ERE
O(nlogn) RYFANT .

(1) [RAERFIESRIC, Hi4n, R PCA BURHIE
FE(LASSO [l ) $& OGS 807 AR Wb i Z= WX
i, PCA W E 24 8 (1] SVD 43 f# )
O(nd®) , Horpr d JRAFAEZE L 5 (i T S BRI 8 5 5
4t n] DRI R 07 3k (CInBEL SVD) | B4k n]
kR O(nlogn)

(2) ARG THEA DRI S R A AR O
Pk, TR BRI R B BAE BRI R I
O(n); 75 & 4 B s b HEFe #8042 2% 8 nl 3k
O(nlogn),

(3) PERHMERE, 1155 P(DPldo(DM) ) i H 2K
FA 7] LR K] ( directed acyclic graph, DAG) &4
WIS 75 SO0 i AT R LR OC R A THE R R
o Bl DUt By AR Ak, B ) &2 4% B G R .
O(nlogn) ;7EJEAT A K SHAP 1A | 75 2158
AR TR, RAUEOL T /SRR,
B S22 O(nlogn)

(4) Blassz T W0, A R0 A i gy R Al
A TIN , foil dnn, B6E 42 TH A XGBoost 1155 & %
O(nlogn),

PRI, TR A A BE SR L L T 2920 O (f( DM,
DP))=40(nlogn),
3.3.3.4 WEAE i DR HESEEO S AT UL AR

WA R R AE YR IO R R TR A
() — I EEUEN AR R RO A AR e O
Dt | X RBIE A 22 ] I A2 o 1 25 HE T R . B
FRAEAL 2 MR RE R E | 7 2l T Se 1 B,
BLES2E 2 dAs T, B, BMI &y B & AR 5
THEEAS Y At R BORT RE b 22 B i W AR )
bR Pyt ml g .

BLISToN S = O | I DU NI K5 &/ @l | [ P S
ARLRIR N X =LF+o, Hrh, X J& W28 & (L
FHFMEICRS) , L 2R (an Qs e ds
B, SOANFIREST) 2 T8 0 SR 22T, 5
UERY H 0200 € R AFTE TR /2 & L IJF# IR E
RS & LA BB A WA I 5 B R B 2 (R 1Y 5C
R, WU AR

(1) AF43#7 (factor analysis, FA) ., T4 #7
FHT RGN 224 WA AR B2 75 ) LU P 7 3D iy i A
t, HAEAD X=LF+o, Hh X e R™J& N MEA
() d dEn] WL AR B L e RV k 4B AR i (k<d) ,
F & R R 20 0 | 227 TR A0 s XF ] ) 25 2
B, o0 IR 25, SR MLE 38 R F#ff L =

argmax, P(X|L) ,>k H Bartlett [Kl 7543 Al By AR
W L=(F'3"'F)"'F'3 X, i Kaiser-Meyer-
Olkin (KMO) #5312 3 F 1 : KMO>0.7 s i
Ar i 5 5 Bartlett BRI K 50 A OCZ5 14, 45 48 )7
{5 (P<0.05) KR8 it Z [ AFAEAHOCEEHE

(2) S5t )7 FRAEHY 4548 )7 FEAEAY ( structural
equation modeling, SEM ) FjF#:37 nf A8 & X FIE
h L Z AR CR  Y=BL+yX+o, H Y & H
PRAE B (ANPGRS ) By B8 AR R B, ) X
fx /N I ( generalized least squares, GLS) i MLE
it 7% Z 8. 6 = argmin, ( Y-BL—-yX) "W ( Y-BL-
vX) o UGS (goodness-of-fit, GOF) P4
B . RMSEA<0.05 ( $:4f) ,0.05 <RMSEA<0.08
(AI45Z ) ; CFI/NFI>0.9 KR BERIYA B4 i ¢
Geit R A A TR S, P<0.05 AU A AL,

(3) WAZ & [7] 9 (latent variable regression,
LVR) , HTEiFE A& L DM & & X DP HAT il
W E, H3RAR . DP=aL+BDM+yZ+0o, Hi Z
eIV BE (CANAERE PER) B,y 2 I AR B, IR
fix /N .3 [l 9 ( partial least squares regression,
PLSR) fli #0508 = (X"X) 7' X"y, i b 465 7 i
R YEM i BEUR R >0.5 R AR |l K
T4 B s AR S | 38 i b i 1% 22 (standard error, SE)
TN IURSE M, bR iR 22 5/ N RN R faE

(4) PURMER B UE, T A8 & Jo ik B0
W75 2 R I AL S . SR DAG & BT
st P(DPIdo (L)), ik DT ST o 28 2% 2] R 2R 45
14 DAG .

P(DPldo(DM) )=, P(DPIL)P(LIdo(DM)),
L

(27)

K Granger [HUSRAGE6 S P4, L A 2570
i JEI AT A AR T VR R
. DP,_,~DP,_,, W # ADP>0, | L # 52 ¥ 1 DP;
Wi ADP~0, ] L AT fEAS R AR i
3.3.3.5 FaEME

FE MR BB AR P bric T R AT 2 1Y
FEENZ —, BESRAEAFIREE MK 3R
SRS T B A Wb it Ay R R ]
TN PR R R, B AL 145 SR AE N AE—F v
HMERRERYEZ AN KL B RS

FERAEFIAE L T |, 5 SR F (DM—DP) & &
FEANTRVESCHE PR B8 R 12 55 1 T AR SRR 2 . T LAFROR
J7:P(DPldo(DM) ,E,)= P(DPldo(DM) ,E,) ; %f
FAER WA E, M E, , iR R 308



FEAST D AL T 5 R AE A 2 RS R B BAS i BIIE 7 AR & 11

PREFARSE , D0 32 DR R 06 R AEAS W) B 5 F PR AR
FE 0 X EAF RN ( conditional average treat-
ment effect, CATE) & CATE (E) = E[DP | do
(DM) ,E], 3R CATE(E) fEAFEE E P EFA
A8 PR RN SR S 1 AR E P A% BE PF A AR
ERE. S, = | CATE (E,) -CATE (E,) |, %
Spias =0, WAL HE YR IC BT RBIFEA R AL

R PE AT LU oo — v o B 2R AT VAl A4S
TE— BRI ME — B PPAG -

(1) WTE—BUEI b, WAE—BUEZORTEA R
AMREEHEIREE T, 22 U 1 PR R0 I PR AR
FE o PR B A ik g SCR]— BB TR [
[l 7, Al e, TR T EYIPRC . DM, =DM, +o,
R 0~ N(0,0%) HAFTBMEIED M, WHiZ A= W) b
WCHATREE . X T AR Fa € 7, 7T RL

25 8] A9 5¢ & 2L (intraclass correlation coefficient,
2

_— It o SR

Optoy

2 o0 AR RS AR PRI Ty 22, AR 1CC>0.8,
D58 R B A b e LA — B AR e

(2) SME—ZM5 0T, HSME— SR TEA]
BRI (AN A DU oy i BEI) BB ) T BT
A bR A R A RSO AR R RS . A
WIZEAG v . D Z A BE R R4 (invariant causal
prediction, ICP) , HITHi& IR RTEA R E
TR R EE: P(DPldo(DM),E,)=P(DPldo
(DM) ,E,) ; BAKTy ] R FR IR SR S5 48 2 2] Oy
(0 DAG #fEH) WA R ENE. G(E)) =
G(E,) ,Hh , G(E)IRRK IR EIL5H ; { FH 25k ST
% ( conditional independence, CI) il 5 iiF K J %%
N EEE . P(DPIDM,E) L E, # % &7,
DM—DP R K RTEARE E T AZ 0, i B
HREEH MR, @Bland-Altman 4 it — S 41
Mo FT VAR PR AR 8 7 15 SR B R 1 R
LOA=d+1.96-SD,, Hrf d=X,-X, {CE AR
FUFNIEMEZE S, d ZY¥E W2, SD, b2 ;
IR LOA 7EnHE32 i BN (W T 5% 72 5 ), i3t
W AE R L sl B T R AN [ N AR
M,

R T R R SR AR AR Y R IR TR 2D
TR ARG B0, A5

(1) ZIEERRMEMEATT, T PPl SRR AE
AR T B R E M, RN max, , | P(DPldo
(DM) ,E,)-P(DPldo(DM) ,E,) | <o, X H o &r[

ICC) .ICC=

P52 R E PR I 22 B (10 5% ) 5 WARIZ s 20T,
U358 B PR SR A0 AE AN [R) PR BT T R AR Y

(2) ST REPEA T, E[ DPhy_, ~DPpy_, |
E,1=E[DP,,_,-DP,_ | E, ], It AR HE T
) PSR A, QSR T TR A D358 B R SR AR 7
AFFREE N RE
3.3.3.6  Z&aN M . DR SRR ER AN B e AR

G (Bl 7 R A2 SR O EZ SER R I e
D71k, 145 Prentice U AR S Hh A 23 BT, IR S A
SCM F1 DL -1 ¥ 45 4 T 30IE

(1) Prentice #EN, Prentice'™ (1989) 42 T
— B F A SO AR R A B 0T DIER
ARL R . 5 AR AR BRS¢ 2 B R
7/ T X X R R B T g, N S & AiE
B A, . P(TIX,S)=P(TIS) , EN7E# 5]
S ZJ5 X X T A BHMAN, Prentice 7 W f*) PO 4~
ZMF: @ T X RS S B X—S, P(SIX) #
P(S);@ T X W L5 T, B0 X—T, P(TI
X)#P(T) ;@ BACL S S EELR L 7, /) S—
T, P(TIS)#P(T) ;@ ¥l S J5 ,X X T LHIML
BB P(TIX,S)=P(TIS) . W02 [A] 6 2 B A
AN S 2 T B AE R,

(2) SRR, R A0 0] Lk
— AR S BE A, HAL RS
S (total effect, TE) i NIE FI NDE, fRi% X K
TR AR Tr ) | S SRR A S (X AR BT SR
) TR FBNGRA S U NBAEIR 2 R R R R
B . T=ay+o, X+a,S+e,,S=B,+B,X+&5, LT, TE
N TE=E[TIX=1]-E[T1X=0] =a, +a, B, , Bl T
X 3 3o B R B R AR LN T AR ; NIE
M NIE=a,B,, B X i1t S 20 T AL K /)N ; NDE
4 NDE=a, , Bl X jd i HoAth B 42 (AN 22k ) X T 7
AFRZIR AR NIE 78 B30 o 28845, ) S
AL

NIE o, B,
ﬁ: (o +a,8,) -

47 NDE=q, SR HA G473 3, W3 s A~
AESE A RHE X X T AR , Bl 32 R0 1 28 o5 M v 0
AR EIIRIE

(3) SCM 43#rt'™ . W] LUfd JH DAG s A
KFZ: X—S—T, X—T; = a0 X XF T #8500 58
STl S (B X—>S—T, ] S & B A 2L &
Mo BB AT RASE 2ok 155 i g S0 1 (1 26 4G I Bk R
T2 S PEMEN] . ATE=E[ T1do(X=1) ]-E[ Tldo
(X=0) ] ;M40 R4 W7 A do-38 7, a2k E[ T do

Lo (28)
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i (B % W 63 % 8 1]

(X=1)]-E[T1do(X=0)] =E[Tldo(S=1)]-
E[Tldo(S=0)],M S 2 T WA RERAL S,

(4) DUnp34r R SR X 2% ( Bayesian causal network ,
BCN) , Al i #g# BCNO | F DL - 37 5 5 vk gk
— IR R AR LR BB S O P(TIX) =
Y P(TIS)P(SIX) , ans P(TIX) EZH P(SIX)

M P(TIS) sk, W S HA B SWME, Xl
DI EAE B H(TIX)-H(T)S)=I(T;SIX) i#
— e AL A B R I(T; SIX) 8K, NS &
T IR AR L

(5) %7 H 5t A B (real-world data,
RWD) HLER# S 50 1E . RS Hd6 1, v R L
Ty iP5 E . (O DU E S ME ] ( Bayesian
information criterion, BIC) i BB/ SRS,
BIC=-2log L+klog N, #75| A S J& BIC .35 F#AI%, i
B S X T 4G 5imk, @it Shapley {H, 715 S
FEHLER2E S T T v A E B

ISIT (INI-1SI-1)! .
SCN\|i| INII (V(SU{l})—V(S))’

@i =

(29)

A S TR, WIS BB A R B AR
o LRI IR IR S B R R E,
YU AR AR il PR A Q28 B A T 2 7 R i

N B Oy 2

TS E YN

i R 2t

® 5 JEH(S)
G 2

©/RGEH(I) =
Ol BRI (R,

4 ZOAELFEHDLEN AL KEE

41 EBFEEX

WE S s, 820 3007 \RE B B A% 4 0
DASCEE A B AT RN B0 AR A R )2 B
I AWK A R, 8 8K 12, K GE S i)
N E F AL e i 5 W0 R 48, 5 B0 20 1]
WIKHE, 5 & BTG T8 O PG 28 IR AT 4
M, B FEAT R R FE 2L 2 T 11208 T 1) 2 4
AEAE M ALE T R AR 1) 5 16 A5 8008 2
BT 1) i A0 0T 4 2 A A A Bl IR U R LAY (A
DeepSeek , T-[A] | &A1) , 38 £ Ik B 1& AL (low-rank
adaptation, LoRA) i , ¥4 s SR £ $4 = sh WE I AL
KA BT B AT 2= M A SR A
S, B GE oF [ AR 1 AL 3 (natural language
processing, NLP) £ A $2 O 7 XA 5 &, A&
TIE K A AR A, T 2R ) i fh Ak
i P, JF >k ] Transformer 42 #4 #F 17 55 1 il & .
AL RIS 537 1129 T, 3 B AL 161 5 Xt
A Y i R g, e RN R B b 2,
SR AR R, BRI T XU
1L utist R4t P TR BI A ] Ty

KCDC

DeepSeek
Fi

LoRA
Trainable weights

Frozen weights

ERBERNIMAI KRB

hER’ =
f—l—\

WER

BE Rer

xER' O

K5 PRECIA TN I AT IR ) 55 5 SR S BLRAR

Figure 5 Background significance and implementation pathways of Al large language model for scarlet sever active monitoring

42 FEItRESHEE
4.2.1 ZBUISBAYIAE

MR 1 52 it B 1= 7 R B8l vh o (b)) IS
2o v fi B B T RBP4 R I ARl £
FAR G B B () - D 3 . Eiiz2 {5 B3k

R ]2 AT BEid sk, 4@ B S EURE L
FRL, DR R 5E B 1 1] 40 38, LA Sl v o Y
ST ORI YR T SR R PSS L
HoAe a6 Fks: £ 45 2R, I 5 i PR & 28 O 41 T 20k O o
CWHE bR, S Bl i AR ME T AL B i P



FEAST D AL T 5 R AE A 2 RS R B BAS i BIIE 7 AR & 13

ZEALL IR . SR T, B A2l 2
APRLPEE PR | R o5 A A AL AR S A AL Bt | &
TR S PR LD A S I Z B S5 B W 6 i,
PR 2 R FH B 200 1 % BRF 5 i, A O
RIS BH WS g F 08 112 1:4 (/)

1 MR BIDCHED 1~4 A% ) A9 75 2, DEC A8 35 A9 st
ZETE] GRI2 B E AR AU B O RO g
EJWR ST, A EEE — ) 2R S R D SRR AT R
WIRHIERZ 48 5 8 68 0 . RN B4 6 424
B, XFREZL 10 929 B, Bt 17 353 ),

v YU
i B N
! — . ™
. B 28 2 \‘a'sa ¥ ') J{E
v 3“ o Sl R /J T g
T ] R — i : il
! 'f”‘&;'! :f.? il
vivE e jg 3
S 2 2 ) B .
L FSEL AT . @ e )
EFTIN 2 TR AR ARAE TR SR A
B LT A2 RN WAL A48 R
G T wamal | gl
: 12 5136 | 3984
ABi 1288 6 945
. g/ S WEPR | KR | dlR [ F144
if ITi2+AB: | 09133 0.8608 | 0.9043| 0.8820
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Figure 6 Multimodal data linkage mapping for scarlet fever based on nested case-control design and evaluation results of Al large

language model for scarlet fever active monitoring
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Figure 7 Modeling principles and methods of Al large language model for scarlet fever active monitoring
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