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FE 32 kL T % 5245 W % (variable selection networks, VSN) #F= /7 4% 5% £ W 25 ( gated residual networks, GRN) 484 489 iK%
JEAY 22 ) 4 ( deep neural network, DNN) A | B T #m % s ¥ 47 ¥ (intensive care unit, ICU) BR&E %% 30 d W 89 5L = M,
FAE AR 64 7T MR AR SR AT RN AT, B TR B AR P AR REAUAR AR FL R R it 43 AN E B AR A A R AR ke BE R R4S
6 R, 5F K A A5 Bk B9 %k (remove and retrain, ROAR) 7 kit th —Fr R A 69 TR F ikt & RBATHRE, MNRXLERE
T, A AT A BE R GG TR P AR T AL S 3 ST AR %X F TAE4F 4R o & % A% (area under receiver operating characteristic
curve, AUROC) # 0.967, #] 1 ROAR 7 & % #7 ¥, 48 % M 5 4 3% & 1% #% (layer-wise relevance propagation, LRP) 7 i &9
AUROCA 0.967 T %] 0.828,, #1 8 LRP 7 skt A 4% b 49 A BAT T 546 , 2 & RASIFEIFS AR EZ K
AE, Rl B E BTSRRI R ER R ERFEBFNRATREARR Y A,

KRR R LT R TRN ;R EAY 22 W % A5 TR D) 2k 5 AR K HGR B 3
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Sl AR AT, INEE 1R A8, B FE T URIE Bl 28 46 11 FEORE W B 28 e B SR AR T AR TR AR AL A3 AT [ 7] Ll AR R 224 4 (B4 ) , 2026, 61
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Analysis of the prediction model based on deep neural networks for mortality

risk prediction for sepsis patients in intensive care units
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Abstract: A deep neural network (DNN) model is proposed by integrating variable selection networks ( VSN) and gated residual
networks (GRN) to predict the 30-day mortality risk of sepsis patients in the intensive care unit (ICU) and to conduct an in-depth
interpretability analysis. In the critical care medical database, 43 significant features are selected using a random forest algorithm,
and the proposed model is employed to evaluate mortality risk. The remove and retrain (ROAR) method is utilized to determine the
optimal interpretability approach for explaining the results. Testing outcomes indicate that the proposed model outperforms other
machine learning models, achieving an area under the receiver operating characteristic curve ( AUROC) of 0.967. In the ROAR
analysis, the AUROC of the layer-wise relevance propagation ( LRP) method decreases from 0.967 to 0.828. Through
interpretability analysis of the proposed model using LRP, the Charlson comorbidity score is identified as the most critical feature. In
contrast, the organ failure score, age, and respiratory rate also have a pronounced impact on the mortality risk of ICU sepsis
patients.
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0 5%

FRBEIE (42 B PEIERYUAE ) J&— )™ 5 B SR G PR , A R B T R AR I R h 52 B ¥, T ke
SiE YA 1 00 FEAE W 97 % (intensive care unit, ICU) FREAE B 30 d WRYSET- KU, A B T EA 7RIl IR TG
J7 R HEA T HER A RIS, N TH B R ACERIAE AR MEEIE R 2 AL X IR e 1) S B g, 23
4 BVl R0 N 4G IE ( systemic inflammatory response syndrome, SIRS) Fl#s B DI fER g " | 2 W T 24K i
IR RIS =R A

ARSI TAE FERAE THRFXT ICU Mergihi F 34 30 d PNFE T IXURS: A% S0 0 E AR . A SOOI gz - it
K2 Bt B BRE B 24 805 #E ( medical information mart for intensive care-IV, MIMIC-IV) , %} ICU it #¢45E
HE MG PRI e T 0 AT, 32 H 3 148 B % PE ) 4% ( variable selection networks, VSN) F1[7] 4% 25 1 25 {4 2%
( gated residual networks, GRN) A9 ¥R #1245 f 4% ( deep neural network, DNN) 7% = DNN-VSN-GRN fij Fx
DVG #AE | T 7 & E Wi 37 2 (intensive care unit, ICU) JREEAE R E 30 d IWIBET- K . H T IE K2 W
B AEAE R AR A, i T 32 5 DNN ALY FN 57 28 FRAE A BE 7, N GRN A3, & i DNN BLRIGEAS [
B2 > B ) I RRAE B A3 B, E AE VSN BEHON AR [R) AR AIE 23 B A EE , 78 v 4R 25080 4 v ik o 3 SR
fIE, SEHL T DVG BERY ) P = w1

1 XTIk

Wang %5 i3 481124 K David Cox 2 H A Cox [l A5 1) 37 21 437 & BRL, 1L PR 28 46045 1L 335 1 2 1
(14 A e T FR B PE T A EZE WU A F . Dias 260 it Z2 R T & B, 6 5 AME ICU Y & $AHe 50E 1
FHETT R, Hu 25Ol Cox USSR AN 22 [K 2 0] U5 43 A 46 M, FRUOR A 2R /K2 P A e 7 28 9%
9 P EE R P A FE bR 22— |, (EJR AR AR (A ILE X R AR A AR T KU A (3552 ]

R T VEAR e RERE S AR EE AR NG T XU, , — S T iR T PR e R A S AR P AR
4N FE B 2% B T PEAS ( sequential organ failure assessment, SOFA) 143" & ICU Hi B A0 ™ AR BEPEAY T
Heo H , — B B4 75 1 0 X T T e A R A FE T XU A TAR R TSR R AER A 4 R — 2L
PR 7 1 TR e R HR O BE T XU, Hou 28U el FH A% BR 48 TH 44 A% 2 ( extreme gradient boosting,
XGBoost) Fiill ICU Jife 75 i H 4 30 d WAL TS KUK ; Perng 281" FI] Fi B A 45 AR 4 28 ) 4% 1) % o K RRUBK
(softmax function ) FR1PEAk e FEAE £ U T2 XU AR T AL A5 27 ST AR

T AR R B 2 2 AR A A3 S e P () A 1 (HFE SR A AT R TR AE I A 2, S BOR
SRR Yl T R 10 RV TR T 2 > ASE R AR AR AE 42 BRI 202K [m] FBU_ e PR 0, (EL EL SRR ) i
BRE AR — D RET7 . WAL HLas2E I BATE  MEARL ST 2 R A IR, 7 — e R PR T
o HE EEREAE A MERR HRE

Lim 57 P T — R 22 R RS VR LA 1T R A e 22 2 T AR 7R | 2R 700 30 3 A 1 436 ) 4%
BEHRN 5% 25 th 2 I ZS BEHAT R AL T PERE AT AT ek . SR, 2B 78 32205 FH T Ton ) [ T, 7 A 3 e
A AR I A I B — 2 SR PR

R T FRPIX B A SR DVG BERY %A R MIMIC-IV H 2 BUR S I R B 48 | 38 3 B AL AR AR
LG R ARRIE HE M S I LA 6 5, BRI TR S Ze k. AU DVG BERVHEA T 25, ST 1 4% R
R AE T IXURS: () S0 ASE Y RIS, SR TR R AR B Y T e R 38 A B8 B RN B I 25 (remove and retrain,
ROAR) "' 77k it 22 il vl fige g M B AR 0 A7 DA, H5c ¢ 16 BUAH G 1k 40 50038 J2 1% #% (layer-wise relevance
propagation, LRP) J7 A FE R LYl fig Btk Jr i, IE15 8 1 49k s 2 MR i Bt

2 RE G W RT R %

2.1 HIERUEFN T AL TR
MIMIC-1V J&—™ 5 )1 PR B A 8500 28 | R TR T3 i R B2 2 vt A9 | A R I S 808, fu 46 K
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(I AR B R AR B R 1T 0 B IR R B , s 2 R E R B A IS8 LR E
Kt 450 2WH 5 B AT I RS SRR BT EE . DN L o A e A AR A IZ T H B
PAFHEAE N MIMIC-TV 4 B I T H Y

Meng %1% MIMIC-TV #EATER ARFIT, WA TR B 27 > RS AU ] fif B A0 2 P-4y T 263, R 9T A
() P P e 8 7 VR A R B 2 > A U W R 1Y) T 8 ) 7 i 22 , B LR A TR B 2 o) B AN fi e 18 ) 1) JEL B
AR SCAR S Meng BIFFEH IR B 27 > A5G AR o 1 R ] i e M TP A 0 SEUR 7 P 1 e B 28 T KU DA
T, A SCHEHCS BRBEIE AN OCHY 72 485, T 50 IR 2 E A (HAL FRAFE R BRI, X EEBR2E 48R R 7 2K
(D) NAGEF2E4abs M0 AFR PG, (2) EPRIS bR, WAE AT 0% W6 K &7 5K R P30 T
W AR ERR AN, (3) SEERE SRR, AR AU L2 P IM L1 8 FE  CPILL A R EE L0
i A 1A e N1 e N 67 7 - 1 A Y L 15 = W 0 SO = £ /2 0 SO - 5 S s N = 1
73N 11 A s 5 I = L1 2 7 et 119774 W I N L 2 N B 0 e P e (= 3 1
LT B[] | 0 2 W (4) b R0 43 48 A, L HE IR & P 5T 4 B £ 98 IF i ( sequential organ failure
assessment, SOFA) 53 A /KRG IR B4 H IREREAR P51, (5) Hof ft B SR s, A 450 L
FEGE  FE MO Ty 50 | o] R IV i 0787 e A8 PRI XGRB o | T A Pk 05t 9 0 0 B i
TeIFRAEWIWE PRI A I LA A8 PR BURE | B IR MR E | 5 BE TS B R PR S AR S . (6) FEE
A AR BV FHVESE TR M, (7) PEordi sy A AGARIR T o I B9 PEor (BE MDY HEEPE 2 O i A
W i 2 R,

ARSCHREE R DL T AR . (1) B ABERHAEIRTE 18 Z L) I (2) BFH DS — IR ICU f: B ;
(3) ICU B fEBErt a2l 30 d Z P, HAARE R aniE 1 s,

MIMIC-IV-2.2 %
(n=73 181)

ICUMGHEIE &
(n=43 477)
|
HEBRLA TR (n=24 983)
-« ZWICUAMEREIC
« ICUMERBERT[R]ZDF24 h
AER/NT18%
- IS BB UYL
- SOFATFS 2438 LA |

l

BATRERFH (=18 494)

N

30 dINZEICUAE B H. 30 dNZEICUA:BE H.
TFET il (n=14 992) FET R B(n=3 502)

Bl 1 MIMIC-TIV o AE B8 i 54k BRI 2
Fig.1 Sepsis data preparation and exclusion diagram in MIMIC-1V

22 GitH

A 30 d INAET-RIARTE 30 d AT IS 58 B SLERFRIE 22 55, AR SOKH# FH Student ¢ #5560 F1 Fisher 5
MR A5 43T 1 27 1 N R R 22 ] ) 25 57

X FHESE AR AR SOl A Student ¢ KK FASSET A AARSE T4 22 (B AU 34 (E 22 57 5 X T 2R AR i | AR S
FH Fisher ¥EfMERAG I LA FET- 2L FARSET- AL Z [ A 25 57, A o3 Hr Al A5 W P2 As i ST 4 MR SE T
HZ P PBEZE T HA S22 E L (p<0.05) X FodAsid JET- 4l REESET- 4 Z M i o0 A 22 = A gt
S E X (p<0.05), HIL,7E 30 d NIET-FIARAE 30 d INAET- I MGEAE (R Z A AR SRR IR 25 5, I 22 5
AT RS TS AT 45 RARDC , I A it — D WS R R S e PR 1t T R BER R
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23 REWMEZNEHLEN
AR e REAE S8 AN I S R R AR 35 ~J ISV , e BT 72 AL 8 i BE DL AR AR SR N B 1 5 E o 22
PP/ T 0.01 BUSFIE, R EE T 43 DEZFIE, 03 1 FR,
1 FEHLARARIRLE ) 43 ASHERHIE

Table 1 43 important features selected by random forest

FRAE FRIE SRS FFIE FRIE SRS

PR 0.032 M E 0.021
- A % 0.028 Bk — A Ak 5 0.020
ENTT) 0.027 RSP A AR = 0.020
AR 1% 0.026 P58 1L it D BT ) 0.020
QRN a7 A 0.026 45 0.020
W 0.026 LR E A 0.020
RN 0.025 Ay 0.019
ik 0.024 G| 0.019
H 204k 0.024 1007 PR 0.019
ki3 0.024 Gl 0.019
k&S R 0.023 TIRBRA FHIE TR 0.018
E ER T 0.023 SR 2T 4 AR 0.017
FH Bk E 0.023 RN 0.017
2253 AR T 0.023 JILEF 0.017
il EARE = 0.022 SOFA P43 0.017
TR 0.022 9 7[R Bt 0.017
(LGN 0.022 TRl 4% 0.016
843 BEE i 16 PR RS ) 0.022 B AbRR 0.016
I S A 0.022 DI AE T RE 0.014
2l | 1087 A 0.021 = PrbR AL HUAE 0.014
A4 4T 240 i 1. 2T P 0.021 JiFi6g 0.013
BN 0.021

iy AN ARPAE 5 R B S8 3 FE T IXURS: 22 [ AR A G R AR R, 3 50U A e O A i 55 T 245 SR ARG, DA K 7
AR AL O RE B X WAl e $E . AR SCH DNN BRI S VSN MR GRN BEHAHZE &, WK 2 s, 1715
ZE PR S BLIAA TTHBLT 8% 25 3 B2 R 48 . 1 58T T4 4 BT ( gate linear unit, GLU) B 45 il -E
LRMEAR LR , (75 DVG BRI BE RSk PR bl s 5 8 . He %5103 ad ok 22 1 422 (4 7 2OB g A RRAE 1) 2 5
Zead AL MR AL B (O RRAE ) AR N, 2 PR 22 1 22 0 45 RE A0 % U J2 0 4% v A B0 B 31 2k [m) 3L, ] B DVG A%
RUBEAE FE 0327 ) B UG R IE AN 285 AR MR AL S O HRAE , (5 X 48 B4 2 ) 2 R R i PR 78 e 4%
W25 A, DVG R I] LI 0 171 5% 25 e N 465G T B RRAE  HAZ O3 =0k

g(x)=1(x+h(z)), (1
Ao, x BRI ARRHER I, g (x) RIERZE ML 4t B 2843 20— g% 25 E He s 45 2R 1 2
JZIH—1k %K LayerNorm YR AFT 2 2l i g ARRAE [0 & x 142 E 3R ,z=e (W x+b,) ,e J& ELU
R R RAT S o h(2) BT THRZMEIT GLU Wi, h(z)= o (W,z+b,) O (W,z+b,) , KR [ THEHLH
THEREER , OFIRIG AR o /2 Sigmoid WTH BREL, S8 W, W, W, 53RN B2 ML ALE b, b, |
b, 53 M FR B R M B
FIFAT 5% 22 4 22 W 8 A HORE A N RRAE e, 2B OF3THE AR 2R A v, B
n,=g(x,), (2)
v,=S(e,), (3)
K, Vi=1,2,---,D, DeN, S & Softmax PREL S5, T IH— (L IEALE e ,= (n, ,n,,,n,), D
SR AR SR RE AR e R 48 ARl iy A BRI x SRGE v MR AS B 0 0k IS ORI B 0 0 S 1)
FHERI AR 2 R4E)2 , e 2ead Sigmoid WO pR&E Y, 28 R B 8 B 45 1 =

£=vix, (4)
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[
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C Softmax i pFi%L )

( &z )

BENLEFFMZIT

Sigmoid{# i A%

2 DVG HAHER A
Fig.2 The frame of DVG model
XFFLMEZE S BN BEPL 3560 255T (dropout ) MRS A SC 43 il 6 45 (128,256,512, 1 024) . (0.1,0.2,0.
4,0.5,0.6) TN RIS 1 JZEMIESECR 128,55 2 ELAIEZSE0H 64, dropout #80. 21 54
R B AEMPERE, L2 ERmR R
z=o(Xwit+b), (5)
Ko TG REL ¢, T 1R 2ZE PR I ZE B 4 ) w, T b 23 5 A RO 5,z 2Pk 25 2 h
[B]/R . 5025 H AR BREUE LM binary-cross entropy, X T FUMAE ¢ A ESL{E v fEH LT 223 FE#1k
PRIER :
L==(§In(y)+(1-3)In(1-y)), (6)
B 1 ANRAEZ A% T Relu 38500 pREGHA TR e,
24 KWIEE
AR 70710720 N/ Bk MR 73 5 % T DVG BBl FfE R 1024 7 Adam fLfL 2%, 15
TensorFlow 2. 9. 0 JftAS H 58 i T A 525
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25 WM

AR Z Rl B e DVG BB e sie . DR R 1Y £ R TR, 43 o B R B TS G 1Y
TR TR ] Rk i o SRR IC OC Y mT A B Ty 12 38 axk 0 B AR A 1) A R i S A R ASE AR ) A5 T
FHF AR AR e T i ] e O 2 DU B X R e B AR | 5 T B B ) N R s A R A T A R
2.5.1 ks FAEA 6 AR

B8 F R K (Shapley sampling ) 753 > I HITEZEIE H1 A Shapley {H R B, T8 T 4 FRAE 76 A [FFRAF 241
G BRTTER , RIS j ANRFIERY Shapley {H

o= 3 AU CAEDIL a0 - ), M)
ACMIj| :

A MBS A BAREEHE j EIE T4 ACM | j FontFiE T4 A R EES M PR TS
ARFIE VM BT A RREA B, v (A U {1 FOR SRR j BRIEFER R BN Z5 R v (A) TR A RRE j 1)
FRIEFAER TINZE R

5 ZE A3 HT (saliency analysis) i ) A AR 4 H AR R T ACRRAIE A4 66 R 1) 4 o (A i AR
AEXT TS50 4 1 RIEE p A ARROE Y S 2 PR DE 41

If(X)

ax, |’
A ox, oA x PRISS p DRHIE, f(X) FnBR 5
2.5.2 R TR B

TR 2F S FAEJA N ( deep learning important features, DeepLift) 77 2 385 A AN FA1F X 45 B0 iy H i) ¢
HR , RAS X B i B AT A A B RRAE F B A oA . BB e 2 £ (), BV IEMER T f(x, ) 55 0 A i AR AE
TIRRME €, LA

S =

P

(8)

)+ X Coy=fx), (9)
Khox, BSHWA A x, SR y E@f’?’rﬁﬂﬁqﬁﬁ C, AR, P R AR
FRA3 86 (integrated gradients ) 75 5 12 T8 1 467 F iy AR AIE SoF AR 28 503000 455 SR 1) ik, Ak R A B B
TR e 2t f 2w A AR X ABE 7R 00 255 SR g UL DRI, RV AR IR XA 2 Ay o 1) B B T4
= (x=x') X f OF (x'+ax(x-x") )da,
a=0 ox,
Xfox BHIA, x BRI, F R REIL, o RAUMEAR AR R L
BIE ML (layer-wise relevance propagation, LRP) 77 %k > il o il 48 I 45 08 47 S 1) A% 7% e 1R 391 8
FURRAE BB A MO W R — 2 1 5 AR A, NI 22 A A RFE B B 2B 1 20058 m
NP TTIF ST 2 1+1 J20058 k DT 5 LR 2], B

a,w

(10)

2 W InWik ’
X ia, TR RS m DIEITCHIBIRAA, w,, RN LS DRI m DIEITTRE [+1 JZR5E ks
TEMALT, Y, a,w, TR 1+ 1 2 & ARZITIE A,

JERS (occulsion ) J7 ¥k 20 SR A B e — (0 T 100 A TIBERY 4 T R 1 B Ay e e TR
e AT TR BE 2 ) R sl ML 2 T AT R RE D 20 R R 2 S A 7 O, M PA AN 9 2
2.6 ROAR ##fi

ARSCAHH] Hooker 45 i 11 1) ROAR (FSBR AN E B I ) HEAT W) fig Btk i e B, X T o] i e
7 A B BARAEA (1 BE L (14 5 FE SRR 10 i1 % 1) G AR B (B, AS SCHE M 2R PN AR 03 A T 173X
P, SRS FB U AN SRS B AT HOB I 25, T A B BUR OIS EIPAG 2 ERE . FE R ik 9
T 8 Rl A b XA T AT PRI 2, PRAIE I RSt A0 30 e 9 AR ARG 20, 90 RS dla o A 22 S R R R
REASEIA , PERE R T Rt B DU il 05 B AR 1m0 AN 2 Kl oA 9 A% 305 DAY

XFIEAIGA X € R(TXF), T WA, 55N FAMEIE, A 9150 AR 71t I 4

(L,+1) _ p(i+1)
Rmkk _Rk

(11)
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TXFANFFAE AR AETE B oy o AR SO AN VI 2R B SEA iR ik RS B i, T 54
A LU 1175 ISR AR AT 16 o rh N ISR — S 9] B9 E SR S b vl A R 05 025 , R AR LL 153301 0% (25 %
50% . 75% ,100%

3 ELBERG M

FESZER T AR SCHY DVG R e 85 AE ICU J5 30 d P AFET- KUK ST T , & 25 L% T DVG
BRI AL 27 > AT I — o PR g e ) AR AR T v A [R5 FH 22 mT A g vk XSS AU AR A T A B, O
i 2 ROAR J7 5% 1 SE AT A s 5 i At 6T L, e Jm 3 1 1 P R e i T R R v
3.1 DVG REFMNBFIURREFIFHENLE

ARG 4 FiFH SR O WF 52 04 3 LA 2 2T AR . 32 55 171 ) (logistics regression, LR) AT
W B0k B2 HE 144 (extreme gradient boosting, XGBoost ) #4112 FEHL AR AK (random forest, RF) %10 46 JiF
PETIH (gradient boosted trees, GB) M | JEFURPEE A IR AR SCHEFE T 22 BB 22 M 4% ( multilayer
perceptron, MLP ) #5 F145 B 28 X 2% ( convolutional neural network, CNN) #Z% MLP #iRIRFH T 4 2K
IREEH B BB 2 T I B 0k 128 1256 128 Fil 64 CNN AALR T T 4 EEBUZ , B2 B BUL K/
H3x3, KN 1, &R RS Aok B % — 4 [0 R 1 2 I FH (area under the precision versus recall
curve, AUPRC) 132 ik & T VE4R1E i1 £~ 1 1 (area under the receiver operating characteristic curve,
AUROC) 115 2.3 firs

2 BIEXEHR 95%M RFEEEALY) AUPRC
Table 2 AUPRC of different models at a 95% confidence interval

it LR XGBoost-* RE! GB!™ CNN MLP DVG
0.656~0.676 0.668
0.919~0.932 0.928
0.956~0.964 0.961
0.924~0.933 0.929
0.948~0.957 0.953
0.871~0.889 0.882
0.964~0.971 0.967

#3  BEEXEN 95%m A RE A AUROC
Table 3 AUROC of different models at a 95% confidence interval

N LR XGBoost" RF? GB!™" CNN MLP DVG
0.630~0.661 0.647
0.942~0.952 0.948
0.962~0.970 0.962
0.944~0.952 0.949
0.941~0.955 0.949
0.885~0.898 0.895
0.962~0.971 0.966

A DVG ALK AUPRC A 0.967, AUROC 4 0.966 , ¥4 K T HAUAIL 25 27 > TR EE 4 SR 78 e
BEAE B AET XU T AR SCHY DVG AR RE % A BT 2% 780 46 P55 A 157 K000 , 4 1 1 i Rl e v i
(VBT | 07 B L0 TR A AR 1T 2 i 2 T 4 A B RN R R N 4R AL (i DVG AR 7R RE % 1 T
YERA Yy T 0 R AL B ML 2 2] FNIR B 2 S A
3.2 ROAR FiEHH

A SCHIFH ROAR J7 7% 25 M0 By ml g e 1k vk AT 914, %238 43 AUROC il AUPRC 47 43#47r, Bl
FHRFERE BRI LL B3 i1, AUROC Fll AUPRC /)N, 7R M RE T P e, AR AiF o B oy

PR 4 5 BEREE S LRP J7¥E) AUROC Fll AUPRC T R 13 e A, 1 26 3¢ B HC AR A1 o B A 310
R T Hofl 7 . Y 4RAE LL 9 AN 0% 34 m 3] 75% , LRP 77 ¥ i AUROC M 0.967 F & %] T 0.828,
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AUPRC M0.96 FFEF 0.79 , 440 LAl h 75% 5, LRP )77 4 AUPRC Fl AUROC #B4& 8/, B, % T A
{£ ICU 30 dN A ZFET 3R T | LRP J7 25 H AR AE B B P A0l P 2 7R SC 3% 18 1) T A8 T i e 1 1
gk AP ORI

K4 RIAFRHE G A [R5 ) AUROC
Table 4 AUROC of different methods with varying feature proportions

REAE L5/ % IntegratedGrads Saliency Deeplift LRP Occlusion Shapley_sampling
0 0.967 0.967 0.967 0.967 0.967 0.967
25 0.943 0.946 0.950 0.939 0.947 0.946
50 0.912 0.925 0.922 0.920 0.947 0.929
75 0.845 0.847 0.844 0.828 0.843 0.843

5 RINAIFEFHE LG A [R5 # ) AUPRC
Table 5 AUPRC of different methods with varying feature proportions

FHELEH]/%  IntegratedGrads Saliency Deeplift LRP Occlusion Shapley_sampling
0 0.966 0.966 0.966 0.966 0.966 0.966
25 0.938 0.944 0.947 0.933 0.943 0.938
50 0.905 0.920 0.915 0.914 0.917 0.923
75 0.827 0.829 0.834 0.799 0.823 0.825

33 ET LRP FEMFHEEEMHF
AR FHBEALAR AR L O e 1 43 A H ARl 3d LRP J5iEITAh X LEAFAEXT DVG KB HIH A ] H AR
RN ZE SR, 2% 6 S MediaE & AfE ICU 30 d 4 LRP Jykst T S il i) R 2 HE P 45 21 . R fif 22
PEVEIRBOR RS IZ R X B 25 2R A s i A, AR 4% 19 INTE S5 14t &, LRP J5 i ARl e 28 19 73 2 45 2R
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Table 6 Different feature importance rankings
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