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Abstract

Clinical research can verify scientific hypotheses and provide evidence-based medical evidence,
which is not only an important guarantee for the development of clinical diagnosis and treatment
methods and medical disciplines, but also a key link in the research of new drugs. This article stu-
dies the clinical trial data of an original sedative drug and a new sedative drug during surgery,
analyzes the differences in adverse reactions, vital signs, and IPI data between the new drug and
the old drug, and establishes a prediction model.
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Table 1. Explanation of mathematical symbols

F 1 BFFSUH

HErT S i
o RO E E KE
N, WG
N, R #A
n, Ny 4R ST B A
n, Ny 4R ST B A
U, Mann-Whitney £ 345 4 2245 15 ¥ 18 B
B Lasso B A9 I REEAS 2 44
b; Lasso [l JH HRFAEAL & 11 R 4L
pi BE ARG WA 5T EME

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.131012 92 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.131012
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

REfRIE 5%

4, BRRHRBELE RS
4.1, 0)F% 1 {=BE 5K R
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986 T RFIHG M “Z k7, FRA TRk REIRAE N 5 K.

4.1.2. Pearson £ /5 I R

R A L B I Bk R, G I AE — 2 KT L SRR AT R DA Rl i A TR Bl o A

T B A SR 1 BA A 22 R . ST AR RJG 24 h AR OB S8 F 2590 Fh 2 2 18] (AR 6 P -

_EV  « _ 2
lzzz(A EE) zg(/’sn;pi) O
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Table 2. Chi-square test results of intraoperative adverse reactions in the new drug group and the existing drug group

= 2. EMERAMENARPR R EHFHREER

FHIE 1% RSk JEA 2 E 7 P BE M
% 2.97 0.095
fa 53 7 46
x 1192 724 468
&zh 4.4 0.036 v
H 112 83 29
. 1133 687 446
A A 3.606 0.165
I 1197 728 469
T 10 8 2
L 39 35 4
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MR T PUE 6T “AR3h 7 X — AR R N, H P {EA 0.036 (P-value < 0.05), 7KF I B
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Table 3. Chi-square test for postoperative adverse reactions between the new
drug group and the existing drug group at 24 hours

= 3. AEMEBHYENARIG 24 h TRENFHRE

T P P o
R HI TG 35.475 0.000 J
R HI TR 3.542 0.060
FE AL IR A A 1.969 0.161
R HI Tk 0.096 0.757
RERAT KE 5.783 0.016 J
AT HIT K9 0.112 0.738
et kewt Sk B kA 2.739 0.098
BT B 1.162 0.281
REHIN T ZH 11.21 0.001 J
RmEHEZ 1A 2.698 0.100
T T R 23.562 0.000 J
Fe s L T 7.498 0.006 J
fe 5 IR e AT 0.056 0.813

R A HABAET IR 15 o 0.207 0.649

X CBLT KT YA KT . IR X5 ARRRRE, 3t Pvalue BN T 0.05,
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9(z)=— @)

C1+e

ZERAR K A R BB U 200, D)X I, REKEIZ AR B4 R AL (0, 1) Z 1A RERR A8, HH Ik
5 Bk A, BRI S 4 2K e

BEALARAR[2] BENLAR MRS NG BE ML T 23 (] 5 Bagging 4 s 1 P FP 7 A4S G (0 25 . BEALARAR R
— ZRGUAH B (B AHE DG (R PR SR LR AR, 25 RN Z BRI S R R 45 2R, MO 4 R4 S L R
R o KA R E AR S .

XGBoost #57% XGBoost 4 FK+& Extreme Gradient Boosting, SCHFR A FRES B #2755 . XGBoost
BT F5 (18 L A5 R R IR (138 S8 T — 4, 7 ui IUEEME 3R 8 B . XGBoost #5273 &
TEAE G ph B HR LAY B SRl kAT bt At, Bl 2 UOE R, B2 590 B B — N VT Al 38
DAIRAS S 4 () A . LA Sy I8 8 T8l S Sk

Step 4: BIAYEERY .

HE R TR SR A 2291 7 ;S PR, Scikit-learn J H ) VotingClassifier 28, #4248 [H AL, B
HUARMABL AR XGBoost AL N, AT NI E A “HRE” , RV E RSB i 25 2R i 15
SRR 2 I FE AR UL R TN 45 3R o B3, FRAVEH fit Tk e I R EUIZRH 2R, JF46E H predict
JIEAEMAAEE EgAT R . S fim, FRATTUH S A AR R T v A 2

Table 4. Model accuracy
4 REVERRE

xa&g ﬁi@%i A BEHLAR XGBoost % A AR
1k 0.9278 0.9178 0.9144 0.9305
Wls 0.9064 0.9011 0.8984 0.9118
K 0.9742 0.9628 0.9734 0.9806
zZh 0.9248 0.9197 0.9011 0.9278
JEK 0.9492 0.9465 0.9412 0.9492
J15 0.9813 0.9786 0.9759 0.9813

MR 4, WTUAE HOZ AR AR EALARARRL . XGBoost AR Y AE R 28 4 A B 1R L T SR AL
R OLMMTT T, BB FNAER LS T 89%. IR MR RL, 75 F A5 Y ) Tt e 1 2 48 vy
T 91%.
4.2. [BJRE 2 WBE SRR

4.2.1. BIEWMALE
B E R AR AE T 046 5 (mmHg) . 75K 5 (mmHg). PetCO, (mmHg). FEI(K/53). SpO, (%) LrZ(IK/
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1) IPL. MOAAJS PF4rix \ANMEar R fiEFe bR, IRk 1 B TEE T A1 (10— S /] B & PR 51X L
B I EAR SR - S0 W22, AT R BN 48 55 S 5 20 min (sbp20) MOAA/S 4317 5 & 20 min (moaas20).
9K IE A S5 2.5 min (dop025) 0BG {E B 2k e 4k 85%, MUERA TR X ShsAE FR bR IEAT TR . X4
AR ROE A AR AE,  FRATRA T A A 7 2O FodkAT 1T b2 .

4.2.2. JII¥EA Mann-Whitney 38

FSZFEA Mann-Whitney £ 5 (Mann-Whitney U £558), tHFRA Wilcoxon FEANELSE, & —FH T HL#
PN B AR RS BUR AT IR 75« XA 7 VR I SR BRSPS I, 42 OO 1) R /NI
B, ARG A FEAR T RIRRIK . R85, 81 B S FEA IR S RIS 2 EATT R ok B T AR R Y
ARSI

Step 1: #ESZJSHREH, « TEIEAZHRGE 2415 P AN E A LR A W E A . Step 2: #
BIEAFBXMBEMEU, =0.05. Step 3: XA dAr R AERIE IR T 2520 N, MUERAT 259020 N, EATMOT A
Mann-Whitney #:536. Mann-Whitney 34818 U, « U, iH AR

U, - - D) ©
B _nz(n2+1)
U, =R,-——— (4)
Kb U U, EMER T 5 RERBREU, ML, #U,, <V, WIELEEH,, BIPRHEZ M

FEZE SR
2t BRAPER, AL 57 KA LT BORAE A AAEIT, B R 25 H M BTG AEIX 57 M E Ay
IEDU N R REMZE R, T35 NIk
Table 5. Partial vital sign items and their test results that reject the null hypothesis

F 5. EEFRRB O E G FER L HLIEER

A iy AR AE T Mann-Whitney #5648 it & Mann-Whitney #:56 P 1

petco200 197388.0 0.016193446380254637
spo200 170590.5 0.012084835724673337
petco2005 200366.0 0.003912119004831138
Sp02005 175199.0 0.02415294628636724
moaas005 209493.5 2.682934692430315e-09
sbpl 148406.0 2.677851145756807e-08
dbpl 146318.0 3.589315945192707e-09
spo21 173621.5 0.003414797369753047
moaasl 129600.5 1.320753812046705e-27
shpjinjing 151029.5 2.8199259043516447e-07

423 BERELEGHERESFAENEEHERNER

Lasso [FlJ=2& —Fh 2k M A 753, BB inAN—AN L1 1E RUARIR0R X B2 b AT 20 sROFNIE %

Step 1: 735l LA I AAE BAIBER AR RO B R, B D2 5 00 A A R AR U g PR AR & 7
37 Lasso [EIEBEAY . A L1 IENIME S ) Lasso 4 2k bk £ = (5)
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Step 3: #ff & Lambda f&, JF-3& T f 1 lambda & 2 37 Lasso [l VA% (R LA5 S/ 1~3 min [ PetCO,
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Min MSE = 254979

LASSOm||It&EMERE
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Figure 1. Cross validation rendering
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Figure 2. The relationship between different A value and characteristic variable coefficient value

E 2. AFE A BESHIERERBEZ EXR

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.131012 97 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.131012

REfRIE %

A B EAG IR, BT IR ZE B/ B ASUE, B2 =0.0455 , BN (s A v A 5 RS i A2 B 4K
10 4> B eA1 2R A B (1 =1,2,---,10) IR L RAR RECER R A b, (i =1,2,--,10) , Horr B T by = 48.536
WA 6.

Table 6. Characteristic variable coefficient value with minimum model error

F 6. BERERNITHELEERYE

H A FHE
MR b, = 48.5365
HE 2R b, = —0.6054
HAEFARE b,=0
11 PONV b,=0
HEZFL b, =0
peied iRl b, =—0.0369
AR b, = —0.3365
YL b, =-0.7037
R b, =—0.0584
& b, =—0.0876
3 by, =0.0844

Step 4: Ay F0 b B i KR 2.

Lasso [a1 ) ARAEAL RE(ARNY L1 Y650 R n MR I B 22 M 8B EE R/ o £E Lasso B, bR
HEAL 2 08K & AR IR 2 AR R T (Db ok, DRI T BLUCHEANTS B AR & 2 (A6 R A% Y],
R .

FRATTHR AR AR A R B0 B XS LR R AEAE AR A 32 RSLE A A (AR 25080 7 T 52 300 40 385 1 22
(PR 2R AT LA 5 BT 1~3 min ) PetCO, f3il, B 7 5 1T LAAS B S 4R AE AR & 1) & % 18] (55 R n 20(6) TR :

b, >b >by >by >b, >by >b;>b, =b; =h, (6)

BPXET15 500 1~3 min ] PetCO,, WEHL “HEHI” 5 i e A i A e Eias 77 T 5 30 25 1 22 e K 1A

o [\ B3, AT EE—/N A ik 1 57 AN E A AIEDUE — 347 Lasso BIAS T, 15215045800~

R T PR
Table 7. Factor determination
*7. ARHE
A= i fAAIE SMNZAE 1 B E R R
5517 1~3 min PetCO, (petco200) P57
%581 1~3 min SpO, (sp0200) P57
%5 )5 0.5 min PetCO, (petco2005) P 7
%55 0.5 min SpO, (spo2005) R
%% )5 0.5 min (moaas005) TG 42 TR
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=
735 1 min Y48 (sbpl) BRI LR
%35 7 min LF(HRY) HIEB L
FAREEHEF 0% (HRjieshu) BRI LR
FAREF T MOAA/S 14> (moaasjieshu) P55
FAREEHITF PetCO, (petco2jieshu) 4T

AT L, 3 B AE AR i AR AR A Oy T IR M R R A — 2 R R I, A
REAMER . . AR HE.

4.3. [EIRE 3 KRB 5K

43.1. BEmALE

IPI F8 A7 Z1 AL A R A% CoFB AR« BT SCHY IPL FR AR 42T 0, IPL4RFRAEX (L, L0), AT
broxt R BFH A FE IR AR . R4S H 2K, BAME B35 PS5 0.5 min (1 IPI (IP1005). #%/5 1 min
) 1P1 (IP11) 555 1.5 min #) IP1 (IP1015). 5% /5 2 min [ IPI (IP12). 5% /5 2.5 min [¥] IP1 (1P1025).
P35 3 min ¥ IPI (IP13)iX 6 TiAE dfAfEFRbRI- ISR . X TR, FRATRIGRE IR X T 591 5
B, JIPHEHS N 0, BiERw, WMUEA SR 1% 8 R 21 .

43.2. BIFRER

AFERICK H T 38 = A EUEAE S 6 T AP 48 FRHEAT T -

SVM % SVM 4537 43 1 & HL(Support Vector Machine), J = B FUAR LK Hicdfa w56 1) s e 23 |) opy, A
FRAEAZ 7 (] Y BRAE R B — AN e R (8 P T, K 250808 20 i /NS00 . FESR BB AL T it 2 v, SVM K
FT LRy CSCREIE” IR A, K TR B S R T TR S

RSB TY (1) HEAS AR R B S 2 AN, A NH B A FE R g, 3 HEAN NS T —
AN XA AT LLE T — R IR T, AN RS R R TR A B . SR AR
TG, I — R SR BRI [F SR B AR

TERFWEL T, GG SCRE—ADEME, AT SRR A @l o 2R, SR
HARE T E TR, XL JE MRS BhERAT T A AT 2

BP #4025 151 1 [3] BP 122 k1 4% (Back Propagation Neural Network) & —Fif ¥ FF i\ 28 o 28 A5 7,
NG . BROEZ A HE 4. A ZE A — S o, W& oz s nbCEEAE HAEH . BP
PR X 26548 ) R I A% B 2SR N R Y, i SR mT DU 1% 22 15 5 iR 2 R AL B M & ook, 2R
Je A5 RV B A B R B A A P 4 T A R i B

BP #HZE M2 I R FEELFE P AN B A AR SR A 3 o A1 A% Sk S A\ B A5 2 2,
THEETH ZE R, SRR R ZE R AL R R RRGEUZ , 8 I 1 N 4 e IR B D SR TE R, X
AMNFEARBHENR, ERBARSONIE .

Step 1: DIHZEEAEEEEAEZE, 358 LR IPI ERIE NS R, 2HlE L SVM. ik
W BP fIZE Y 2% = Pigiay

Step 2: ZHRYIZREE: WL = 8:2 RIZAL,

Step 3: B LB S MEA AL S R ST T SN B 1P EdE i 5 e S A A
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IP1005 IPI1 IPI015
1.0 1.0 1.0
—e— SVM —eo— SVM —e— SVM
—o— Decision Tree —&— Decision Tree —&— Decision Tree
—o— MLP —e— MLP —o— MLP
0.8 0.8 0.8
0.6 \ 0.6 0.6
.//o\\_.’—,‘____.
04 R e R R == = 04
0’/'4 T
02 0.2 0.2
0.0 0.0 0.0
Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score
P12 IP1025 IPI3
1.0 1.0 1.0
—e— SVM

—&— Decision Tree

—e— MLP
0.8 0.8 0.8
_’/'ON\

.
— — o o

06 0.6 0.6

0.4 0.4 0.4

0.2 0.2 02
—o— SVM —e— SVM
—&— Decision Tree —&— Decision Tree
—o— MLP —o— MLP

0.0 0.0 0.0

Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score

Figure 3. Evaluation indicators based on three prediction models
3. BT =MIUNREEITEN 4R

Hrir Accuracy. Precision. Recall. F1 #3430 B ) H e 45 . Accuracy: TR IEHAREA 5 BFEAS
MIELA, HERR R ERET o Precision: T H KN IEFEARISE R A, SEBRVIEFEA LU, A8 2R
LT . Recall: SEFRAIEFEAKISE R, TN IEREARIELE], R38O0 EF . F1: RS 3 A A 1201
WA, RS2 B 202 B, EORPRE AR o — PO EE I BRAR S DL, RSB o A
W E s HREHS, B H R (EREFRE . AT S, A5 LU FL 48R,

FATS PrA A 4T T UL EDUBOER 4R R 0Pl 13245 SR an s 3 pros. T 1A 3 331
TR A2 8 BT

Table 8. Determination of the optimal prediction model
7 8. MFUMIRBL AT E

IP1 545 TR TRHE R %
IP1005 SVM (G A A1) iR Y 68.633%
IPI1 SVM (G A L) iR Y 61.126%
IP1015 SVM (GZHFm s HL) A 39.946%
IPI2 SVM (G HFF [ R 65.684%
IP1025 BP 142 o 4 A5 7 82.574%
IP13 SVM (GZHE [ AL B A 85.523%
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SFFHERR IP1025, BP #HZ2 W28 1A A: SVM R AL . vk SEMERE A TR B 4, % T-45 45 IP1005. 45
bR IPIL. $8%5 IP1015. FE45 IPI2 F1F645 IPI3, SVM 5 5Y i T S R B¢ 47

5. BTN BRI
5.1. #HEE

FEV S FHEI AN 1R e S ASE Y v i o 8 RO ) D VR AN RS R EAT T, R 2 MR A i, A g
AR TG 5 o A P30 PO RRZEAT 7 Mol 1 S BT AR O R MR ikt R DL I 2 22 S ) P
PRAERRAR, AR AR IR . AE T 1PL i, () 2 BBURIPEAN S bk th R LAY, ik
U SR v o

PSR, MR R B AR, SRS KA, MRGEE A 2350, a3
MIREA SR, AN S B AE AR L 05 RIITE L. =5 el U A AE KR AR R N, R EEAT 70 2 S EUE
ZR, DML AT fRbR, X AEDLAT OB A BB & 8 — AR, SRR TSP BRI IR AT
LA BRRZAER .

5.2. RBNEr

X K PR B 24500 P e PR S 367 2887 B 5 T A B A L S S AR ST e R T LA
PR 25 A A P B 24 W IS S8 L 3 0 AN A RSO AR R SR BE S B AL, A5 IR PR R A S A 4T 42
BRI AT RAE R AA TS O, BN BB 20 (K P 25 7R B AIRPS, DU B BB A i PRV T 7 28R

BEAh,  AHIEFTR T IR AT ] DL A G 2 R USSR — Ao Rt T B R AT 9, NG aE . S
THA AR T2 S8, AT S5 BATT A £ 808l TUAR B D5 VR A S AR RUAE SR, DL AR AR PR 45 o
SEJT T 25
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