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Abstract

Peritonitis is the second leading cause of sepsis-related mortality in intensive care unit (ICU) pa-
tients worldwide. Early prediction of sepsis is critical for timely intervention and ultimately
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improving prognosis. This study established and validated a predictive model for the development
of sepsis in peritonitis patients using novel machine learning algorithms. The findings suggest that
machine learning models can be a reliable tool for predicting sepsis in peritonitis patients. Among
them, the random forest algorithm model showed the best predictive performance. This machine
learning approach can help clinicians recognize high-risk factors and intervene early to reduce
mortality.
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1. 5]

U 75 LR A FEAE M 97 2 MG A8 R0 vh i L HL R A I PRI ARE[ 1], FOR ARSI K — RV H G R,
AT RE A B3 BAE BRI 1], 340 2 35 38 IR SRR BT G5 ShdH o MRS 98 J2 4k 53 e M il 96 2 J gk O\ B R
PEME RIER, HETEERED 5.8%~10%, JLT HERGLEE 20% [2]. M PREE B BA 5 A IR EEAE
I, JERE A B B BEAS B SCRRATT RAS U O, WFARFIITUR, HAEAR SRR R ZE Rt iT . FF
BIT O B AL MLIRE) S SRR I L B ThRE N L B IR ANPUE[3]-[6]. FRIRIE,
— L YIRRE LR C RMEH. B RE. A&t Ea-1. B RE7]-[10]0fA B T1E
W DR REAGIE—B R R AT, R IEAE R A R EEAE R . SR, B TR B B R m ok
AR, XAV EMEIR RIS A DL N . — 3 RYE, WG AR B AT R A e
RIS O TS ME R BN, (H TR AUt 2, HRIIJEAEAE., thoh, it
RG22 AR B PR AL, G i 4 (e A A0 22 oo RS AY , AT FH - 000 A6 e i ) K g
DRI, R 2R B A5ORI I ff () OO T LA o 75 AR 3 () S h A O L

AR, BTGP ENER K FE, Pl A g 1 ImREE R SGE I3RS 7 A1)
WAL BT BIMLER S T HAR O 2 TS Fhgm e R, 546408 a2 oA i b, RO E
BFITERE[11]. EIE PRAERAE 52 h 3RATAT DR IRAE LA 505 F T ks e B IS O @AM 2 1%
T T ORESS ). Wen-Yuan Zhang 56 NIBIE WL 2, 4007 K IGUE L2 MREERE 2 B 14 2R b B AN
o AN MLIZ EAFAE[11]; Nianzong Hou i ] XGboost ML #S 2% 3] J7v2:, TN ka0 B 5 10 30 RAETK,
0 AT (P REAL TAE G PRI 12]; Jingyuan Ning 25 AR =L 2 S BRI % T I
SiE ) LILRAS Aric R H[13],

XTI 2 B3, e AR G 2 . WA A RINAMEHE B, RAEEEER 100%, 1X
PR FEARE SR FRAT DO T PG 28 H FAR 0 e f R 3R AT R T2 SR 2 [ 14] AERX A, 3R
TR AETE R ANEGAIE 22 AL A5 2 =) AR AR RIS 58 68 IR RS IIUAE IRk 2 i Re i i (RS

2. ARFGE

T3 BRI G5 AL B R 5, N OV EE I B 2415 BT T (MIMIC-TID B 2 1 B At 2
FEHCHE FE A B B F50E HB A T B - MIMIC-TIT Hdis JE 2 — AN i) R0 kR EdESE, B
2001 H6 A 1 HAE 2012 410 H 31 H HARITE 5 5% 1# ZE M 35 11l Beth Israel Deaconess 557 7.0y ICU 1
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BE I ETA B . MIMIC-IT ELHEA RN BRI e 3 (RS 5, WA D Gurh A4 AE . AR dr iR qiE . S
BEMYERE . BEFRA ., WA RBANEMNHE R AWiEYT . FERERE . A AE50E DL
BEEAE T id . N T U B, ATEE T AR AS SH R HIK, RS T AR AE B (No.
54890596), M MIMIC-IIT %45 & R HL T 2056 44 RG22 Wi A ICU B . IX L8R3 ol &
FRPIRERE S5, ARG R RG2S 9k R MR % . HERRbRAE LG ER /N T 18 B IEH . N ICU J5 24
ANEFIBET R . AE ICU M — K 3 DL R B BRI 20% 088 . B2, JLA 1055 4R
RBFPNNITT, A MIMIC-IIT 4 2 AR R N B J5 ) 24 /NE A RSB i . At e 1 DA RS
B () NAGEH2RE, BN, FRMME: 2) SIFE, Bt iz, ik, Bk
i BRI (3) AAMARE, SFOR, MR, MEWAE; 4) KRRk, BREAHIR.
BEMR. A, & B B AR o BLE R M (PTT). BEL AR F(PT) E brbrifE b L
(INR). JULEF. I JR 2= Z(BUN)FIH &N (5) 77 AR E 2, AdsyUosE <R e s 25K, T
X — R TR IRAT R 2= 7, DR R SR T H AT SRR AR i . AR, MIMIC-IIT 250808 2 P (9 BT T 4
I BEINA, VIS RIS D T SRR EE s> SR EE S 80N i, 7E 2 S HERR
ERRABEIE 20% 74 &, FEAH ] 2 EAR AN OMI) 7772 5 5 H AR & . MI AR RAA 1 —Fp 55 B2 A8
FRIJTEE[15]. ML AT LA 246 B AT REAE FEAME N BB . I FE 2808 T SR S A E 1, IF
A DA A 2 AN EE SR, AT DU THEOS BRI S5 a0, a0 SR IE T 22 A8 SR o b AR B () R BUBG R,
PR AR BEE AL T R B, T AE 2 R BIE B BRAEAM T A E I, KX s R SRR,
BT — MR RBAG T MG T R EC 2 B — 3G TF 0 R 507 22 B T RER AR A 16]

BE AT

Gt o W IE S AR B A S5 NI S bRt 22, 148 Wilcoxon BRAG IR HEAT LU . 525 & B B fi
B &R, FEH R RSEL Fisher RFMEZR R0 AT LU, RHEIE B R AR 1 EZ PR, Boruta 5
EIE IS LU NRHIE I Z fEAT “BASEARAE” 1) Z AE SRR B B ZE AR .l 5 1 BT A B SRR R 5
HEATIRBe s, TERRUGE R MBENLARMAL B SRIF R BN Z A8, s w3 SR e R B AT B ke
AR Z H . fEZ UOMSLRES T, IR — AN ESRHER Z E KT PIRARE R Z M8, WHXRRIE b
IR CEIMWT [17]). EREERG, RAZERE, kD40, CREMENL. JIEM . BENLARM . A
FESGARANN LA 2255 7 Pl RALSRBEE AT @A . XN ZREEANIGE SR AT 1 H IR XS, LRIk
WA, R TESCTEEA . Fitl, BANEEREEBENL Y 10 MrE. Hb 7 ASFEBRE R
GREE, HAR 1A HEBRYESUE ERIESE . D 10 M & R & — g RIS, bl R d RS
10 Ko BJa, UL BXt SR M REHEAT T 30 AE AT LS. FEFRATAIEI b, (ROC) LR (i 28 T i
FAAUC) It 15 SR BTN Fa b5 25 G VP Ak (RS TR A 06 D9 3 b BVE (R e RSS2 o FROMIASE 2R ) 1 e 2 AE 7%
il BHEFNIG PR S HPE T AT /9. I8 ROC HIZE1 AUC, BUBEE. R [BIZBE . HERR LRI F1 3T
oK VPG HEAIRE 71, R PSR 28 23 BT (DCA)Y XS FL G IR R AT R 7S« SR A R WA 4.0.5 AT GiiH o
PR, XU P E AT 0.05 BN EH S it FE L.
3. R

MIMIC-IIT 4 B FR 3R EL T 2656 4 NfE ICU HiZWr MR REALI B 3 . QYNBSS R B 1 g
JE 2%, FERRAREQIEER /N T 18 S HEFE . NF ICU J5 24 /NS NBET I E . A E ICU —k bL F 1

F A BB KT 20%00 5, JEE 1055 Z BB IR0, Hdr, 492 (46.6%)4 i34 N 1F ICU
Ja B TR R IRE
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i B ML 2H 5 AR e 2 AR 20 2 IR FRVRFAE 22 5 A0 36 1 P o AR EOBREE F) (3% SE 5 5 AR IR B IfLE . 8
A R MUAE B BB T . SR B . BRI D RERRAS I A AR, HUBOE SR R s B
BT, AL, JREE, M5, VIS, 240, A48, MCHC, MCV, PRI S, 1961
WPRHLE I E 2 o WS de )T, SRR, PRIk, KU, SpO, EIIR T ARMEEE MLLE ¥ B % 3 (P < 0.05).

Table 1. The baseline characteristics of peritonitis patients

= 1. ERRBENELIFE

Characteristics Total (n=1055) sepsis-NO (n=563)  sepsis-YES (n =492) p value
ethnicity = WHITE (%) 721 (68.3) 379 (67.3) 342 (69.5) 0.485
gender =M (%) 589 (55.8) 300 (53.3) 289 (58.7) 0.086
weight (mean (SD)) 82.15 (22.34) 80.39 (21.20) 84.16 (23.44) 0.006
diabetes = YES (%) 251 (23.8) 133 (23.6) 118 (24.0) 0.948
Coronary a“e&?isease = YES 67 (6.4) 27 (4.8) 40 (8.1) 0.037
AKI = YES (%) 611 (57.9) 263 (46.7) 348 (70.7) <0.001
splenomegaly = YES (%) 2(0.2) 2(0.4) 0(0.0) 0.539
Hypertension = YES (%) 207 (19.6) 113 (20.1) 94 (19.1) 0.752
ckd = YES (%) 217 (20.6) 118 (21.0) 99 (20.1) 0.795
copd = YES (%) 46 (4.4) 22 (3.9) 24 (4.9) 0.536
pleural effusion = YES (%) 166 (15.7) 81 (14.4) 85(17.3) 0.23
ascites = YES (%) 491 (46.5) 257 (45.6) 234 (47.6) 0.576
dySf““‘:ﬁ"“:‘iElso?% §°agulaﬁ°“ 317 (30.0) 140 (24.9) 177 (36.0) <0.001
heart failure = YES (%) 173 (16.4) 84 (14.9) 89 (18.1) 0.192
portal hypertension = YES (%) 267 (25.3) 149 (26.5) 118 (24.0) 0.393
Liver cirrhosis = YES (%) 424 (40.2) 226 (40.1) 198 (40.2) 1
gallstones = YES (%) 4(0.4) 3(0.5) 1(0.2) 0.714
Ventilator = YES (%) 158 (15.0) 56 (9.9) 102 (20.7) <0.001
hemodialysis = YES (%) 24 (2.3) 12 2.1) 12 (2.4) 0.899
aniongap (mean (SD)) 17.06 (5.17) 16.23 (4.74) 18.00 (5.48) <0.001
bicarbonate (mean (SD)) 20.77 (5.14) 21.85 (4.74) 19.53 (5.30) <0.001
bun (mean (SD)) 35.74 (28.06) 32.40 (27.22) 39.57 (28.53) <0.001
calcium (mean (SD)) 8.16 (1.00) 8.24 (0.92) 8.07 (1.08) 0.006
chloride (mean (SD)) 101.35 (7.70) 101.08 (7.47) 101.67 (7.95) 0.218
creatinine (mean (SD)) 1.95 (1.98) 1.79 (1.98) 2.12 (1.97) 0.008
glucose (mean (SD)) 144.35 (84.10) 139.72 (61.76) 149.64 (103.75) 0.056
sodium (mean (SD)) 135.83 (6.29) 135.79 (6.17) 135.87 (6.42) 0.838
potassium (mean (SD)) 4.32 (0.92) 4.30 (0.82) 4.34 (1.03) 0.397
inr (mean (SD)) 1.86 (0.94) 1.79 (0.89) 1.95 (1.00) 0.006
pt (mean (SD)) 20.19 (10.44) 19.30 (9.00) 21.22 (11.81) 0.003
ptt (mean (SD)) 41.84 (21.80) 40.04 (19.01) 43.90 (24.46) 0.004
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hematocrit (mean (SD)) 31.30 (7.45) 30.78 (7.31) 31.90 (7.56) 0.015
hemoglobin (mean (SD)) 10.25 (2.50) 10.13 (2.47) 1038 (2.52) 0.112
platelets (mean (SD)) 216.58 (147.56) 214.53 (151.48) 218.92 (143.06) 0.63
whe (mean (SD)) 13.17 (9.03) 12.48 (7.61) 13.95 (10.37) 0.008
mch (mean (SD)) 30.71 (3.32) 30.68 (3.26) 30.74 (3.38) 0.799
mehe (mean (SD)) 32.73 (1.72) 32.91 (1.68) 32.53 (1.74) <0.001
mev (mean (SD)) 93.85 (8.81) 93.26 (8.51) 94.52 (9.11) 0.021
rbe (mean (SD)) 3.38(0.89) 3.34(0.90) 3.41 (0.89) 0.192
rdw (mean (SD)) 16.52 (2.87) 16.44 (2.95) 16.61 (2.79) 0.346
alt (mean (SD)) 97.27 (359.29) 98.31 (409.77) 96.09 (291.40) 0.921
alp (mean (SD)) 141.03 (144.64) 141.16 (147.28) 140.88 (141.71) 0.975
ast (mean (SD)) 187.32 (765.25) 191.58 (894.65) 182.43 (583.86) 0.847
bilirubin._total (mean (SD)) 4.69 (8.14) 4.84 (8.67) 451 (7.50) 0.504
ﬁrSt—time—}(‘gg;)—mte (mean 98.63 (21.25) 97.12 (21.29) 100.37 (21.08) 0.013
first_time_sbp (mean (SD)) 118.46 (25.34) 123.50 (24.94) 112.70 (24.58) <0.001
first_time_dbp (mean (SD)) 65.71 (18.43) 67.65 (18.63) 63.50 (17.95) <0.001
first_time_mbp (mean (SD)) 79.95 (19.07) 82.50 (18.95) 77.04 (18.80) <0.001
first_time_sbp_ni (mean (SD)) 116.17 (25.54) 121.25 (25.16) 110.36 (24.73) <0.001
first_time_dbp_ni (mean (SD)) 65.74 (19.29) 67.64 (19.30) 63.56 (19.06) 0.001
first_time_mbp_ni (mean (SD)) 77.92 (19.45) 80.46 (19.37) 75.01 (19.15) <0.001
first time resp_rate (mean (SD)) 20.51 (6.52) 19.71 (6.05) 21.42 (6.91) <0.001
ﬁrsﬁtimeﬁi‘sng‘;)ramre (mean 36.69 (0.88) 36.76 (0.82) 36.61 (0.95) 0.005
first_time_spo> (mean (SD)) 96.48 (4.81) 96.83 (3.75) 96.08 (5.78) 0.011
first_time_glucose (mean (SD))  1088.15 (30783.16)  1915.37 (42139.10) 141.56 (65.66) 0.351
Dobutamine = YES (%) 19(1.8) 4(0.7) 15 (3.0) 0.009
dopamine = YES (%) 27 (2.6) 10 (1.8) 17 (3.5) 0.127
Adrenaline = YES (%) 46 (4.4) 8 (1.4) 38 (7.7) <0.001
Norepinephrine = YES (%) 454 (43.0) 121 21.5) 333(67.7) <0.001
isoproterenol = YES (%) 274 (26.0) 104 (18.5) 170 (34.6) <0.001
antidiuretic hormone = YES (%) 220 (20.9) 41 (7.3) 179 (36.4) <0.001
oxygen = YES (%) 880 (83.4) 469 (83.3) 411 (83.5) 0.985
dialysis = YES (%) 24 (2.3) 1221 12 (2.4) 0.899
Invasive ventilator = YES (%) 158 (15.0) 56 (9.9) 102 (20.7) <0.001

3.1. FFE&ERE

#£T Boruta FUERIRFEFRIEES RN 1 Pros. 28 Z BRI, 5 0E MUE o U] AR &5 ) ik
B SRRSO PGB BIE T EBE . BEREER. IRERE . WIEF. 40N A, SRR
B ERRER. BT ERR. MEMER. HUHEESEE 20 MEdR.
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Figure 1. Feature selection plot based on Boruta algorithm

1. T Boruta BERFHIEIREE

3.2. IRBUMREELEE

TATVARL T 7 ASWLES 2 SRR SR T BRI 58 B3 N ICU JE IR BE MAE AR AE . [l 2 BoR T 7 /M A
7E ROC M T X o PERe. 7 AMEAIH, Bk FE 3 9 AL (AUC = 0.796) 0 IR 48 838 K A e 7 IfLE (1)
TMRCR S lif s HOU2 RS ARM(AUC = 0.794), RFEMBER(AUC =0.722), #ZHFEIHAUC=0.719), 3L
B EHLAUC = 0.718), N THZRMLAUC = 0.691), K-ITAB(AUC = 0.634). LU RIFHAI(AUC =
0.719)/F NBH i, W EomAR TR, BEALAR MRS ZR R W S bR ok B 48 28 38 2 T 25 I P 0000
T @ A AR SR, R (AUC=0.718), N LHHEMLHEAI(AUC =0.691), K-IT4B(AUC =0.634)
R (1 X o BEAN U 5 ] A (] 2)0 36 2 BT 7 MBI — VRN M RE T b . RF RS R
(0.752), REUE(0.765), FHZ(0.765), F1 ¥E53(0.742)5 —, Hr51E0.741), 55—, 4 DCA HZ (4 3),
BENLAR AR LI T KR 8 it A RME A, B BEATL AR M ABE TRY J2 BAT R B I R S PR A 1 S A2

Table 2. Model performance metrics

2. fREVEREIEIR

Accuracy Sensitivity Specificity Recall Flscore

RF 0.752380952 0.765306122 0.741071429 0.765306122 0.742574257
XGB 0.752380952 0.704081633 0.794642857 0.704081633 0.726315789
SVM 0.719047619 0.704081633 0.732142857 0.704081633 0.700507614
NNET 0.680952381 0.632653061 0.723214286 0.632653061 0.64921466
KNN 0.638095238 0.571428571 0.696428571 0.571428571 0.595744681
LOGI 0.723809524 0.642857143 0.794642857 0.642857143 0.684782609
DCtree 0.685714286 0.653061224 0.714285714 0.653061224 0.659793814
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Figure 2. Receiver operating characteristic curves of seven models

2. EMERBRIFAHERRZE
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Figure 3. Calibration curves of seven models

B 3. £ MERR R
4. Wig

FEIX T B LRI TE e, AT A FIAIE T2 T HLE% 2 ST, SRTTTII IR 58 8 e D ik 7t AL
AT TA JUASF B oIk E UG AT RN T LR RIS 2 3] St AT e b . R
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WUAS 5 S RRLAE [X 73 B RIS HE B J7 T AR I R A A O v At o, R AN S5 R AR I AR 52 e b 10
PEo M as (1) B 2D SRRy, B BE R 4 AR Rt n] e A A IR A& Y18, PRIt FRATTRY
FH U5 1 28 73 BT (DCA) BH 285K 36 1IE 1% S AL 2% 2 )RR R PR IE F 1% o 73 7 Boruta B30T LAFE Bh AT 178 5
PR AR R E N, MM EAA SO A TR E R . S5, BAUERH SHAP HFAF H VLS 77 A0 I R
RS AT 4 SR g

JHR 5 IURE A& — IUA I A BRAE PR R 19], A= BRI EE MUAE R A 28 AN BT 3G 0, IR 30 B PE 12 28 =il
40% [20]. BERE 7% A& Az BREIE WE 795 55 B3 R AR e 7 RE (1) 28 R R IR o R 25 I (1 A7 6 X B 9% B 1)
FETRIEINAG 5E B2E R, 78— T 1997 HE 4 2000 4F (R AR A HI 81 Kb B S uk B 2ula 1 g AT
) [ A 0 S AF T, MRS 8 3 LA BB T 6%, (B™ SN IIIE JR 3 HIFET - R T+ & 34% [21]. —H
BERFE IRE R AR, O ML AFRIE - WRERRE AR DCHRE M5 I35 =0 B it 2 S BOE TR 50%,
ER B EREZ EIL 80% [22]. Btt, FHARRIMKER MEFFARNIGTT, XFHemla i & B A4, &
S IR B U S5 38 TG S D AR et [ AN BT S FH 2 0 . AR, P2 R AN iR B SR T SE i AR Wb
BEVRAZWAIAETT IEEAE . CRP FH A5 3% I /KF=2 5 FH B2 W UGS AR 84, (R RE IR IR[23]. R
HAT T REBTL, R ATAT—Fh A bR S RE 8 T 581 UG A 7™ B i SR BUMR B PR AR o XU 1Y) A6
H[24][25]0 BRI, TR ANHE) AT S 04 FROMIASE 28 of R S0 ik A £ 3 S Sy At AT T2 At % B A 258 P~ e e LA £
HHWE BRI R,

DAERITIF RS, 5 ML #8Uk L, SOFA 1 SAPS 11 ¥5> RGAFAETRMMERE 2 . R BUE M ik
6~ S BNVE I B | PRI G [ 11 ] {5 P88 27 2 S92k TU 078 1 R L8 N — AN 8T RO 2 A3
Suru Yue 55 A [26 158 ML 2% > 5503258 00 e 70 15 2 4 e B TR) AKT K%, SOFA and SAPS II score ]
AUC 4474 0.6457 F10.7015, ifi XGBoost #7ff] AUC A 0.821, XGBoost fRAILE X 43 AHERIE AR
87 FF 5 TG A T 1k BE XA T-4% Ge 4 R4 Luming Zhang, 25 A[271#) 8 T — AN ET-HL 8827 1 (RSF 50951
T AR BRI & AR AR B B 30 RIGAE T XK, A5 AL(C 4831 0.73) 51658175 240 SOFA. SAPSII
ATAPSHI AT T HEL, TRTARGHIVEr R G0, ML~ o) B O T B AL G vE 9 R GoR TG B 1) &
Az, AHRIE R B ORISR 5 ) SR FH T MBS 98 A6 5 Ik 25 1M (1 T

Boruta 535 CVSCNRFIEE R T 12 A8 1 7735, 3 Ik A AUA AL SR s WA R 1 of T TR0 A
REE[17]. o] HAHATRAEE R, TR TR ESHEGR R € MRE T8 IS B & w4e
FHICIREAE , X SEARAE AT B FINAR 7R LA ¥ 3% DT#R . Boruta SyJ0IM I (o FHBEAHLARAR AN 5 B B RFEHAR,
BRI DU RO AL B RSB £, I ORFRZAGRE ), B P4 10 8. AR 5T H Boruta S0V RRFAE L £
SRR, fRE. QB VMIES. IS TR, mERER . JREE. VB, 240, Age
M. BRRAER. B ERE. FAY R, MENEER. PU0ESEE 20 Matr g GRS a X, 7ERF
TR RIS Z 8. IR REEAR Fih K5 £ R EEIEH, Bt 5858 B bR &
FEAHRME, IXECPRZ SR 7 A B SRE N L A8 E D Re v MG PR AN E P AR R, W LT IR ERE . 1
n, B BRI T DA R H A AR AR AR A 2 BAR U 2L 2V E AN 2, ML
A8 AN FH AL 0 e 24770 DO 8 7 W PR 0 B s vy (1 P B AR R . 1 A R b RN e I 2T 3 T s ] e S B
DI RERRRG o Z5 A IR LEIG RAR G, AT DATHUI R AR 58 £8 38 J JR Bl 2 IR Py JXURS: , 385 B8 B B AT AN
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