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Abstract

Postoperative atrial fibrillation (POAF) is a critical perioperative complication that significantly
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impacts long-term patient prognosis. With the rapid evolution of artificial intelligence, POAF risk
stratification is undergoing a fundamental paradigm shift from traditional regression-based scores
to sophisticated ensemble machine learning (ML) and multimodal deep learning (DL) architectures.
This review systematically evaluates key technological advancements from 2021 to 2026, elucidat-
ing the feature selection logic grounded in electrophysiological heterogeneity (e.g., conduction block
and atrial asynchrony). We analyze the mathematical underpinnings of Stacking ensembles and
Transformer-based Attention mechanisms in achieving superior predictive accuracy (AUC > 0.9).
Furthermore, the clinical utility of SHAP-based explainability in reconstructing medical trust and
guiding closed-loop intervention pathways is discussed. Finally, addressing the critical bottlenecks
of clinical translation such as algorithm drift and multi-center validation, we propose future direc-
tions involving continual learning and wearable real-time monitoring to establish highly accurate,
interpretable perioperative decision-support platforms.
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1. 518

A Je #r & 0 5 Bl (Postoperative Atrial Fibrillation, POAF) 2 45 BE AL TC 55 8 s 1) S 3 £ F AR5 3 & 1
8. TR COHESMEFFEAR (W CABG. I E ), HR AR EIA 25%~50% [1]-[3], MifEIECHE R F-R (G
iR, RGBSR IS ) IR b 5%~15% [4] [5]. TG TEZG T Tl B 32 A BEIH 7))
REME PR AR 2R, HId FERYT 5T 5 T JE IR R H . POAF AMUAE—NHAEBL R, BREFAR
WA G RRE RN H EPRE KA OIS HA LG R B2 B e sE S — R 51 R
PRI RORE ELAH IR, 045 2~4 R5A) b RS 0 388 ICU JLaMERE I TAREKC . BeyT 2 RGN, DA K 4
RAET 2 EFH[6] [7]. HHARITIN(A 20 tH4D 90 AEARfE 51 Logistic [H1V2) 24K T IR IIEIK S 5[1], H
HeilBE J1(AUC = 0.60)ME LASCHEREHER T Fa oK o B AP 2 KU 54 il Al BoR RS, POAF Tl
TEM “EIRIRE)” Fea) “mdEEEEIRE) " , B0 T E A S B A S I R T R R R R S

2. RIBEEF L. TERFNKEZE

TR AR (1025 3o Bl AR AR T L A % (KR B A LR [ 7). ARFE BRI “ 2 BT o7 B Ko e A B
PROUARE 5T, RS AR B f e BN 100 DL 38
® T3 i (Pre-existing Substrate): £ TP KO B £F4EAL . O 558 K R AR HS R 2% Y B A4 [6] [8] L»
WAL A A A8 T Al S & A e e, N 3miR BT B4t 7 B L4l . Kharbanda et al.
(2021)i I AR LGN - OAMEFEARIE R, ARG 551 R (AES) MU ik #5523 B2 R0
P A BRI IR R AR P o X — R IR 5] N “ 5 BLAR(LAD) 7 Al “ARHT P R B HLE”
AR PR AL TS A RRA 7]
® WL (Acute Triggers): FARMNIBSEN LA ACERIN . O 5T SE G S A E S,
AR A L P AT [9] o IR L5 PR B A R T O s LA P 5301 J5 B A (EAD) BRAE IR Ji5 B A (DAD)
® J¢NE M (Inflammatory Response): K54 & 20 X N 255 1E(SIRS) 3 240 L A+ (W1 1L-6, TNF-
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o). JONRE N P oA B IR (U L-AUSEIE) 1 RIE, SECG S A B EA[10]. HLERE
SIREAIEI N “ R4 i/ (9 8 A LUE(NAR)” AT “45 20538 miRNA” AE T 1, [ERHmi
X — S L 1 T HRAR[11]

® AL AR AL IETEE(ROS) AR DL AR JEIRHT . IRBRIRAS, 3 AR 1 s 1 Rl ik
R PR BIAE[12]

3. BIEKIFESHHETTE: NEFI|EEHE
3.1. BERIRH S 4

B MR B BRI R AR I R e, DR TS AL ) B IR N — TR I (EMR)T B £ 2 s
® FASIMREHE: FEd. M. BMIL FERIFE (R =ik, COPD). 24 &AL (i g %2
RBE A 7 2515 ) [4] [13]. X EEAR A& T R TPAl  “IRAL” -
® SR IRARGELLAL f): BNP/NT-proBNP (5B C 5 5K 1)« WU 88 1 (S e Co A5 497) « RS (1
B ). B UIRETER(eGFR) [2].
® SURNRHIE: S/ OB EIPREUN  B A RR BU(LAVI) A2 Sy B(LVEF). H 2
BE 538 B B (Speckle Tracking) B2 K00 55 N AR . BB Meta 0T iR, O 53 N ASRE I R BE
AT OB G K, R I TR FF .
o HIEHE S RATIART 12 FHK ECG R IGEIE | P I B HiUE (P-wave dispersion). P i I F2[8] [14]
WEFE[L413R 8, PR 2% ) AT AR B3 B0 v P mbdl 12 281 PR PR ¥ D A 300 ) L 255 95 PR SRR ALE
o YIS EEE. FWIMIR R ETE 5 (Kolek et al., 2015) 1 4 21508 A% 17 R 22 251k (SNPs) 40 N
TEZH], RIS 4025 et RS X as AL 2 it . 2 A5 B0 SRR TR AR R fy A ST AR 1 IR
S B SR

3.2 FHETIEMBF™EY

Tt BT G R E , R IR B R E L, BT LB AR AR TRE SR T 5 s s i A B
T3, A9 AnE FH R g i
® Jif JHFAIE I K (Recursive Feature Elimination, RFE): £ % T 37 R i) SAL(SVM) 5 B ATL AR bR A4 2 5 7
I, RFE g S A6 G AT I G R A i /NI RFAE o HLEC B BN R . WRHIESE N F, AL ) &
Aw, TAEN R H) =||\w)2 o TS BRI ci = wi2, BB FER o B/NIRRFE, EEHR R R
8. XM ITVERENS DR B X R TR B S R (AR B, [N Y R e A5 [15]
® /NI ANk RS T (LASSO) A U : LASSO A2 b B i 4k /INFEAS KOt (1A 2, i L1 e
10 SEIARFE E 21 12 -

2
mﬂin{zn;[yi _Z,-“X”ﬂjJ +/Izj:|ﬂj|}
Horp A 2 A0S H. 22 2R, 80 R/8 A 2PIEEEE, WMSLBURE B30 5Bk . XL S
A LR RPN SO m R, BE RS TR POAF Fil o i & R 1 [16] .
4. BERE: MNiZEEAB SRR
4.1. RGP H RERME

TENLAS 5 28 2 1T, PR = B 6] 2 V70 248 POAF Score (Mariscalco et al.): 38 i % 4F % |
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COPD. eGFR. FARIEMZEASFHAT AL 43(0~2 43/3). CHA2DS2-VASc ¥F4r: BAAJEH FIFIET
AR 55 e o R, (L E LB AT 5T £ ] T POAF Fii%% . Pandey £5(2023)i 3 %) 43 TR 75 () 25 %4y
Frig, XEVEH KRG OHETFRANBEFH AUC FHUN 0.62 [6]. IXLLFEEIE) KRG RIGETH L
PARIRA A MG SN 7% BRI Z B B S S SN B AR AR . AN, XL & 5L T 5 O IR TR N
K, TEAROIET AR5 b S HET: B 53 T B [5] [17].

4.2. 1Z%8[@Y3(Logistic Regression, LR): EEERAZHA S

JUEPLAR I (ML)BE AL Z AN TS, (H32 % ] A R SR vl e vk, 7E 2023~2024 F 111G R HE 7
54 A B 1HE (Baseline) [16]. H A28 i if ki i (Sigmoid Function) Ay

o(2)=—

1+e™
7£ POAF Tt , LR FIALHAE T AT LIE M b 45 H A4~ A2 5 1 )45 22 £ (Odds Ratio, OR), 1X & 1iE &
S o W PRIES AR AT DU I [R] U 28 50 B e ) Ui e — XU R A PR S 35 1 o AT, LR A=) PRt 43
B ke B M DR A ) 1 S P D% R (A8 5 R J5 LT 0 3 (9 22 EL AR FH ) DA S A8 N, 3% 5 8
RIS % SR FAR S W AR AR “RE” K.

4.3. PIRBIRER: BEHLARSHERA G

5% 21 (Ensemble Learning)id it 415 2 1> 95 57 1 4 KA 55 52 21 4, 72 H AT POAF T 45 22 I
B LR, B 2023 42 LK, £ # > (Ensemble Learning) 586 2 12 TH A /E POAF ARG 1 S 4 T -

4.3.1. FEHLFR#(Random Forest, RF)

RF @it H B R Af 2 (Bootstrap Aggregating) f4) 2 2 BRI, Y SEMT . 7E4LEE POAF IXFi LA K& /3 KA
T RN BREEZGYF02E) HAFE SR SR KRR LR, RF RIS &, el i E A8
FRE(Gini Index) N PSR PPANRHIEE Z %, G IRSEAE T B R B R 7 (18]

4.3.2. WRimEEERF(XGBoost)5 LightGBM
IXEEEEATR T 2 HT POAF JRURS: T (114 B 06 o FOR% O CSOHEZE T X0 H AR R EIGEAT T I 2o B R T,
N T IENAEICART 1B U5
obj) ~ i[gi fL(x)+ 2R ( )}Q( £)

i=1

o g, A h 23— B B 4. GRS I IE U Ak, XGBoost 7E 2025 4 2 At IR TR K
KINEF AT A, AUC ¥ T 0.88, HAEMSEUEI i #2 20400 FE F AR WA B E 8, AR P 5)
Jik Hs (MAP) BB ISF T B [19]

4.4. HEBEEHI(Stacking): FEEBVEREEERR

Maetal 2 7 —Fh 8k 11 ML 21 201K Al HEZ 154 (Stacking Model) [20] [21]. ZEEE% e AR BN ik 5%
HRALIEA(CABG) B MAMHBIRIEH, 1ZBEA AUC 1A% T 0.931, L4t HATCH 1143 (0.708)-5 POAF
PF47(0.667) 0 IX Bl REFETHF 25 T FVENT 4 AE LR MERFIE R LA BE /7. Stacking ZEA40 2 — i “ Al B
7 BIPRRAEY

® JEE(Level-0): ffHZ M T EIVEMU SVM FHILLMERHE. KNN IR . RF L

PERR).
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® THZE(Level-1): I8 fi F —ANa7 o (RS20 (G328 A [ V) o G S ABS 70 1) 0000 43 B AT A 45

Sau %(2024)7E The Lancet Digital Health &R 7 [22]%7~, AIRE “F & 75 KA AN 50 UELE b 1)
R TAEAT B —BAL, H C-index TEANRIIAZ h B3R BAR (g o X Ph SR A i i 4 412 20 4 R AR BRRRAIE, 3%
Pt T BAEAR F O (R F T ARKRE A [FEHE) B2 I R e 1

5. REEIANE: IESESLE
5.1. RigDEES (Raw ECG)iRE|iwEF >

B4 POAF Tl vy FE AR T 2= A= F THEEAAFAE(T P e B HORE . QT IR TR & %% 2] (Deep
Learning, DL)IR AR T iX —PUIR, X BT BRI 2 W 2% (Convolutional Neural Network, CNN)FI1/E 3
1122 W 4% (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN) 33— B i .

5.1.1. ML MLE(CNN)AIZ2 EHFHESREY
B RN 2% (CNN) IE#H T BB AR AT EESLO B IE(ECC) . Xt —4E ECG #4l, Hilia
HRe B SR FREAE P BGRAA AL B155 F A ER € 5 5 (Electrical Instability):

(f*g)(t)zjj0 f (T)g(t—‘r)d‘r

Tohyama 55(2023) 9T FCUEWT, 2k CNIN TR S 2% ST REAE PR3 H 0o b3 Bl /N () H B R RRARE I
S 1) 3 ) 2 SO SAE U e 2 A0 TR Sl R VP 23 [14] [23].

5.1.2. TEIFERILE(RNN)BIE R IR
POAF HIRA R — A shAEIE TR, Rrb A BS54 b B A R i i it . 5 e 12 M
#%(Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM)il i 5| N\ “it05117 HLH], e 7K 2 51 Sk AP s B s 2% 1) i«

f; :O'(Wf Thess XI]+bf)

XALAFBARLRERS “iC12” T ARIT UG B i 37 5 AR AL e 20 Ao e e i 468 PR e L 7 e V2 4 B2 M R I
a3 R, SEBLEIER “ SRz [24].

5.2. FEBEAHEI(Attention Mechanism)5 ZiESE

2025~2026 F i HT AT A LT Transformer ZE44[25] [26]112 Skik & Jiblii . BEAUARF R IR T 5
—HARIE, TR T ARG AR

o AR it Wik L & MEHE(SNPs).

o FAFE: RSO P~ EMBE(ILE. SpO2. PR CO2).

® AR WAL SURHIE, WFRILFKHNEECAREE, O FARILF A E RS .

R IRE A

Attention(Q, K,V ) = soft max[QKT JV
\/a
VAR B ZORS SR BEAF R FIAE. flw, fEamidEsd, BHESHIRET “Hf
JRUEBN” FHAIE, XS A IR LAI B Rt 3G 58 A B AN AL TN RE 77 . Han %5(2025) 7 &6 i A 2
FHWWT R PRI, XMET AI-ECG 1) 2 S Rl AR AL BE Al DAL SR PR VP 43 o v S W o o P A 3L f
S9TE[14], WEEIRSE T IONREFE
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6. MMRBNEEER: ITFNERSTREM S
6.1. TN AR S UL R

7E POAF X FhFEA H FEA P I R 5 R A48 AUC Fabrd i 245 i Rl i o BLARP
MR RGN T Z 4R R FR xR

® AUPRC (K6 - BEIERMATHMN): AUPRC B hnsvixf “FHMEREA” (B %L POAF 1)
WIRGE ST, AT EBALLE SRR Dy B O 2R 2 B e B A

® XHEE £ (Calibration Curve): VPANBLEY FUM IMEZ 5 IR L bn R AE 2 2 MW G T2 . — A
56 TR R4 AT 7E 45 FEXT 4R o

® IR MR/ #T(Decision Curve Analysis, DCA): DCA fgf iRl RIE A, 1A 1 XK RE R,
NEFZAERIAR L T X B B AT T 7 B A TAR R Rer ok 20 kAR [16].

6.2. TR “BA&” : SHAP 5 LIME & 4=

R “ B BALE IR AR TP RIS, SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations)s - K704 T B 22
BONERR. @i B AMA B T 2 B EAR(LAD). B UK (BNP)ZE A 15 Fil 45 SR (1 5T ik, ML 45
RO HRAE T HESR T, BB NI PR IS AR SR A 7wl B A e AR [27] o

® SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations): & T &/EHZRE. B AAFFEDE — 1 “TTk{E” -

FHAZ 0 i ROV ERHE | I BR DTk -

4o |S|}(n—|s|-1)!

SCNA(i} n!

(s ufi})-v(s)]

it SHAP Jj[&(Force Plot), BRAEFTLAER]: “XAEFHHAE NEG, FEZFNHARE BNP
FHE ok 17 +0.15, 1A TR 1 +0.10. 7 [27]

® LIME (Local Interpretable Model-agnostic Explanations): i 7 BiANREAS & B ik 47 R 3 2 1 40
G, AR E RO AU AR

7. IGERFEIL: ERAFTRERNEERS
7.1, BORMEA: dEEEMTROREER RSB ERK

TSR [ AN EAE T 38 5T, 24800 POAF TR & BE A « %45 M (Non-selective)” 145
TI, A )2 A P R s T P SRR S . ARTI, XAR —TTD)” S B T B AR e B AR B
S, AMUCEBETREIEA AT, BN T Ozl gz, AR A fs B R A B IR I RO XU .
2 ) AR EAE T N HUEAE A 5 0 b5 rRAE BRI T S A . BRI, I PR AR 0k 7 RS TR
“HEBHPIE T B R TR R C EBhEA” [28].

7.2. ETFREHZ% S HT(DCA) BT Fisg 1SSt

T 2 WL AS 2% > 7E B 1 W % (Probability) %% £k J 5T B4 4T 1 1 1K 36 4 (Instruction) 2 1 5 32§ 5 4%
(Clinical Decision Support System, CDSS) [#)4% 0218 45 . F8A T3 5K H 1 5 #h 28 43 17 (Decision Curve Analysis,
DCA) R EALAS 5] XU BIAE T IR “ 153K 25 (Net Benefit)” , M TTHGE IR i & 5, #2057 2 BT TR 0B &
Wit

o ZFIABLSHIS: B, MRGLE AR 2 IS EAE (AR SME PRI 4 A2 BRI . MAP

FREACT 60 mmHg £ 5% 0 5 N AR) TH L H R JG 48 /NP POAF R A% =i, CDSS b JC4%%f
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PR TRHIEMR) RS, HAMA S GIRKRE, KHTEL.

o EBAMBME: RAENUKIEM, MEEMA “RGRKEE" —— IR VEHE TR PRI
A ABL(UREAERNES, BRI BRAERF(E>1.0 mmol/L) [ ICU H B HEIR FUE AR, IS 22Ol
TEI STV HT ORI 2 %

7.3. RERE: iE “BEREAYFIELE (Perioperative Digital Twin)”

AR CDSS 8 A P& BT AR AT — I [A] SRS VP4l T B AR “ORATEE TR A - R4k
B - REASE” ARG R B . X —Ju i FR oy —f e e < AR
252 (Perioperative Digital Twin, PDT)” [29]: % & 4o A DU i 58 37 (Bayesian Updating) L, RE8% BE % #
M SEIF O BURRIE IR SR 2 A4 S SN, B HE A 1) RS BILZE[30] o I Arft 25 1 1y B[] 4
WA 2, AR RS T 300 P WG ST PRI BRI T 107, MR I AR T 790 bR 5 s 4 R ) = S RS HE T3

SR, FER ST ORIL . S Bl 1) BB A A 8 = 2 A A R AT T W P R B R B 22 0 EPRARAE T AW R
TR R FEER B, TR = S A B T 5 AR S5 M AL I PR ACSRAEAF G L. I [RDRFE R 1 AR F 1)
EKZESR, M T E M R ERERS, R Tl ik AR E S S5 AR S O 55[29] [30]. H2 st it
SRR SRR R B RIS BLA 4R IR P 2 ST (A [R] SR P e 42 P 4% ) B Y 35 4 A BRATL ) P e A e, (R
FLPE R (v B AR A PR PR 00 1) IR IR S SRAFAE A PR, RAEAS 5 P B Gt H & o w4k
WHE[31] [32]. HeJa e — 8t (Biological Consistency ) HI 6 IE A : A1 kg FDURE 70 J0 745 2 A A4 55 2%
A B MAENON ST A G, DR EE R 290 R HEAIIE T R LG IR EAEHESE, X2k
I S5 55 3 Iin RFE AL R AZ O IR [33]

7.4, MX “E3EEFE(Algorithm Drift)”

B I ROR 5 B AR WS BREAC, R T e Bm I GRA R A o AR e 08, Xl 2 SRS
(Algorithm Drift). A JRMIFEAIN FL 4 “Ff4:2% 3] (Continual Learning)” fit /7, i S S i o o AL S 46
FEEATTE LR, DAIE CAS Wy 1D I PR S %

7.5. WIERHTNE: BHISKZLRLREE

B B AL SETEIIER /(1 AUC > 0.9)FF AR ARSI T 8 TUS USChReicts . TUMARES B Pk
WAl BT HOME B4R, eI RLAY A0 4 AU (Workflow Integration). AR A AT BT PR 2R
(I IGE TSR, S REE0) TUEBIFIFR UL F i CDSS REMsH MGT Ml “BARIES ™ (Alert Fa-
tigue). FUATIEIE R HIBEHUA IR B (RCT)RASE “Al SRENHORTAET B 6T “bRifEdi s , A feiisriz
FGETE AR AS TP R AR | T I M 472 (CCUICU) i B I 4] L1 R A Pk 8 A B T e AL - O
VARAS, SRECHST AL I REE AL
8. B&

21t 2023~2026 AR R, RS HTR BTN R LA SE R T A RS ST AL” 18 “BhEs

AE T R4 WIWiAS . SRR T LI U 1 W R AR e B 1) B2 2% A8 L e i, T 2R 88 2% 20 R 7 T LRI

FIN AEAF ) FH R 46 F A FRAE A5 2R 47 ity 28]ty RO B A T 6 o 36 e AR L [RHKs T AGS B2 (AUC) I A: G VT 431

0.6 AT AT ALK 0.9 AL,

JUE M BE R, (B AT IZ AU AT I DY KIS0

o iz ALMERES: BUE ET MK LT HduLBAIIZE, XA FBEITHUIEF RN . BRI
PRAE S NFE S T B2 R, B AE Z RIS UE I 5 8 I 2 R 14 e S ek (Performance Degradation).

[ &l
B
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N;

® PRI 0 FL RS (Algorithm Drift) [17] [34]: B4 BLO1GIESMEHEAR I A8 15 AR EP R
R, T3 sk B OB IR S S S R S, SO A OB I«
o IMEPERERE SRR 00y A BB A, 5 R R K HLA  PE BE LR
HIR(RCT), BATHIE “ Al BEEIH0RURLAMIZ " BE7HDISE R L3 o SR WA o IE U 47 2. B I 1

G RS

o SUEMAPESIRARHE IS W RIEAEIL A Transformer 4240, FEREARIEAL, LRURY
SRR T B . Rudin i [35], 7R MIRIRAR S, B HIER B A B 2
FERSRIOEIIE, MR U T R . JCSh, BRI VR 25 5 SR 5 B8 e,
E VIR BRI R B B R LB [36]. BRI, JUBR K0 2 SUB A DLy EL A
IR ARRE, SO FERE FI[3L). L, CHORIGIRTS AT, RBIE FIBR U
T, T RLAE (R 95 I AP BERORTIR T, BRI B, (5GBSR . PB YL HL5)
SEV L USES

RS, B BB R, POAF I MU S A6 4 VR FE R RIE DS 7 108 K L. Ak

TF 7E R R IR AR T AR =AM

® T2 (Transfer Learning) i FUIRLE : ARFE KRBT Ao B TN SR SE Rt R A, J@ it b &
A b B SO (Fine-tuning), 35075 BEBSARMA « 1oy X% HILIE T AN ) RIS Fr) 25k 2 = e [19] [25]

® EyT RV FRB AW TLEER[24]: KR B KU T S NS O U B B e, B2
LA ICU W3 3 5 5 R A (1 B A 30 4 P KRR A D . SN TF R S B KBERI KR Toge il

o FEARMMFALEPDT)S AT M: X2 POAF FH AN, HT “KKitH - B3)
B B, RGUERAN R0 5y A RS AR T, AT S R SR R SRR A
BRI IS H . xR RN - MR PP EEERAT ¢ RERVA AR TR R

SE

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]
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