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Abstract

Necrotizing enterocolitis (NEC) is an acute and critical disease in preterm infants under neonatal
intensive care. Approximately 20%~40% of affected infants require surgical treatment, yet the se-
lection of optimal surgical timing poses great challenges. At present, clinical decision-making de-
pends on serial imaging evaluations including abdominal radiography and ultrasonography as well
as empirical judgment, and standardized quantitative prediction tools are lacking. In recent years,
machine learning techniques have been widely adopted for predicting surgical indications of NEC.
This article systematically reviews research advances in machine learning in this field, analyzes and
compares construction strategies, algorithm characteristics and predictive performance of existing
models, summarizes their strengths and limitations, and discusses challenges and future directions
for clinical translation, so as to provide a reference for further development of machine learning in
surgical prediction of NEC.
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1. BY

B ) LR BB /N7 45 W 9% (necrotizing enterocolitis, NEC) & HiA: JLEE MY = P & H LK B IiE &
JEZ—, FEEEUN R, CH WS AR LR A ar @ 1], BEAE =R AREE, B2 LA
AT LS R BT, NEC BURRRBEEZ5E e, £ 20%~40%01) Bell 73 M & ) L4532 S REF
ARFF[2]. H NEC i fh it v, Hohmk 280k N RITT i ke K R R A2 20t 2e 4L, B e lmIR sk
PRI E) B+ BR[3]. 28T, AP Bt NEC TR R EAN T EARFE R RIT IR IR AR, @ Wiae &) Lim K
TGS G B X BB B LR A T TR L. (22 25%~50%G I 1 % L) NEC & )LiA4 5 IF
Tl B SARER 4], [FIR, ASEIEITREEALAE . AR SO A 2 7. LA L, KEEA ST
BOPAS NEC FARB HIAATE B 2 R BR

AR, HLAR S 2] e N T e NEC Sz y7 A3 21712 R H[5] (6], #E NEC F-ARFRAE TR et 5
19 7 W25t o FLIAIT 5T S L R S8 P R 3 RS e R S 50k AR G T A, WP IR iE 7 F R AL NEC
AR 3 S BT AT P o SR, ACFE P DR 2 B P Ak e A PR, 4R 7R 5L NTE 2 Bha I R AR bR in DA st -
MG F, PR EHUE R EVBAE S ZESHEMES, P E T 2ESANTERRS, ¥
G X EME S IRIKSEL, 26O 2R FARR AL, SCHUE B HAN, BERATNGE. 5
I [E S SN PN, HES) 1 PR “ BRI 7 1) “ A TE” AR . FIRET R I g5
SNBSS AR R 2SS A TUE G D s, TR IE e, AH Y FTa 70 A7) LA oo [l it 4y
Mromw=E, BERLP AT REYE S AL R T M AR dE— 2P I0E . AL R R LB AR S: I 7E NEC F-ARFRAETM H 1)
W FORE R, S5 A Y (A RS 5 R i, AT AT T IR Bk, IR AR R IE R AL T R 3R AT R
H, DIHIA NEC AMRHR R PR AN Rt iR 2% .
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2. 885 I NEC FARIBMEFMPHEBESZ
2.1. BUERFESHFIEFIE

HAT, NEC FARFGAE PRI A5 NAFAE T RGO R . B2 BAAEANIN FP AR = KK

I ARAS A A2 SR Al O B ok, L B AR B IR R (IR . AR, RS 4 B AL
ORI, MR, RIS RIS ERRAR7] (ILE . C RBEA. MM IR, LRSS LK
WEFRIN SZAG LMK . B IR L (M AR AR AE ) . Kim S5 [8 ] FH o [ AR AT AF Ak = ) L4 T BA S0 25080, IE S
Bl = PR 3R AE TR NEC TR o B A S22 . Cho S5 [0]HE—D R I, HAJG RO 03 A8 e 1k 7 v 2
NEC #ENF AW EEMEE T

MR AR ] W Fr i B AR IUK & S 4 R RHE (N SOAFAE . TARFFAE . SR EERFIESS), K% 15
BEACONPFE R . Li [ RRY], BT X & h KRR AL RHE RS IR RS B T A Rk
M NEC FARFR. Mok, HBRAHL M L% (convolutional neural network, CNN) ] SZH s 21 HO4FAE H 242
B, TR N SURFE, B AR AR BUE 2 21 5 FARFRAEAR G 138 LE R A AR = 12]

P RFAE I 5] AR ALES 22 ST TR G E R B L H . NEC WA 230 ATEAE, §—I [a] s (48
PR DL 5E 3 S i IR 25 o K48 19212 9 2% (long short-term memory, LSTM) [ 135518 PR 25 [ 2% fEfi% 4b P
ANEER I 8] 3 AR50, AR AR A R AE AT S8 S FR bR BN A AR A 35, SERUEEAT 1~2 d IFAR 7K Pt .
X —RE RN “HAHIT” THPON “BNATE” , HREIRKEIRT K.

22. ERNBFEIHZRESR

AR LSRR AN 7 2096 50, H AT AT NEC FARIBAETIN AL #8252 BE W] 0 N bl ds 2 21 Bk
IR B 2 ] BRI KK

TGN 2822 S Fvkrb, B4R R H (logistic regression, LR) A2t JEfith ity 2 AR A, R H: B 4 0 ol AR 14 1T
W)z FIEFEHERTY , ZI0RF R E W], LR ZEHI NEC FARRHLF AR BLFAE T 56 5 A AR 14]. B
Bl (random forest, RF) [15]/E N5 R A, I M d 2 RS IH IR R i 455, RA il e,
REAL P e 2 HE W] VPARAE H B SRR EA, £ Z TS R IR 5 o SCHF IR E AL (support vector machine,
SVM)HE Kb FE/INEEAS A s AR 200 38 I A% R 5k HHs RS 380 s 4 2 () SE I AE P 4 5[ 16] - Sun Z5[ 17K
1 SVM S5 &3 2% 21 5Kk, FET0 BRI NEC B )L sl 17 AUC 34 0.937 FITRINALRE - #hEESETT
(1 XGBoost. LightGBM. CatBoost)if i (AT ARHIAL A BT — 30k 22, BA TS BE sy I ZRis B2
PRy AE IR AU R[18]. Jin ZE[19]8]H] CatBoost H5E A TR R Py #E I AUC 3£ 0.905
ANFEEENIE A FATEZER: LR GEAE AL BXT Rt Z R S % 5 RF BRSSOk iE
BRELERL & AR EAAAEE R ENEGRS: SVM E/MEAR m4EEUE T B — e .

TRPE 22 S BEAE NEC FARFBAETRI A (4 B FH i b T2 P B, (R I SRR OL# . CNN TERAAZ Y
fiE AU T BA RAMR S . 20 EoR, 25T Efficientnet-b0 ) CNN HLAU F AR NEC 19 Tl
AUC 1% 0.837[12]. LSTM &y ab B 18] 7 1 85 1 e i, BB ICAZ K IIOBIOR &, & T2 T 8 A i
PAIE W 0 B B AT EPE TR TR SR, G W T R IE PO i 8k 0.913 [13]. SR GHIAL T4
REVRTHTTT M), B RS ARSI S IRREHE . L= 8E, SCHUE B H b, REES 2 B RIBRAE T X7 4
PEEORE TR SRR H TR 22, (RIXEA 2 IEREE B R RIZ P N .

2.3. HEFMER

BORPF 75 NZ A EE L5 G 2R E R4 i 22N [ A (area under the curve, AUC) & A% /0 )
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VAl SRR X 43 F AR S IEFARA NEC IR ST R 5557 B 73 ) s AR AR YU = A 451
FEBRAEFARBGIRIRE T, NGRS S5 b TR R AU = F IR e 9. R ith 22 H T PR Al A 2 Tt
MR G SEhr R A AR (A B — Bk, Rk RAF AR A BE 9 I PR D SR LT SE MR 228 . TSR 2 70 pr
(decision curve analysis, DCA)# ist 11 5 AN [F] BIE T 1 14+ I R 3R 26 SR PR RS B I PR S F %k, T JE SR afiia =k
GuitfabriAG . th4h, SHAP S5 n] fRREPE 34 075 v] B0 SRR AEX T 25 SR ) DTk, ol PR = A B A
B PSR AR [20]

3. Y885 JJ1E NEC FAREHL TN & o Bz B it R
3.1. ETIERSTEEHENTUER

3.1.1. REIGKSHHER

Kim [8]Z5 5 F 5 [E %7 4= ) LN 4% (Korean Neonatal Network, KNN)4= [E A 51504, 49\ 16,385 IR H
AR ELCE T NEC UL 1085 1, FARM 654 Bl AEFARM 431 f), JET A5 18 NERELH 38 4N
PR B (R E AR PRI AT R RER), M T INTERA NEC AR RAE I8, AUC 4 0.721. %t
FEHIZ O EAE T 50 AIE 7 AR ™ BIPR 3R AT SR 70 2 I AT AT P —— X el e AR fe 1 A Bl AT
SREL, o755 AF NEC ImARER BB 28T, AUC X 0.721 [ Ak Re R BH,  BRali i s 7= B R 25 AN 2
DASEIURSHETION,  J5 2200 70 75 51 N2 2 3has Im R Fa b o DA s it

3.1.2. BERNSHFRER
S SRR, Cui [13]5 KA KEUHCIZMZLSTM)AEE NEC £ LI 18] 7515088, ScoliEai
MFARTE R ZHFFRHIN 791 6] NEC £ )L(FARAL 257 #. WRIL 534 #1), HEEL 35 MIEARKHE,
focal loss 1 40 2% B LAGZ ARSI | AP 487 1) Lo ABE A AE SR AT 1 R TR 75 SR ISR 1 2298 0.913 +0.034,
PERT 2 RTMETAE 629 0.905+0.036. ZHF AL AIEIHI 2 ALTE T4 NEC FARTRMM “FraH150 7 ek 2
“ENATE” —— A et R B H SE R R R BAE FR SRV TR RS, B3 G NEC Ji i PRs s 2 il
IRSERR o

3.2. ETRBEFSSESHENFNRE

3.2.1. ETRBEFFENEER

Li Z[ 11 RETIE X &7/ R ERSIER NEC #2)L, WASRARA 20 FARPSE TN E . 0T
FEAIN 171 B NEC B4 )L, 43 BRI T IRREFAE . S A4 E e 3 BE A I TR . 45 S BoR,
XGBoost BAEMTE YIRS AUC i£ 0.988, M4 AUC 1A 0.959. iX— RIVEBIEL GG “TH
7 B R A R IR B 5 F AT KA CHEEEE, N TIRARFRLKEFEERZ L.

3.22. BIESHMAER

Gao [18]5F 4 A S RHE TR HLE 2 IR 5 S A 23S AL R4E, BT 1823 {4 NEC &
JL(1992 Gk fEHE X e GG IR 250, FIA LightGBM 435 88 45 & UM H A E N F R TR . RE0i
RVERR A 0.96, FARTM AUC i 0.941. iZWF7CIRA 0K, MAEA. C XMEA. it Hheds
TS PR SR GBI R 22 . Qi SE[21] R FH itk iR B 45 A £ B R BV E R S IR R 5 S8 2 S
s, I8 IR P 2 SR PR S B AR R ) s B DR, R AR AR MR IR AR 1B L, A 14
AN REFAE « SR BENLARAR . SRR EHURZ 4R [0 = Fh oy 88T — o028, BENLARMR 4> 2510 AUC i&
0.8

RSB RR LA R, SR 5 G RS IRk & R0 SLBUE B IAN, IRAME— RIS E EA L .
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3.3. NEHRBEIRMHEELER

A R (R I R REAFAERCR 22 7, AUC JEEINT 0.721 2 0.964 2 [H]. Kim F53T [ = K 2= 1)
ERHER AUC 7 0.721; Qi 55 2SR G B 45 G BENLARM 4298 AUC 24 0.8; Efficientnet-b0 45414
AT F- AR NEC ] AUC 24 0.837; CatBoost 178 Y EREGIE AUC 1A 0.905; FEHNLARMAE Li & 1I0F 5 H
AUC % 0.922; Gao %52 4574 LightGBM #% AUC ik 0.941; ¢ Dual Swin Transformer 245 25 F 7
AUC % 0.920. X —HBHFETEM LI RRE4E e . BESRE TR 4, B 0 FRO R REE &

S0 T R R ) S B DR B G DA R DUAN 7 T . AEAS R DT T, Kim [8]552E T 16,385 il ¥ 4 [E A 51| %4
ORI R, (H RS s Rl P A R 3R M B PR s Gao [18]5540 N 1823 il )L, N SRR (it
TR SREERY T EE 2 /IMEASHE R (U0 Qi 254X 45 Bz AL AE 132 IR . Bt iR B 51, £ HdhE B
EART A OEIE22], AMEIIE R P EALZ A RE S OGN . RRIEIE BRI 7 THT, LASSO [BlJHFI
Boruta S5 [23 RUTEAURHIE I 16 07 VA B T D i UG SR T B T iRt o SR AN T A R 7 1
NEC FARIGFHAEXT > W, Cui Z[13]KH focal loss 1E AR BRECH AR T 1X— M@ thah, IRFEC
SMOTE) M KA 2 FH 50 o

g b, HRTHEA RIS 1) 2SR G AFRAS TR ) S AS B P TRk i R . (HIRY B AH
M2 N E RO R BERE 7S, AL A RE S RO AT SRR EATY A R, S5 BRI I R KRR AR 2 O BT R 1
BABIAE FE 3 — B IRANRZR

4. NBFXEIJBRBNIGKEL: REERE
4.1. ERE®

4.1.1. EHR ¥BREA g ST

S PR LT FERY S (BHR) B 1) B2 A MR I PR AL A1) E R R A . 55000 = R F B AS  TE IS
EHEEAE, IR BHR Sl A & 5 5 m ik, BRIV BT A JLARGEIC S, SEI6 =R I FE AR
AR . AR PSR RS . TBOE . BALARME N RS, WiEAK. MEIRORTN 3245 NEC #%
O RFBAEAD AR 3 M 3%, SR Z R B EUE, SRRV 8075 BEHR SERH AR RS HE DT
B, 5 MRS L . FRAEB R 4ERETURSE M. MBI R . ARvE L A S S A B e 2 A AR 15 DL
FOEIBITHRARTE, @A GG EEPE . It s CFE, Kot TSET RS
{10 5 463 1 A B30 8 FH 5 B R AT v A s, TR a5 R 5 R sz ISk, 1. A SR =
SERERZ O WA I T R EAR AR, IR B TR T, U SR S I PR R SRR B I A R R, DAY
S TR B 5 B Rl SRT, ORI Ut P R S K B B o B S R B A B A,
LSt 5T A E S Y A B 3 e T SRR S AT TR B, AR A [ P 56 I A 1] BT RE M e AR
o

4.1.2. SERBURRAVAIEMRS

FESEI BRI R T, NECRIEHERRIR, TR R RE, ZORFARFGL ALY H % e 3h 25 7
AL, TR RO A R e R R S s AR R . — 7, IR e . AR
BHEIEAAEFN . F % AR IR 2, ToESEI . B[R P L, SEUA N e T UL
HRiG, ML PE NEC IR fE TR S & 1 0, TR HERUH & S ARIBIE. 55— J71i, BLANL
TS IR 2 i S R U S, T ] I R s B SR e s B, SR LAl I R A
e A s 52, Toik S BB S BT B AT . X NICU M5, Al 74 BRI IT 2
BHBONE T SCEESCIPRAE SR I, A HERR 5 45 RHEIL, AR i R A BORXERE o
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4.2. TERE@

4.2.1. AMZERIAFGT

FENNAE HARTT 1, A NEC FARFGAEFMG A 204 « AT Hn b, O AR KR 45 51
BT LA, B = e B DR AR A « R IEALE 0 SR AIB A A AR5, AT ARRRIEZE . X T NEC iX 26
e T A L, IR B4 N AN TR B R T &5 3R, B8 75 B I A A 28 ) i T R AR AR A% O 3
R AT R AL ACEA . IERKE TN B b, DAULS S IRIRA LR G R . kB
AE, XA IE R EE AR AE MBI RN AT TH %0 5

AR N % BE(Explainable AL XADFIGI AL T #1775 . SHAP (SHapley Additive exPla-
nation) & H §i M F )2 B R ARR ) 70:2 —[20]. FHAZ O BARIR T A B8, dad v S A ANRRAE X 7l
MEERITTHR, = SR B AEBR P ) B AT R MY . /£ NEC FARIBAETIN 1,
SHAP F3 B AT iR H 6 AR DRSS M e K R BTN Rl -, AR B AR SR At “ At 47 I R —— Ui
FRORFA LR E TR, B2 AR AT [F) I 7 21012 0 A At i1t O B DR 3= (l “ CRP T H T 50%” 81 “
X 2R SR R BRAE ), TS WA R AR 75 S B o IXFE BRI Bh T 57
IGARXT AT TRMEAE, HONBR R gt R BRI, B — DR,

4.2.2. BERES SRS

NICU 5355 O KR A, AT RT3 189 P o002k 2 00 T A R e AR 125 2 R\ 4 48, R
7oA K BRI B M (B F00 75 AR B S BR AR TR TT L), B N AT BRI RGE A4 “ it , L
TR 200 FEIR AL B A5 W R, X RTTHISS T RGMIGARINE . RN, AL 53 )2 U 5 8 e B pL i,
REh A ) LS bRm I S A AT 22 AL R 8, M DUIX 2y — i M bR 5 B 1 B AL TS
AR T, BB IRITCBCEAR S . HEAh, IGIRER Z ARG I TR AL B R, K AN R S5 4 R
(o S PR S R A AR e, SR BREETE, 551 RIS Bk B R K .

43. EHEER

4.3.1. REMEREISIES MLOps R RER

I KRB 73 A0 1297 SRR RHE B[R] M. ST RR KRR AZhE LN, 551 KIE
MVEREEERS, THLA &M R HA . AR RYERE AR, R A It B8 T e DX 2 I 7%
LSV BT I . X E SR E L A 1AL ) MLOps (Machine Learning Operations) & &, i 55 fF 4
. BV S BRI IR . T NEC FRINBEAY, SR VEREFRAR(URIE . REmE. AUC. 2
T ) B U 7 2% B BB AN TRV B, — LR H A e ] B fd A i PR o

4.3.2. RFERBPEES

PR Z g rfle s ANEAR B BB 708, SRZAMBIGAIE, RS HE T 2 ot i PR SEEUE O R
BeLACHL], A RRA B2 A RE 7038 55, XMELLEECA R BT 2 7 5 5 BULNRIE. 55—TJ7
17, AT AR NEC LRI AR FIR S, S Bea 8. Shiiie. A0, /e AT g
X LRI bR EAR AR, BERLEARE S —brdfE . EPTEE . ERCRZI, 5 HIUE AR GEAS
FEE  ERCHE T RS R R RIS, BEAYHIE A [T BN 5 RIS 2k P AR 5T 20 18 e PRS2 FH mh A LA T SR o
TEEC ) TG M R B A W A, S BRI B AE IR RRAS, & IR RIS T Bl S K R K o

4.3.3. ZEEFEAEHERHE
AL BIS TSR A I PR B AT A TR A 2 MBS, URTEEELE N, (4 T T, Eyridsk
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AN 1 2 45 i U Al DL B T T AL Bh PRSI 5t 158, BB BN 45 R OO IR ARG B sk Sk s, AR
TRy, HABMMIRA. R, FHPARNHER. SEFAR. BILARBUGEETA S
I, JCEMIRA SR AR, MELLAE TUERE, XA I BABEEGRRE « Ihm R i & r) e, B9 A B R
SRR IBHEE BRI AR SUEIL S . R, RIS S AREER Y KRB E LA ER
JrEUE, BRRAE. BB M. SEEMTR S IARHE M A G —, FAERIREEE . FRAARBUEEIR .
UEAk, AT IR A L B AL T B R R ABRAE L RN 5 R R, BT . it 124k,
ERAERERZS R, WAMARERIE. 2. AR RH B ORI, ORI 7
IR I PR HE)

5. #2385 S NEC TP BIER Fokik
51. “FARIEMA” FEHEUESTHRESE

XF NEC 2411 MESE— P ARIRALIGIR, SRS MO RS 2E 1) EXAIWT S 230 RR . 40 FRIEAL
B 7 FLCURAE), (HIZAERAAE — 0 o LU L, B o fUH BN AL R W 1 St ARG,
B T TR ARXHRAE I TR I BER . CRP & PCT Jhvd ML /MRISADAE, HAs R
5B ZEREOR, S BRSO A7 E o I PR B2 AR A O SR N MR T TR TR ARk = 2 W AR HE”,
MFARER . FFAPE L LA BETARE “BAR” , RO R Z AR DL R AL FE[24] . Bribz
Gb, BREENE R AR A RARAY, ANFERITN R — B “BMAFAR” AW g —2, [[-—BEIm
FEAN RIS (8] s AR AU W TR T RETRAS o LUK EWARZE M SRR, A Lo 2 3] “ IR R SRR, ik
) CRAEIRERT , HTUNIL S R R A AR .

5.2. R L&

TEEEAR NICU Bt ABEH, NEC SR RIFERIL 1%~3%, FAREHEFEAR WAL 0.5%, BRI
1) o 9 A AR AR o A SR AT R B 3 A 2 51 AR I il [ B AR R R 2R AL, S ST RRE S T
BRI, A FEEARN S FARE LI R BUE . BHETIIME 22 8, AERZKG. REX
— AP B R T R L 5, (B R O O A R s . B BT COX R BT IR . Cui
%KM Focal Loss fE RS, @l FRAK S 0 BFEARBCE . RETHED LA, HREM TI0A
S AP RE I ST REMA o SR, AERIRIE [ i = ATh A 12 AU Y E R 1 —— H A 48K 2 B AU AE
B BE BIGAE, HAEANFE NICU AR iz AL BE ) AR 6
5.3. BRFERERA HNISRAE SEs

NEC JRlE AL & — DA, PRV @RS AIE. . F R, SRR S FR PR
ENASIS PR . SR, IEPREE . 500 3k 25 Al RAAR S A0 A 35 eh G PR 2= AR AR o 135 8 A R G5 229, s
I R AT R, AR D o X CORFE SE ARG (KR, AR O I AN A

Cui 55 R A BB 73X — AR, 24 LA 1 R AGRAFEIRIBRIN, 35 ANRFAE P 2508k 2 2 1500 72.01%;
K F 3 RIAIRGRT, SRR 62.01%. JROERIC I, %0 AR T A7 E S S A e g, 5
BURFE LA—1 JERD, B SRARRAE DAZH Py BB RN o FL AT B3 70 7 325 P R 5 N A iy —— 350 T 70 2 (A s A
FEE, AT FH AR RIS R o] ARk R i 2 P BUE R YIRS 1A Tl SR B R AR vk
76 Hofh B2 2R AU AR 22, Nl & I TR ZEIRALA 9 GRU-D [25]. 3ET Neural ODE [F3E4E B IR AR 26],
DA 8 i 0 3R G R L [ B A A B L R R A S TS FE ) Transformer 28 44[27], {HIX
6753 M ATE NEC F- AT AR 15 2 7850 B
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6. /&5

AL RGMEL T HLES 5 214 NEC FARIRAL TN SU I 7U it e SR AL IR e . HLER2% I fE NEC TR
FRACTI itk AR B2k e . DA BT TR I, Hlds 2 IR R A BB S IR S 8. ARRHEAI 7
K, HAMAAE QAP B ML TR GUTANITE /1. PRI, U8R AT\ “BE SRR 18] “ IR
Fete” s F R B

2R A% O AR Bl o S AR A AN T T [ 7], 4K 2 HOE T L /NREAS 1 [ 2
M, EEAAEREARIONAT B FARIRZE E BN I Py Rt A U Sk o S R Bk 22 ks, =
ZHOANEIRIE, FTARREVEAN R S EURIREAE AR, R, BB EHIE N EHR REUERCAE . AP
IR AN TE 3 BRI 57 R IBAEIE AR R R O SRR A BT 5 72 MR 58 i PR B AR A L8827 >J 7E NEC
FARIGAETI 00 5 AL A A A B R TR, AR AR A, BB AR R AL R
PG ARIE AN R ATHE 22, G HAEA BRI o D A A O B0 R L RS HE R I . ARE TE AR IE I 22
SL e R R 2 OB . HEBERTIE PR IR RIGAE, 7T DLANWTR T B, T 9 NEC iU LAY
WiJE Je A7 SR LB 7 .

SE
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