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Abstract

Sepsis is a common and critical condition in ICUs, and early identification and prognosis prediction
are essential for reducing mortality rates. This study aims to develop a sepsis prognosis prediction
model using multimodal data fusion techniques, integrating static baseline data, time-series labor-
atory data, and electronic health record (EHR) text data to improve prediction accuracy and robust-
ness. The model training process employed a combination of cross-validation and grid search for
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hyperparameter optimization, and L2 regularization along with Dropout techniques was introduced
to prevent overfitting. Additionally, to address the class imbalance issue in the dataset, the Focal
Loss function was applied to enhance the model’s ability to identify minority class samples. The re-
sults demonstrate that the multimodal fusion-based model outperformed in key metrics such as
accuracy, specificity, F1 score, and AUROC, particularly exhibiting high robustness and generalization
capabilities when handling complex medical data. This study validates the effectiveness of the mul-
timodal data fusion framework in sepsis prognosis prediction and provides strong support for po-
tential clinical applications.
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1. 51§

WREFAE S R 5 R A GV RE RN ZEAAE, W SR TS, HWERR, £HEERY
9 75 (Intensive care unit, ICU) &35 1) 32 EHOEJFE K 2 —[1]. FREEAE -5 B R BIRRS HE 705 PRA% T ok 18
UG REAEERN, AW, HTHREEERESEE S, WA RN, Ear TR
A TS PPl 77 AR A DA B R ER0E 00 450, DR T 2 S0 A A A A0 B I F 7 T A A — 7 11 =) PR
[2] [3]-

W& AR AR, ICU B TR T I FE b & ORI 2S5, ARG . L=
Tl 25 B . H-i [ (Electronic Health Record, EHR) %% . iX LUl A Bt 1 88 [ SGif A RS, i1l %
TR GBI R S, 2SRl G R BRI AN RRIR M B 34T 8O & 5 R i, AT B
AT IR 8 R R B Ak, BB US Pl I HERA AN M (4] CA Wt 7l I A TH R LI 2
FARE(CT) BUR 5 32108 RO R EAE , Dy SB35 B 7K R U BRAE AN [R] B B RS HE T [5] o 7E 53— TG T4
ARFE VAT T, A 2 A B (EEG) 35 FRAE 5 1) =SS rh 4R B T ARZRMEARAE, It ix S Hictis
BEAT TGS, RIS FE A SR R A AT 1 ot 45 R 2 RS HEE WS S 1 AR TR R
WPE[6]. MEAh, A FOR O E(ECG) S5O0 E 5 SHATRLG, $e T —Fiid F T UL Eidfs iR FE SR
FERRZEM 2%, FF 485G 1 IRFAETH PR (RFE) S0 DL RFAE TR] (R TU AR A, 25 SR 3R I 22 A3 AR AIE 1A R 5 A L o
BLSHE B 52T TR PERR 7] o X LU ST BRI R B T 2 BESEAR RS TR AT o B0 IR EEAE
&, BINMRTEW AN RENBE, (A5G TORIMERHERAS. Bk, EAMH, A THE SR
AT INECHE AN T IR E A OEARRIR, 456 2B G BRI AT IR B R I TS A, XMy
EAMY GE SR PR IR B 1 S A BRRAE, IERE NI R W SR IR AL SE RS I (1) S H o RS RA 7 AN REAE R
V) 3 B 55 07 )2 T3 41 B R BB 3 175 () sh A8 Ak, 3 mT DU Ik R i 2 ) S S IR R B R, R
ARLR P I A SRE VB R R B IR [8] o IX Bl & /7 VA RE IS FT i B — LS 2 I BE 22, A5 Bh T R 4
R 7E 22 AR T B OGBS 2, NI IR R A $ A B B AN VAL AORE B 1 PR 1R SR S

RSB I T 2SR A BRI, ME ICU PR EE B8 MBS EdE . s seR
ZEFRPR LA R R T 2B 10 B8 R AT UG T . SR 2 Al il 5 U7, A HLEs S SR 2 S Bk,
P — AN REMS S R 2 AR S EAR I TG PR AR . JBITIX — W90, AR REE IR R R AR T KR T

DOI: 10.12677/mo0s.2024.136583 6366 RS R


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2024.136583
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B

DKERE, Il RS BAR SR R R SRS TR, T e s B A A7 MR T RCR
2. Bk
2.1. BE&miE

AT I REAE R B MIMIC-IV =5 85E A HL 25 42 (Medical Information Mart for Intensive Care
IV, MIMIC-1V), X —NAFF 10 5 w0 W B0 i, B B T2 B (MIT) T LR 5\ T4 e sk
5625 (CSAIL) A U A 81 Lo B2 g7 vh 0 (BIDMC) IR 5 B A2 [9]. 84 FEEL 2 1 AL 2008 £ 2019 4
#£ BIDMC (1 ICU st R I PR AR R A, s 1800 2 B# BRI, MIMIC-IV i 48
BT EENZESETEYE, AR EE W EGRIE. LI EMMGE R AWEHER. BT TR
W ORI AL R MU AR . BRI S MR HE R R AR, R EE AT
W ¢ B WA 4 R B TUG T . 95155 b B LAt I PR AT 7T

AW FCHEIL T Horp 1) 1CU R EEE FR 3 AR S IR SR LR 15 2 Sl A AR A Iy S 38 = AR M S5 A e 1995 73 (EHR)
. FREASZMERSE, SR EFH WA DG AE B ER MRl Seie =g R
ME FFEhEE. RAEREYE), LA EHR FFd RS IR IR (A Z5id 5% . AEfiRiE. 2WiE
2.

AHIE FE 35 B R AS R 2R B 2 1 BB TR N R 5027 ISR I i A5 BB A RHAE, 8% BLF
SEWS S MRS BEARS S AR PERRRIR UL (AR IR« LR AE) . FEAHAE Ay PRAESE . X RO R S A AR
@ BRI 7 IS, A B T IR R B 5 S N AR PP AL 005 XU o 17 Zh A8 38 40 ¥ S5 == A 48 4,
ST BB B A FOR S AR S RE A S O B AR fh o X B R . AP B ThRE. IS Hr. B
fRIK . SERREM (N C REE AT 85 %. ARG KR, XIS R00H 2 E AL
b, BENRTE AL AR TT SRR AL SR SCRE . B M D A s B A e sk . 29T AR IR
FER SWHE S 2GS LA 1ICU SRR I R S0 7 o XSO St 7 B s . ERAE 2T R
FHAEST IR, W T MABERNAIT A SR, Reig iR B G ARIRES, TS PG AL

wEE.
2.2. WHRTRALIE

BBV R MR BRAE . W BRI P B R 0 TR IAEL, AT FURR AR A B 2R AR AN
[l A PSR ME [ 1] ASHIE TEMIER 1 8RR AHRAE 20000 BT ZEH, XA F/INT 20080, FEXTER
BEATERRAEIHTE . RAINBUATEIRIATE 0 R4 R, DUREF I A (A — Btk X g s, A
PESFEAMNEAL TR, W IR AR G RAEAS AR B . BT i fl, IR T 3o W A 7 kAT AL 22,
I IR 8 B =, AR R I ZRd R b i o o X 1 P 0dls AT e AR s 2l 73 A
FEPE, SRV T Govt o0 O pET7 i AT T AL 2, A DR B O RS SE PR A AT (5 L

N EEAFRENZ B ZER, AP ELMAZRRAT 70— S b2, BRiAms, o T
HA W RN AR AR, KA Min-Max H—40 7%, R R4E B8 € X R ([0, 11); X+ Jc Bl i
A&, A Z-score FriEdL, MEHIOMEN 0, FrEZIN 1o IXARMSORT DA DR 2R AE AR R )1 25 b 1) /) 55
B, WERREA SRR 2. AT 78R AR R AR R, i 1 .

N T R AT R RZACRE ST, AW FON SR A 2 o K O R ATE SRS AL AT 1 k. B e, MRHE
B 22 SCHRANIG PR S RFAEEAT D e, DR B S5 IREIE A S AR IS AE . B, R EE RS
MR AREEE, B PSR PR G5 R TR, B0 F00TC B 2w B TUARRFE, PN IE PP
RIS RN 2 FroR,  AHIETOR PR ERS BIR S5 RBEATINEL, BT AR 5 R B i AT 25 ML
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Figure 1. Data preprocessing flowchart

1. BRI RIZE

BEREHITRELR BRHERERRE
gender 1 gender -
spo2_max Spo2_max -
hemoglobin_min  F— hemoglobin_min —
sodium_min SR sodium_min -
dbp_mean J dbp_mean -
sbp_max — sbp_max =
wbe_min  —— wbc_min [
chloride_min  — chloride_min ——
age_mean ’ age_mean —
creatinine_min  —— creatinine_min O
dbp_max — dbp_max =
sbp_min T sbp_min ——]
bicarbonate_max T bicarbonate_max —
dbp_min F— dbp_min —
hematocrit_min — hematocrit_min —
positive_culture  Tm— positive_culture =
spo2_min T spo2_min —
wbe_max TE— wbc_max =
chloride_max T— chloride_max —
bicarbonate_min  EE—— bicarbonate_min —
aniongap_max ’ aniongap_max )
metastatic_solid_tumor_max T metastatic_solid_tumor_max —
cul_anti_period ’ cul_anti_period —
sofa_score M— sofa_score ]
creatinine_max ] creatinine_max =
hematocrit max T——— hematocrit_max ——
bun_max ] bun_max _——
bun_min ] bun_min S—
resp_rate_max  (— resp_rate_max —_—
aniongap_min ] aniongap_min S
spo2_mean ] spo2_mean —
vent_status m—" vent_status S
specimen_count ’ specimen_count S
sodium_max  TE— sodium_max -
heart_rate_max T————— heart_rate_max S
sus_anti_period y sus_anti_period ——
temperature_max T————) temperature_max —
hemoglobin_max  S— hemoglobin_max —
sbp_mean ’ sbp_mean e
charlson_score_max T charlson_score_max —
inr_max  E—— inr_max S
antibiotic_num ] antibiotic_num ———
sapsii_prob_max y sapsii_prob_max
los_icu y los_icu )
los_hospital y los_hospital —
urine y urine
sapsii ] sapsii
0 002 004 006 0.08 01 012 -03 -02 -01 0 01 02 03 04

Figure 2. Feature evaluation by the mutual information and the correlation coefficient

2. BIEREEHEXRECEHITIHETRS

Xof T B A IS T ARG s PR B4 (A A i PR AN 526 S R BRI BN A8 4K), A 78 R A IS T8) 2 s K 7
AT ER . BRI R PP 550 S 22 A e K B A B (U BN B R/ NR 24 /i), SRR T 11 46
THRAE(n SRS . /MBS ¥9ME. brfEZ), RN RE P& HE R XTI (a7 708, A R
ARUABARTM R E AR, RN CRIER 7 83E OB E B AR R . A TR SOREERE S A v AL AT a3 4%
X, AWK T HT BERT RIFIIZEE S 15 Clinical BERT X HL 79 [ SCAS #3147 4L #H[10] . ClinicalBERT
LB U, BRSSO T I R ZRE B R, IEIN JRIR SOARBEAT 1A RN A, 12 AR R
T HAWGRIE R AR &, SRR A R B T SCAR IR R SRR OR JR AN R 2R R AR FE 1 X
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fHE, REMSIE 2 BSR AR PE N R L N, 9 I U PP A AR 55 5 = B R SCARRALE
23 HERSHHEHNME

FEZ R E IR, SO0 S M A AL T P Bt 8 T AN R B AR, R B I E 2 R & A
BATE RS . AVTCRA T R RS SRS, BIERMEZ000 A RIS I BR AT R e . RS, &
ATTEr S0k S 6 5 A HEL 0 o A S AT AR ST R R SR I, i Ao 3K 8 B B30 R AR A R A 22 8] o R AT
PHE, DAL RS IR TR, 0 HREAT RIS TR NS IR [ R [11] o XM AR 7]
AMUBER (R ARSI RGBS, I REAE 5 LI R T R R e RV BRI A, AT S B RAE
WAAESS P IR L. IR SRS IR DL 3578 T BE 5 78 0 AU AS R BRI A5 ROCR AT AME, AT 52T 3
JE VP A AB IR PR HE T M R A

24, B TR

TE LA HARR A FE UG, AT TURE A T HLES 2% ST RITR 2 27 S H 45 4 10 753 R T B R R 3 ) T3
RV 5 8 B A FIRE R R A ZER, B A RS B R 7 22 AL g, 64
(KI5 31 53 A LAAE BRI e Bl AN SCA KR 1 S sh e TR P 2 21 D7 AR IS 5 A X 28 5T O
MOBE R, R A I B S 2 Bt A P IR P 22 S T e id T R HTH SR URIR 9% . R, AT SUAR Y
B R AT R 2, R R A FTHERIL S . RS RAR @ e R N 5] 3 Firs.
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Figure 3. Multimodal embedding vector generation and modeling

E 3. ZESHMAREERARNSEER

F T A I R BRI, XS BRIE O AR I e RIRRIE, QRS M. BRI A%, i
FHEERBCNT R, AFRAEH T 2 2 BEHL(Multilayer Perceptron, MLP)#E{T & 45 . MLP J2& — i i
LML, HEANEEREHMR, R8I EZ MR R BOR I M AN BRI R SR, RN BA B
TR RRAR, JEHE A A FEX RS RHE AR [12] 0 BRI X =[x, %, X, AR AE &y, Hdr, n ok

FHIEEE, MLP B9 T LA (L) (2) ()% .
h =f(W,X +b) 1)
h, = f (W,h, +b,) (2)
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y :Wshz + b2 (3)

H, W, W, W, A8 S ERIRCERRE, b, by, b NWED, fONIELMERIE KA. MLP @ HT
AL RETH R A5 5L, Rl R AR RR AR B R BB GE S 8. X TS R8s, MLP BEREA 2R
IURFIE ) ) 2RSS HoOR B, XREAETHSR BER T RS = 28, 1 LSRR P AE 55 o

HEABAREAE, 7R SCARREE B B R KA A RS RR I o I R (A S50 = s I £
) S TR A IR BN A AR, T SCARBE (U B ) L AR RS SORT R SO . v T
RO BLIX L R PR, AW TR 7 XA R A2 #2244 (Bi-Long Short-Term Memory, BiLSTM)
SRACFRI e Bl M SCA SR (18] LSTM 2 — Rl 9 #2245 (RNN) SR, & [ THI T b B 510 8t RERS
A R RAL S8 RNN FE ALK 77 41 I 56 FEE 9 S A P R AE Tr) . LSTM S midd 51 N T SN T TR
TR S SRS, AT PR B A ST N [ AU S . XUR] LSTM (BILSTM) W i — 5 58 5 1 5%t 741
A JG 3OS B R HEae 1. X T 45 @ IR PN, BILSTM Sty sE gl f2 a0 F R .

fo=o(W, [h1.x]+b) (4)

i, =0 (W [h.,.x]+b) 5)

0, =o (W, [h . x]+h,) (6)

¢ =f -cy+i-tanh(W,[h_, x]+b,) %)
h =o,-tanh(c,) 8)

o, fo. i PR o AR ST TR ], o R4IMUIRES, hZ2RIRA, o & Sigmoid 3 ik
#. £ BILSTM t, FAUEHE <9 RN BB J7 1 1) LSTM )=, 2 Al b B E 18 R BRI S el 231, e
BB AR A I BRSOk, TERIBE KRR, W7 RiR. IR0 85 REm A Jam 42 20 5 51 H 1)
U HHGNE , DA 1S SR ABE TR oF B 4R ) R A R

h[BiLSTM _ |:htfon/vard ’ htbackward :' (9)

BiLSTM 7EALFHIN [R5 22 R S KSR B 07 TR I, & A A PRLTTAE R S0 == il 1 3l
AT I PHSCAEE . 0 T 3ORKE, Jeilid ClinicalBERT AEMOCAHRA, FHIA LSTM %%
BEATI FPEEms, TSSO PRI R G R o BRI AN FSR R 5SSO B
FERLTENG, AR S TR, IEA RS TS ESE SRS, (AR IREAE TS T 5 n
R XA 2 BESE SRS AR T BRIz AL RE T, RERS Jullm PRSI L S8 IR EE 71 (B [14] -

BEAh,  BEdy Bl b AP i 1) R AR ) o A R LR B, JC R AR IR ERE TS TN e, B
ANAPEREAS (1 EEBIAEAE ™ R X PP AT 2 S BUSE RS 2RI G, RO AT 8 21 1% 2 £k
(AR MR AE AL T R ) REAT HERR T, 110 2 A B SR (B BRE LT J8 3 ) K IR A [15] . O T G2l
FRE T T r R AN i 1), AN SO S A X Btk B 51N T Focal Loss #i 2k iR Bt, PABGE AR
XD BERFEAR BRI BE /T - Focal Loss A& — Rl AST 1 Bita it iR 2k s B, I8 I Xk 7y SRR
SEORHORLEE, 4] 22 BERPEAT R R A5, TR SRR of D BR R A T [16]

Focal Loss f&Xf 22 SURR R M9 g, JEIL AR A2 OB HUR BB ST — DN TS 8y, sl S55) 7>
RFEASRIAE 7> RFEA MBI IR . H AT .

FL(p)=-a(l- pt)y log(p,) (10)
p R AFERTINM EGRE, B NUREARETIERR, p=p, &l p =1-p, pRABEAXIERT
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TR o RAFHFIRAFEIIBER T, AT FEIEREAR, BRikbET: y 2R3, &6
e Gy FEART R R MM o EAh, o FIT RO SEBIATT . 25 IERFEARR D, T DO IE SRR A B B B 1
WE o, BRI D BERREALERUR R BT AL E . Focal Loss 454 TIXI/NE R, AR/ T 28
IR T FAE M, R I 8 7 AR DR U

25 M/FFEIRBMEE

BRI AR, AR AR T 38 XRIE S M kg 2 AL A 107 s TS EUiL, DU IR 2 AL
PERERIFRE I o 27 JE 4% 8:2 I LL BLKE Bd AR 40 N R B A DAL , W R B R AE 0 A 5 I e — 3K,
MITTRERS A RO P ERE . A TIRLEESEL, T T 5 i XKERE, 456 MBI RIRRA RS RS,
BRI IS FEH AR HE4T 100 /> epoch FIIIES, @I A8 IR A R4 4E S0 IEEA &, HifRE—
B B AR AR B 7T AV ANEGAIE o @ IX 7, PTLAMEA B SHCE T 2 U0 g8, MBS m)
HSHA A, TR YIZSERIGIEEE PRI AT . SeAM AR IR, ARFFCRA T L2 N
5 Dropout A, L2 IEMIAIEEPES S o 450 5] NBCE 3200, I/ DA S A B, PRI i R,
1B kg4 . Dropout ZERFNMIZREAIERE, BENL “B3%” —HAMETT, DU AIRE E & o)
SEFEAH, DR EARE Y SRR 2 AL RE ) o IR SCIRAIE . AR 2R A OB AR ZE A N, A
TEACIE 2 A i SR B = AR P E AN Z ARG T, NBREEIE TS T B AL T mT S ) A AE L
2.6. RBNEE

BERSPEAl b, RSO T 2R PP Fabr ok A T A SR PR e B AL 1206 R TRINMAT 25 (P Re . A4
o, ASCIRELT HERIZR (Accuracy). 5P (Specificity) . UB I (Sensitivity). F1 43%. AUROC (Area Under the
ROC Curve){ N E EPh bR, #ERfG SR AR IERA T FH PRI BA Ve Sl e 1, AR QD) Fos.

Accuracy = TP +TN (11)
TP+TN + FP + FN

Forb, TPONEEHYE, TN ONEBAYE, FPOMEBHTE, FN OAEEATE.

N
TN +FP

R PSR AR AR TE A R0 e B AR AE IR LA, St RS X 43 SRR AR 1) e 0, THE A S n = (12) s
TP
TP+ FP

G L8 1A 0 9 IE B s b SEBs M IR LB, 15 A 2O (13) s

Specificity = (12)

Precision =

(13)

F1Score = 2x Prec_ls_lon x Recall (14)
Precision + Recall

TP

TP+FN

F1 7> $02 K % (Precision) 1 7 [ % (Recall, BUEE) (1A FI~F 3548, F T IR 7 A1 4504 1

AR, HE AR n=(14)5(15)Fi7r. AUROC &4 ROC 2k T IITHIFN, Fam sl X 4 [FH P A0 B

SEBIIRE ST, EEREEE 1, BB X A BE SRR . @R DL IX SR R AR, AHIEFCRES A THIVE AL S AR A TR

ICU MEEEREFE T KU T () R REZR I, 40 HAE IEFUREAS BRI RE S ARG DL, AT g e 28 A5 2
(R B AL 78 43 AR 5

Recall = (15)
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3. &R
3.1 BIEESTER

ASERS A HHRIE VeSS, ICU RERREMBIHUA S T 30,249 5], H A EFI(ICU MkEEEL T B H) A
7289 il , A7 ALY HE ™ F AR HICHE ST 487 i o SIS I 7 B a A R A R 8:2 I LB ) 23 g I R B AN 2
WEAHER TR PGS @S H A, TR TR R R AV RE VP« UIZREEFTIA AR (R AE 73 A
—5, WAR TR A S RZ A RE RO . I ZREEREA KN N, = 24199 , MREEREA B 5
N Ny = 6050 , FEAFE A ELFIRFF—2L.

3.2. RELFHER

B AIZRLREaNE] 4 P, O U IR BRI, ABTTORA T HERAA . 45t FIRL. F1
7780, Recall {ALL&% AUROC fibridt AT Al % 1 o T /EAEH] Focal Loss 451 5% B EUAT = OB REAZ AL o
B HERG Ay 0.9306, o HZ B AEBEAR ) AL S5 Th K (ORI, REWS B Rt TN IE DR AR . A5
fRF Iy 0.9374, SR 1R ARLAE UM IR BRAE A I 1) RAF R BRAUR FL 2345055 Recall {69 0.8688 55
0.9103, FHIHAFHIRETIZARS B AT IR, Focal Loss #i 2 BBUES 5 T EEMVEM, %4
RUE A AR R A AL N - B AUROC 1431 0.9724, RUZAEAILEX 43 IE G 28R EAT HAT
BORIIREST, RENSA BRI A . B ROC HIZkAnI&] 5 s, M ROC HhZkml LI i, BRAEARBRE T
MRIEBONESE, HZ T IER(AUCHEIL 1, BoRHias KX RES 1. AW FTILZ:H] TR PR L,
il 6 s, DARBIBRTERE.

Table 1. Changes in model performance before and after using the Focal Loss function
F2 1. 7E{£F Focal Loss 5k &R AT R HIIRBL M RETT 1L

PERE fii il Focal Loss &if {# i Focal Loss J&
e 2% 0.8736 0.9306
R 0.7912 0.9374

F1{H 0.6428 0.8688

Recall {& 0.5917 0.9103
AUROC 1§ 0.8029 0.9724

Learning Rate Schedule

0.0010

0.0008 1

0.0006 1

Learning Rate

0.0004 1

0.0002 1

0.0000
0 20 40 60 80

Epoch

Figure 4. Graph of the learning rate of the model
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Figure 5. Curve of AUROC for model
5. #& AUROC

Precision-Recall Curve
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o
o
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o
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