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Artificial intelligence in a prediction model for
postendoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography
pancreatitis
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AR B0 1T PEIH 38 4 % 3 52 (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography; ERCP)
X, IR B OZKE X OBEOT-OIZ AT TW A RETH S, LirL, ERCP
WZIEBPHED Y X 7 3 ERCP BRIER 3 b M E TR & > T\ D (FEAER 3-
10%, ZETR 0.7%) . ZAvE Ttk - BERIEETE - B ER 2 E2 KR ) X 7 K1 H®iE
ENTWVDL DD, ERKOBFITEBERFZRKICE LTV D 7ORE BT HE
HZUHENH ST, WERDOAIT Y TV AT AZOWTIE, 1T EAENERDORG
WCHBEY ., ERTMOIERELRBEBES TIERMEL T o7z, BERENDO Y X
7 EMET S L X, MU R THAESSEETHZT TR, BRONTERER
DOEERTCHEGT D, T CHEFIETIERDPHTEHINTVNS AL HifzHwy
TERCP BRIV A7 OTFHMETNVEHMEL, TOAMMEEZRET L2 E2HME L
7=,
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2018 4 1 A 7205 2020 4F 12 A £ TIZ, HEER L Ok 3 Z iaile T ERCP & 3% 1 72
20 i PA B0 B 2% T RIS HET L 7c, + ZHRIBFILEBUALE# - Billroth-1 15 % R < H
BTR - =2 b= a AR RAERTNCER &2 FIE L TV EBNIIERS L 72, ERCP
BIFERDOBWIISET T b T U A BHEICESWTHEE Lz, BB Y A7 RN+%2 5T &
INTBEM - FEMOAF 40 AFZ2INE L, PR 2T, S HIZT & 4
TV ART AU XA RFmodel) E L ER T AT 4 v 7 [BF 53 H1 (LR model) % F W
T ERCP BRIERFIETHET VEME LT, T F LT 4 VA MIEWMTFE FiEDO—
T, ZHORERCHMALEDETEHETLI T T AVERT LAY XLATHD,
Fr &8 RZ D Cik. RF model | wrapper method %, LR model (& forward stepwise
selection method & F\ 72, MBE =2 — ML 3 40HI A ZMFE T Training & Validation %
TW, FIXELAFEaIAR—FT Test L7z, EHIZ RFmodel DU A7 AT b
low- *+ medium- « high-risk #£Z filif L, & # D ERCP ZEXRBIER L K L7z, €T L
D F5 X area under the receiver operating characteristic curve (AUROC) TaEAfh L 72,
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YPiadk— bk (n=615), b3 X &M A — b (n=554) IZ 2\ THE L 7= (Figure 1),
P CITEEREZ LI COZERRBICH T OMENEEI N THY, I FRR&W
e Tl 70%LL E 3 #5 A & common disease 3% < O CTWiz, — ., g D
ERCP &IERFIERICA B R ZITRO LN o7 C4FBE 10.2%, - 3 X FE&HBE 9.6%)
(Table 1), %Pt = — FDOHEEEMTHRER TIX. ERCP %IERFEIZ IV TN RAAE -
JREFEEFTOEEG - EETA FUA Y —EOHE ERERBI DL NVERICH > 72
(Table 2), RF model @ %#/# & % Training set ® AUROC % fx Kfb9 % X 912 21 [N+
IR X FL72 23, out-of-bag classification error DI H RO N 72720 FEEHIKRELEZ L
N, 22T 7 —FBRHE LKW 10 K F TORMEZ SRR L ULIET V7 I HE,



My 7 V7 F =8, MR, Mo, ISR A, MARRK>30 4, BEER, BEE T
A4 RUA ¥ —%,IDUS, %) (Figure 2,3), LR model CTIXH 2 EfifEHr T P<0.10 O
ST MDD EBHIZ 4 DORMELEN L (HiEwE, & 74 KU A Y —k, EST,
EPBD) (Table 3), Validation * Test & % (2. RF model /% LR model & ¥ A &K E 2N &
Mo 7= (CF¥) AUROC 0.821 vs. 0.660; AUROC 0.770 vs. 0.663, P=0.002) (Figure 4), RF
model 72H RSN/ A7 237 # vy, ERCP &R I RIS U7z @il s vl
HE T & - 7= (Validation: low-risk 0.0%, medium-risk 4.5%, high-risk 28.9%; Test: 2.9%,
10.0%, 23.9%), Test set TlX., % risk BEICHMETFM 72 H B 2= % B O 7= (low-risk vs.
medium-risk: P=0.011; medium-risk vs. high-risk: P=0.007) (Figure 5) ,
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AWFFETIE, B EE 7 LAY X 5% W T ERCP &IER Y 27 TRIE T /L & 4
L. 30 BIZERFER X OFMBHFEIC 3\ C RF model /% LR model X 0 #i17= T
MREAZ /R LTz, £72HEEF % low-risk * medium-risk * high-risk BEIZ/03HT 5 2 & 23 Al HE
Th oz, BERFIEITIT, EEREFAEMEICBEEL TH Y EREREFOBEREMEE
THMTEL7 0T Y XL00E L TWEAEEMNH DH, F7- out-of-bag classification
error ZH/MET D LD ICRHMELZRIR L Z EREEO S WET VEEICER L
B2 D, RFgEIE, BEEROER MR THMMIEN SN TWVWD Z &I2H
b5, BEMEBOV AT PR 5 LI2X > T, high-risk #FEICK L Tid, BEE
AT v DEHER NSAIDs A7 & O T RRVALE 2 BBAYICHE L, EERSE=4Y
YL ETHRO BRI ASLEEAT ISR TSH I ENTE 5, —F Tlow-risk
BT, RHAEFHERASCY ANEYV T —va Vv ERFTL, AERARBIMAZR ST 2 &
PHREL 725, ERCP JEFNZEIZARLBHEEFRLTFHPETENR TV OO, Tt
DY AT UTIBRE T8 28T 5 2 L BN EBMEERICLTETH S, Limitation &
LT, AMFHIIIRAEENRRITONTEY, TRXTOREFLZHRICLIE LD TIER
Vo FLTULLTH VA MUSMTOEE S OWBFEE T LV IY ZLBHFELTED
BMEtORMP B D, 5%, ZHEHL S LICEMZRET L L TR EMtERET
NMERENREND, FERFIZOEMTFEETT VO LZEFEST 22 & T, BWIR
DNRT =3 A KT HEIICFHTRETHD LERD,
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AR 8 = W2 @ O ERCP IRV A7 PRIET VEHBE L, ZOET L
TV A7 oI ICBW T AR TH- 7=, HROY X7 ZIEMICHET 5 2 & Tk
U725 ORI L OEREFE OB s 0 sh 5,





