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Evyaprotieg
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Evdyyeho Kprtowtdxn, yio tnv dpiom emkovovia, tnv eEapeTiky cuvepyoasio Kot Tic
TOADTIEG GLUUPOVAEG TOV KOO’ OAN TN S1dpKELD EKTOVNONG TNG OITAMUATIKNG OV
gpyaciag. Oa NBeda emmTAEOV Vo EDYOPICTNC® Kot TaL LITOAOITA LEAN TG Emitponnc, tnv
avamAnpaTplo kadnyntpa kupio Evayyeiio Zapddn Kot TV EXIGTHIOVIKT GUVEPYATION
xupio Mopia Kdodayin yia ta yproipe oyoAlo Toug Kot 1 GUUBOAN Tovg 6TV
olokApwon ¢ epyacioc. TELog, Eva Leydlo EVXOPICTM GTNV OIKOYEVELN KOL TOVG

@1Aovg Lov Tov gival mavtote dimia pov kot pe otnpilouv.
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KEDAAAIO 1
EIZATQI'H

1.1 OewpnTiKé Thaiclo

H ovveyduevn e£EMEN TG 1ATPIKNG Kot | TOAVTAOKOTNTO TV XELPOLPYIKDOV
enepPaoemv £xovv 0dnynoet ot ypnon Tov Movadwv Evtatikie Ogpamneiag (ICU) mg
£€va, BaoikO HEGO PETEYYEIPNTIKNG PPOVTIONS TV aceVAV, e GTOYO TN Helwon TV
LETEYXEPNTIKOV EMMAOK®V Kot Tov xpdvov voonieiag (Ghaffar, Pearse and Gillies,
2017). Iap’ 6Aa avtd, 1 eloaymyn og ICU dev evdsikvuton yio kabe acbev kot Guyva
€YKVOVEL KvOOVOLS Kol EVOEYETOL OPIGUEVES POPEG VAL ival TEPIGGATEPO PAOTTIKY| TP
oeéaun (Niederman and Berger, 2010; Ghaffar, Pearse and Gillies, 2017). I'ia. o Adyo
avTo , KMVIKG LovTéLa TPOPAEYTS KOl oKOp GoPapdtntag TS vOcov yivovtal OAo Kot
TEPLOGOTEPO JAOESOUEVE GTNV KAMVIKN TTpdEN. Ta mpoPAentikd ovtd poviéda
YPNOLOTOLOVV OTOUIKA dedopéva, OTmg N NAKia, TO 1TPIKO 16TOPIKO Kot O18POPES
KAVIKEG Ko PLoynpikés LETPNOELS Y1 VO, VTOAOYIGOVV TOV EATOHKEVUEVO KivOuvo
EKOMMAMONG HoG CLYKEKPLUEVNS EkPaong vyeiag. O exTindpeVog kivouvog, OnAadn n
mhavotta vo copPet 1 ocvykekpévn EKBacn evioc opiopEVOL YPOVIKOD OOGTHHOTOG,
umopet va ypnotpomomBet wg pétpo yio t cofapdtnra TG vOGOoL ,mG KPLTNPLo Yo T
Mym aropdcenv Bepameiog kot dlayeipiong TV acevdv aAAd Kot Yo TV EVUEPOON

TOV 0oOEVOV TOV 0IKOYEVEIDY TOVG Yia Tig Tavég ekPaoeilg (Damen et al., 2022).

[ToAAEG KMpokeg extipumong kvdvuvou (khipokeg kat Babpoloyieg Papdnrag) Exovv
npotafel ya tn ypryopm kot akpiPn tavtonoinon tov Papéng tacydviov acdevav —
HEPIKA amd To o YVmotd cvothpoto teptlappdvouy ta Acute Physiology and Chronic
Health Disease Classification System (APACHE) I-1V, Sequential Organ Failure
Assessment (SOFA), Simplified Acute Physiology Score (SAPS) I-111, Mortality
Prediction Model (MPM) kot Multiple Organ Dysfunction Syndrome (MODS) (Keuning
et al., 2020). Ta TpoyvmGTIKA QVTA LOVTELD XPTGLLOTOLOVV KAVIKEG TOPUTNPNCELS KO
EPYOOTNPLOKEG LETPNOELS KOTA TIC TpdTEG 24 Mpeg voonieiog ot ME® yia va
TpoPAEYOLY TNV EVOOVOGOKOUELNKT BVNGIUOTNTA KOt TO OTOTEAEGLO TOVG Eivor o
EKTILOUEVT] TOOVOTNTO TOL BavATov £vidg Tov vosokopeiov, 1) omoia Bempeitor o¢ pia

extipnon g coPapodtntog g vosov. Qotdco, auti 1 TANOdpa LoVTEL®V £XEL



OMUOVPYNGEL SVOKOAIEG GTOVE KAMVIKOVG, KaO®DG ONUIOVPYEL TO EPMOTNLLA Y10 TO OO0 Eivat

TO 710 KATAAANLO poviédo va. ypnoomomaoovy ke popa (Debray et al., 2019).

H a&iohdynon g TpoPAETTIKNG IKOVOTNTOG TOL LOVTEAOL OTa 1010, 0ESOUEVE, OO TOL
omoia aVTO KATOoKEVAGTNKE Bol 00N YNoEL Gg pia TOAD aust0d0EN extipunon, Ady® g
VIEPTPOSAPUOYHS TOV poviédov (overfitting) ko g xpiong alyopibumv emhoyng
petapAnTdv, Waitepa Otav ivorl Ayeg ol eKBAGEIS GLYKPLTIKE LE TOV aplOpud TV
petafAntov poPreyns. ['a avtd to Adyo, ot HeAETES TOL AVATTOGGOLV VEX TPOPAETTIKA
povtéda Ba pémetl vo cuUTEPIAAUPAVOVY KATOL0 LOPPT) EGMOTEPIKNG EMKOPOCNG
(internal validation) tov povtélov kat va kévovv d10pbmon yia overfitting. H ecwtepikn
eMKLPOON TepAapPavel pdvo to apykod detypo Kot pepikés LéBodot epapproyng e eiva
0 dtoywplopog Tov detypartog (Split sample), n yprion eravoinmrikodv detypdtmv bootstrap
Ko 1 dtemkvpwon (cross-validation) (Moons et al., 2015).

Metd v avantuén evog pLovtélov, Tpoteivetal 1) ekTiumon g enidooNg Tov o€
SLPOPETIKA dESOUEVO OO AVTA TOV YPNCLULOTOMONKAY apyiKd. ZvvNnBwg To LOVTELD
delyvouv va £xovv KOADTEPESG EMOOGELS GTA OPYLKA OEGOLEVO TTOL YPNGLLOTOONKAY Y10t
™V avantuén Tov cvykprtika pe ta véa dedopéva(Ramspek et al., 2021). Tt avtd éyxel
TOMMN peydin onuacio vo yiveton eEwtepikn emkvpowon(external validation) tov
LOVTEA®V G€ VEQ GUVOLA SEO0UEVDV 0 TapePPePElG VEOUS TANBVGLOVG, GE dLOPOPETIKA
VOGOKOUELD, SOPOPETIKEG YDPES N KOO KOl GE OLPOPETIKOVS TOTOVG AGHEVDV, MOTE
VO EKTYLATOL OV 1] OVOTTOPOY OYIHOTI T KO T SUVATOTNTO, YEVIKEVGTG TOVG EIVOIL EPIKTN
(Collins et al., 2015; Debray et al., 2019). Ovcuuotikd oty emtepikn| a&loldynon
extipdron n mbavotnto EkPaong yio KaOe vEo acBevi PNCLOTOIDVTOS TO OPYLKO
HOVTEAO KOl Ol EKTIUNGELS OVTES GLYKPIVOVTOL E TIC TOpaTnpNONKES TIHES. ZE
TEPUITAOGELS LLEYAANG ACLUPMVING LITAPYEL | OLVATOTNTA TO LOVTEAO VO ovove®BOel 1 va
TPOocapUooTel pe Péor TO VEO GUVOAO JESOUEVMV, Y10, TOPAOELY O LLE TN YP1ION
avopadpovounong (recalibration) 1 pe v tpocdnkn vémv petafAntov tpopfreync
(Moons et al., 2015).

Ta povtéla Aowmdv ota omoio yivetal E®TEPIKT EMKVPMOT EPapUOlovTol G VEL
opnado 0cOEVAV TV 0ToiMV TO 0EO0UEVE OEV YPTCLLOTOMONKAY Y10l VO KOTAGKEVAOTEL TO
HOVTELD, GUVIHOMS YPNCLOTOLOVTAS TIG 1016¢ HeTaPfAnTég TPOPAEYNS Kot TV 1O
petapintn ékPaong(Collins et al., 2015). H enidoon tovg énetta a&loloyeitat

GLYKPIVOVTOG To TPOPAETOUEVO KOl TOL TAPOTPOVUEVO OTOTEAEGLATO, GE OAOVG TOVG



acBeveic kol vmoloyilovtag pétpa mpoPrentikng akpifetac, Tov eEeTalovy T SL0KPITIKNY

wovotnta (discrimination) kot ™ Babpovounon (calibration) (Debray et al., 2019).

1.2 SAPS II
To Simplified Acute Physiology Score (SAPS),t0 onoio avamtiydnke TpdTn @opd Kot

emkvpodnke 1o 1984 otn F'odAia, ypnowonolovoe 13 otabuicpéveg LGLOAOYIKEG
petafAntég Kot v nAkia yio vo EKTIUNGEL Tov Kivouvo Bavatov tov evnAikov acfevov
nov PBpickovrav e povadeg eviatikng Oepaneiog. O VTOAOYIGUAOS TOL YVOTOV UE TIC
YEPOTEPES TIUEG TV HETAPANTOV TIC TPAOTES 24 MPEG ATO TNV EGOYWYT TOV 0GOEVDV
otic ME® kot dev giye oyediootel yio atopkn tpodyvoon (Vincent, 2009). To 1993
avantoyOnke 1o SAPS Il péocw avédrvong LoyopBiotikng TaAvopounong yio va
emieyBovv kot va otabuictodv ot petafintés. To SAPS Il arotereiton amd 17
petafAntés: 12 petafAntég oyeTIKES [UE TIC OPYAVIKES OAOIKOGIEG TOV aeBevn (KOpIaKOg
TOALOG, GUGTOALKY] APTNPLOKY| TTiEST, OEpokpacio cOUATOC, aePILOUEVT 1] GLVENNG
TVELHOVIKT OPTNPLOKT TEST), TOPAY®YN 00pmV, ETineda ovpiag opov, aplBpdg AevKOV
apoceapiev, KaAo opov, eninedo vatpiov 6Tov 0po, EMINESO NTTAVOPUKIK®Y 0pOv,
eminedo yorepvOpivng, Khipoko kdpotog FAackdpng ), tnv nAkio tov acbevi, o £160¢
gloaywyns otic ME® (mpoypaplloTiGEVT YEPOVPYIKT, ATPOYPOUUATIGTN XEPOVPYIKN 1
0TPIKN) KOt TPELG LETAPANTEG OXETILOUEVES LLE TNV VTOKEILEVT] VOGO (GUVOPOLLO
EMIKTNTNG OLVOCOUVETAPKELOS, LETAGTATIKOG KOPKIVOG KOl 0LatoAOY 1KY Kakon0eta). T
TIG PUOIOAOYIKEG HETAPANTES, OTTMC Kot 6To SAPS, yp1c1pomotobvtal ot XePOTEPES TYUES
TIC TPAOTEG 24 dpeg amd TNV elcaymyn Tov aclevav otic ME® yua tov vtoloyiopd tov
score (Vincent, 2009). Ot tipéc mov Taipvet eivar oKEPALES KOl KVHaivovTal 6€ KATpLoKoL
avéavopevng cofapdmrag amd 0 péxpt 163 kar n TpoPrendpevn BvnoyodtTo Kopaivetal
and 0% péxpt 100%. O vroAoyioudg Tov Score yivetor povo pia opa kot av 0 achevig
Byet kou Eavapmel otn ME® 10 SAPS 1l 00 pénet va vrodoyiotel ek véov. O tHmog yia

TOV LTOAOYIGHO NG Bvnootntag eivor o e&ng (Le Gall et al., 2005):
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logit = —7.7631 4+ 0.0737 * Score + 0.9971 * In(Score + 1) (1.1)

eloglt

1+ elogit

Mortality = (1.2)

‘Omov Score to SAPS 11

1.3 1605 T™NG €pyaciag

H mapovoa pehétn €yl 6TOY0 Vo GLYKEVIPDOGEL GUGTNUATIKA TIG LEAETEG EEMTEPIKNG
a&loldynong Tov TpoyvooTikol povtédov Bvnootntag SAPS Il e acbeveic ME®, va
a&lohoynoet | peBodoA0YIKN TOOTNTA TOVS Kol VO LETO-AVOADGEL TOL LETPOL TNG
wpoPrentikng akpifelag Tovg, OTMG TO KPLTNPLo C, TNV gupeia Pfabrovounon kot v
KAion Pabupovopnong k.a.. ATdTEPOG GKOTOG TNG Epyaciog ival va avadeifel v
TPOYVOOTIKN a&io TOL HOVTEAOL 0V TOV Kol va, evOappOVEL TN ¥PNON TOV GTNV KaONuUepv

KMvikn Tpaén mote va evioyvbel 1 ppovtida kot 1 Oeponeio twv acOevav.

H dumhopatikn avt yopiletot oe 5 kepdioto. Xto kepdroto 2 yivetan pia elcoymyn
610 BewpnTikd VIORabpo g a&lOAdYNONG TV TPOPAETTIKMY HLOVIEAMV KO
TEPLYPAPOVTOL TO PAGIKA LETPO GUVOAKNG AEIOAOYNOTG, SLOKPITIKNG IKAVOTNTAS,
Babpovounong Kot KMVIKNG xpNoOTNToS. X210 KEPAAao 3 yiveton mopovsiosn Tov
YEVIKOO TAUGTIOV £pYaciag LETA-OVOADCEDY TOV HETPOV OEIOAOYNONG TPOPAETTIKMV
pHovTéA®V. 10 KepdAaio 4 meprypdoovtal n péBodog g avalnmmong Kot £aywyng Tov
0edoUEVOV KoL TO fIHOTO TOL OKOAOVOONKOV Y10l TN GTOTIGTIKTY TOLG AVAAVGT Kot
£melta, YIVETOL 1) TOPOVGINGT] TOV AMOTEAECUATOV. XTO KEQAAMLO 5 Yiveton cu{nitnomn tov
Bactkdv vpMUATOV Ao TNV AVAALGT TV 0£S0UEVOV, GOYKPIOT] TOVS LLE OVTA OO GALES
oLVOELg peléteg Kot TapovotdlovTol TPoPANUaTIcol pe 6komo TV movn Pedtioon

™G aVOADGNG KO TNV TEPAUTEP® OEPEVVNOT TOL OEpOTOG.
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KEDAAAIO 2
AZEIOAOI'HXH HPOBAEIITIKQN MONTEAQN

2.1 Tomol mpoPArenTIKOV HOVTELMV

Ta moAvpetafAntd poPAienticd povtéda yopilovtal € dVO HeYAAES KATNYOPIEG: TO
OOy VOOTIKA KoL TO TPOYVOOTIKE TPOPAENTIKA LOVTEAD. XTO O1YVOOTIKA LOVTELD dVO N
TEPLGCOTEPES LETOPANTES GLVOLALOVTAL Y10l VO EKTIUNGOVY TNV TOavOTTA pia
GLYKEKPIEVT KaTAoTaon 1) acévela va vepictotol(n vo amovctdlel) T GTIyUn g
poPreyns. To chvoro dedopévav amd To 0moio KaTooKEVALoVTOL AVTA To LOVTEAD
TEPEXEL ATOLLO TTOV ElVaL VTTOYNPLOL VAL TAGYOLY ad OVTHVY TV acHEVELD Kot Y10 0VTA TO
dropa mpoopiloviat Ta S1oyvemoTiKd povtéda. Ao v GAAN TAELPE TA TPOYVAOGTIKA
TpoPArentiKd povtéda cLVOVALOVY TOALEG LETAPANTEG Yo VAL EKTIUGOLV TNV THovOTHTA
pia ovykekpuévn €kfoon (m.y. 0avatog) vo cupuPel o€ pio GUYKEKPIUEVT YPOVIKT] TEPTOOO
610 pEAOV. Ta TpoyvmoTikd LovTELN KATAGKELALOVTOL KOl XPT|GUYLOTOLOVVTOL GE ATOOL
mov Ppickoviat o€ kivouvo vo ekdnAdcovy v EkPaomn, gite avTd Exovv dyvmoTel pe
Kdmola acBévela gite mpokertan Yo tereing vy dtopo. H facikn dtopopd avdpeca oe
OOy VOO TIKA Kol TPOYVAOGTIKE TPOPAETTIKA LOVTEA Eivar TO ¥poviKo mAaicto. Ot peréteg
TOV S0YVOOTIKOV HOVTEL®V givar ouyypovikég (cross-sectional), evd towv Tpoyvootikdv
etvar draypovikég mpoontikég (longitudinal) (Moons et al., 2015). Téhog ta povtéha givar
cLVNOOC LOVTELD AOYAPIOUGTIKNG TOAVOPOUNGNS 1} LOVTEAL OVOAOYIK®OV Kivovvwv COX,
a@oL HeAETOOV TNV mBavOTNTA 1] TOV Kivouvo pog Ekfaonc, eved mpoceata xovv apyicet
VO VO TOGGOVTAL KO TPOPAETTIKG LOVTEAQ UNYOVIKNG LaBnong. Zvvinbog n
LoyopOoTIKY TAAVOPOUNGT XPTCILOTOLELTOL Y10, GUYYPOVIKES (S1ory VOO TIKES) Kot
Bpayvmpdbeopeg TpoyvooTtikég ekPacets (my Bvnoyomta evrog 30 nuepdv) Kot m
maAvdpounon Cox yio pakpompofecues mpoyvmoTikéc ekPaoelg (y dexoeth Kivovvo

Bavartov) (Moons et al., 2015).

Boaowkn mpobndheon yia va yivel 1 eE®TEPIKY] ETKVP®OT, Yot OAOVG TOVS THTOVG
TPOPAENTIKOV LOVTEA®V, EIVOL O VTOAOYIGUOS TV TPOPAETOUEVOV KIVOOV®V GE VEO
obvolo dedopévav 1 kooptn atduwv (validation cohort 1 testing sample) dtapopetikd

amtd TO GUVOAOD OESOUEVIOV TTOV YPNGLULOTOONKE Yol TV KOTOGKELT] TOL LOVTEAOL
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(development 7 training sample). I'a Tovg VTOAoyIGHOVE CVTOOE amapaitnTo gival va
yvopiloope Vv €£l6moN TOV LOVTELOL KO TIG TIES TOV LETARANTOV TPOPAEYNC YO TO
KaOe dtopo. Baoikd ototyeio Tov mpoPAentikod HoviEAov gival o TPoPAenTIKOG OEiKTNG
(prediction index -Pl) 1 aAMdg ypappukds Tpoyvmatikog topayovrag (linear predictor).
O mpoPrentikog deiktng vworoyiletol ®g 0 YPAUUIKOS GLVOLAGUAS (To ABpoloua TV
YWOUEV®V) TOV LETAPANTOV TPOPAEYNG LE TOVG AVTIGTOTYOVS GUVTEAECTEG
maAlvdpoumone (B), ko énerta petacynuatiCetor o€ mocootd/kivovvo (petad 0 ko 1) .
O petacyMUOTIGUOC 0VTOG SLAPEPEL AVAAOYQ LE TOV TOTTO TAAIVIPOUNONG. XN
LoyapiOuiotikny Tolvopdunon amarteitor 1 oTabepd ToL HOVTELOL (GUVTELEGTNG
Toung,intercept) yio Tov vTOAOYIGUO TOV ATOMIKOD KIVODVOU , EVD GTNV TAAVOPOUN N
Cox amarteitar o Pacikdg (baseline) kivovvog o pia cuykekpluévn ypovikn otryun. Ot
OLVTEAEOTEG TOUNG Kot Pactkol Kivohvou Tapapuévouy otadepd Yo OA To ATOA, EVED O
Kivéuvog dapépet (Ramspek et al., 2021). O vrohoyiopuds tov TpoPArentikol deiktn Kot

TOV ATOMK®OV KIVOUVOV YiveTal Le Tovg ENG TOmovg:

n
Prognostic Index(PI) = z B.x; (2.1
i=1

Logistic regression

B = In (odds ratio)

. 1
P(probability) = m (2.2)

Bo = intercept

Cox proportional hazards regression

B = In (hazard ratio)
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P(probability) = 1 - (So(©))° (2.3)

So(t) = baseline hazard at t

2.2 O ovvrehesTic TPOsdlopiopnov R?

O Seiktng R? eivat évo GuVoAKO HETPO TOGOTIKOMOINGNG THE TANPOPOPIaS EVOC
LOVTEAOV Y10 £VO. GUYKEKPIUEVO GVVOAO dedopévav. OvolaoTikd eKPpalel To T0G0oTd
g petafintotrog g ékPaong , n onoia eényeitan amd 1o mpoPrentikd poviédo . Me
tov deitn R? kabictoton Suvati 1 cvyKpion TG eMidpacng TS oAayNS KmSKOTOioNg
TOV LETAPANTOV, O TPOTOC KOl 1] LOPON EICAYMYNG TOV GLVEXDV UETARANTAOV GTO
HOVTEAO , O SLOPOPETIKOG GLVOVOUGHOG LETAPANTOV Kot 1] Topovsio dpwv
oAANAeTidpaonc. Ot Tipéc Tov Kupaivovton omd 0% éoc 100% , pe R>=100% va onpoivel
6t t0 povtého e€nyel TApog ™ petafintomra g ékPacng (Steyerberg, 2019).

To R? amote)el 10 cuvnBéotepo HETpo aéloldynong ya ekPAceLC mov sivol Guveyeic.

TNV KAAGIKN VPO TaAtvSpopunon o tomog tov R? sivon 0 &1

SSres

R?=1-
SStot

(2.4)

Omov SS,.5 T0 GBpoloua TOV TETPAYOVOV TOV Kotoloitmy (residual sum of squares) kot
SStot TO cLVOMKO GOpotopa teTpaydvmy (total sum of squares). e avtiv v mepintwon

Y10 SS,05 160 pig 10 0 T0 R? pey1otomotsiton , Vo Y100 SSyes = SSior ENUYIGTOMOIEITOLL.

AV Ko 631 TOGO GUYVE OGO GTN YPALIIKH TAAVIPOHMOT, YiveTou xpion Tov R? kot ota
YEVIKELUEVO YPOUUIKA LOVTEAL. Emedn ota yevikevpéva Ypappikd Lovtéia
YPNOUOTOIEITOL EKTIUNON HEC® HEYIOTNG TIOAVOPAVELOG KO OYL LEGM EANYICTOV

tetpay®vov, ot Cox & Snell tpdtevay tov e&ng tomo:

R?=1—exp [—%{l(ﬁ) - l(O)}] =1- {%}E (2.5)
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oL l(ﬁ) = logL(ﬁ) kot [(0) = logL(0) dnidvovv ™ AoyapiBunouévn mbavopdveia

tov fitted kot Tov ‘kevod’ (Null) povtéhov avtictorya (Nagelkerke, 1991).
O Nagelkerke mapatipnoe 611 avtdg 0 0plopds Tov R? éxet 1 ££h¢ 1810t TEC:

i. Eival og copgavia pe 1o kKAaoikd R? g ypoppkic Taitvépounong epocov

aVTO UITOPEL VO VTTOAOYIOTEL,

Il.  eivon ovvenng pe ) péylotn mbavoeavelo og pébodo ektiunonc, epdcov

peylotonoteital amd v eKTiunon peyiomg mbavoPavelog Tov LoVIEAOL,
iii.  elvon acvpmtoTikd aveEaptnrog and to péyedog delypartog n,

IV.  gpunveveTol MG T0 TO600TO TNG HETOPANTOTNTAG OV €€NYeitan amd To

HOVTELO,
V. Ogv €xel povadeg pétpnong Ko

Vi. avtikabiotdvtog tov mapdyovta 2/n otov tomo tov Cox-Snell pe k/in
TPOKVTTEL L0l YEVIKEVOT TOV TOGOGTOV TNG K-00TNG KEVIPIKNG OTIYUNG TTOVL

eEnyeiton amd 10 povTEAO.

[Tap’ 6Aa avTd 6N AoYaplOeTIiK) TaAVIpOUN O L,ETEWN 1| AoyaplOunopévn
mOavopdvela peyioTomotsiton 6t povada , o R? Ho peytotomoteitan kéTm omd ™

Hovada, Kot GUYKEKPLUEVL:

ernax =1- (L(O))% (2.6)

"o avto o Aoyo o Nagelkerke mpotewve pio GAAn exdoyr (Nagelkerke, 1991) :

=X

T p2
Rmax

(2.7)
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To R? tov Nagelkerke pmopei emiong vo vroloyiotei kot yia povtéda emPimonc , Paost
¢ dopopdg -2 log likelihood evog poviédov ywpic petafintéc npofreyng (null model)
Ko evog pe pia M meprocdtepeg petafantés mpoPieyng (Steyerberg et al., 2010).

2.3 To Brier Score

To Brier Score givat éva 6OvOeTO HETPO TNG SLOKPITIKNG IKAVOTNTOG KO TNG
Babuovouneong, mov cuvoyilel Tnv anddoon evog TPoPAENTIKOD LOVTEAOL.
Xpnowonoteiton Yo Svadikég (0/1) perafAntéc ExPaong Kot opiletarl og N Léon TN TV
TETPAYOVIKOV OTOCTAGEMY HETOED TOV TOPATPOVUEVOV EKPAGEMV Kot TV
npoPréyenv(mbavomta va copPei n ékPaon) (Ch 15: Evaluation of performance, 2022).

Ot tomot tov Brier score kot g dlokdHaveng Tov ivat ot e€RG:

1
Brier = NZ(yi — )7 2.7)
1 N
Var(Brier) = = > 9:(1= 992 = 9’ (2.8)
i=1

Omov N o ap1Bpdg TV Tapatnpicemy, y¥; N Topatnpovpevn ékfaon Kot ¥;n
npoPrendpevn mbavotnta ™G kPoong yo v i-ooth Tapotnpnon. Ot Tuég Tov
Kopaivovrot and 0% yio 1o T€Aelo poviEAo PEXPL 25% Yo Eva LOVTEAD U1 TANPOPOPLOKO
edv &yovpe 50% emintwon g ékPaong. To petovéktnua avtov ToV GKop eivat OTL Ot
TIpéG Tov emnpedloviot amd v enintmon g EékPaong(tny uéon mbavotnta p g

éxPaong) , Le amoTéAEGA VO, UV glval EDKOAN EPUNVEDCILO.

IMo owtd T0 AdY0 TPOTIHATAL VO YPNGYOTOELTAL TO BrieTs qieq TOL KLpOIVETAL LETAED
0% o 100% won €yl evkoddTepT epunveia (000 peyaADTEPO, TOGO KOADTEPQ). AVT

vroloyiletan w¢ e€ng (Steyerberg, 2019):
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Brier

Brierscqiea = 1 (2.9)

Brietyax

. ) 1 _ _ . . , ,

Omnov Brietyg, = 52(3’1' — 7% xou y, 0 puOuodg exPacemv LETAED TOV TOPATHPOVUEVOY
exPdoemv. Ao TOVG TOTOVG QAIVETOL OTL TO BrieT qieq EPUNVEVETAL MG 1) TOGOGTIOAN
LEL®OT) TOV PHEGOL TETPOUYOVIGUEVOD GPAALOTOS EVOG LOVTEAOD TTOL OEV TOPEYEL

nAnpogopia (null, ywpic predictors) (Wong et al., 2018).

"Evag dAhog tpomog ékppoong tov Briermax eivat o €€ng :

Briety . = mean(p) * (1 — mean(p))2 + (1 - mean(p)) * mean(p)?

Brietg, = mean(p) * (1 — mean(p)) (2.10)

Onov mean(p) n péon mbovomto va cvuPei n ékpacn kar mean(p) * (1 — mean(p))

1 dtakdpaven e dvadikng petaPintme Y pe kotavoun Bernoulli(p).

2.4 Awkprruci wavéotiyta (discrimination)

Awaxprrikn 1 ta&wvopukn (discriminatory) ovopdletot 1 tkavoTnTo €VOG LOVTELOL ,6TO
omoio M ékPaon etvon pio ditiun petafAntn, va kévetl didkpion avipeso oto dTopo Tov
&xovv v €kPaon Kot avtd wov dev TV £yovv. To mo evpPEMG S1AOEOOUEVO HETPO
OLOKPITIKNG IKOVOTNTAG GTO YEVIKEDUEVO YPOUUIKE LOVTEAQ EVOL 1] GTOTIGTIKT 1] OEIKTNG
ovpeoviag (concordance c statistic, ¢ index). T'a ditipeg exPpdoeic To kprrriplo €
tawtileton pe 1o epPadov AUC g yopoaktnpiotikng kapmvAng ROC (area under the
receiver operating characteristic curve). H kapmdoin ROC eivor éva ypdonua g
evaicOnoiog (true positive rate) évavti tov 1 — eidikotnta (false positive rate) ya

dradoyka Opa e mhavotrag g ékPaong (Debray et al., 2017; Steyerberg, 2019).

H evaicOnoio opiletor wg 10 KAdouo TV aAnbng Oetikdv TaSivopucemy Tpog o

GUVOAO T®V aTOU®V TTOV £XOVV T VOoo/ékPacm Kot £101kOTNTA 0pileTal ®¢ TO KAAGHA
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TOV YELOMG APVNTIKAOV TAEIVOUNGE®Y TPOG TO GUVOAO TMV ATOUMV Y®PIC TN
vooo/ékBaon. o v ta&vounon Tov delypatog o€ BTIKOVG 1| ApvNTIKOVS Eivor
avaykaio vo opicovpe £va kKaTt®@AL oty TpoPArendpevn mibovotnta. Eav n mpdfreyn ya
€va GLYKEKPIUEVO ATOUO gival TAVE® amd To KOTOPAL TOTE Oa Tadvopeitol o¢ OeTikog ,

drapopetikd o¢ apvntikoc. (Steyerberg, 2019)

I"a va kotackevdoovpe v kapmdin ROC Oa tpénet va kdvovue avtiv v
ta&vounon yo Ora ta Thovd katdeia amd 0 éog 100% . O deiktng AUC 7 c-statistic
umopet va epunvevtel o¢ 1 decpevpévn mhavotnta, 6Ty omoio Yo 0rotodnToTe (VYOG
ATOU®V OV TO £val el TNV EKPaom Kot To AAAO OyL, 0 TPOPAETOUEVOG KIVOLVOG Vi TNV
éxPoon eivar vymAoTEPOG Yo T0 dtopo pe v ékPaocn (Riley et al., 2019)(Debray et al.,
2019). T'evika, o c-statistic opileton £tol dote vo. maipvel Tipéc petacd 0.5 kot 1.0tav n
T Tov givor kovtd 6to 0.5 avtd onpaivel 0Tt To T0c06TO TV (ELYADV GTA OTTOIN TO
dropo pe to peyaAvtepo kivouvo elvar eketvo mov €xel v EkPaom etvon mtepimov 50%.
Av10 VTovoel 0Tt T0 TPOPAETTIKO LOVTELO EV GUUTEPIPEPETOAL KAAVTEPO A0 pia TUY oL
dtbkpion TV atopmv (6mov 1 Tlfavotnta otov TANBvouod glvar 50%). AvticTtotya, TN
c-statistic kovtd ot povada VITOINADVEL TOC dTopa pe TNV EKPcT £Y0VV TOV VYNAOTEPO
kivduvo 610 Levyog oe mocootd mepimov 100% kot dpa 1o povtédo dlakpivel Tdvta to
dropa pe ko xopig v EkPaon. ZOUTEPAGLATIKA, VO LT TANPOPOPLAKO LOVTEAD Ba £xet

i AUC iom pe 0.5, evd 1o 18avikd povtéro Oa £xet AUC ico pe 1 (Steyerberg, 2019).

‘Eva dAA0 péETPO SLOKPITIKNG IKAVOTNTOG , TOL HETPAEL TOGO KAAN dtoympilovTot Ta
Gropa pe ko yopig v ékPoon , eivon 1 dwakprrikn kAion (discrimination slope).
YroAioyiletatl moAD 0KOA, G 1) ATOALT O1ALPOPE TV HECOV TV TPOPAEYEWDY GTO
Gropo pe ko yopic v ékPoomn kat pmopei va ameikoviotel péom tov boxplot
(Steyerberg, 2019). I'evikd mpoTydTol | 6TATIGTIKY C EVOVTL TNG SLOKPITIKNAG KAoNG, 010TL
N TpOT™ givar otoTioTikn datetoypévov Pabumv (rank order) ko dev ennpealetan oo

v modtnta ¢ Pabdpovounong (calibration) ce avtifeon pe ™ dakprriky kKiion.

2.5 BaOpovépnen (calibration)
H BaBuovounon avagépetal otnv akpifeio Tov LOVTELOL Vo EKTIUA TIG TPOPAETOUEVES

TOOVOTNTEG KIVOLVOL Kol £ivotl LETPO TOL KaTd TOGO LIAPYEL CLUPMVID LETAED TV
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avapevopevov (BAcel Tov LOVTELOV) Kol TOV TOPATNPOVUEVOV GLYVOTTOV TOV
ekPacewv (Debray et al., 2017). Yrdapyovv técoepa enineda Pabpovounong ota omoia
umopel vo Babpovoundei éva poviédo: péon (mean), acbevig (weak), uétpia (moderate)
Kot toyvpn (strong) Babpovounon (Van Calster et al., 2016).

"o ™ péon M ovvorkn Padbuovounon (mean calibration v calibration-in-the-large) evog
TPOPAETTIKOD LOVTEAOL O HEGOG TTPOPAETOUEVOG KIVOUVOG GLYKPIVETOL LE TOV
TAPATNPOVUEVO GVVOAMKO pLOUO TV VIO peELéT ekPaocemv (events). 'Evoag tpdmog va
dtepeuvn el n péon Pabuovounon eivar pécw AoyoaptOpiotikng avafadpovounong
(logistic recalibration) , vroAoyiCovtag ™ otabepd Pabuovounong (calibration intercept)
a|b, = 11 ko eléyyovtag ™ undevikn vedBeon Ot 1 otadepd avT 16ovTOL LE TO PUNdEV
péom tov eAéyyov avaroyimv mbovoedavetag (likelihood ratio test) pe évo fadud
elevbepiag. To b, mov givon 1 Khion g Pabuovéunong eitvar otabepn ki ion pe povada
G€ TNV TV TTEPinTOon Yo va oatnpnlodv otabepoi ot oyetikol kivovvol. Edv 1
otabepd Tov vroAoyicovpe givor Betikn , avtd ivan EvOeEn vroekTipnong tov
TpoPrendpevov Kivduvou EkPaong , eved avtifeta apvntikn otabepd VITOINADVEL
VREPEKTIUNON TOL TPOPAemOEVOL Kivduvov. Evoag dAlog tpdmog ektipnong e péomng
BaBpovounong eivar pe Tov vTOAOYIGUO TNG GUVOAIKTG AVAAOYIOG TAPATPOVUEVOV TPOG
avopevouevov apbumv ekfdoswv (total O:E ratio) (Debray et al., 2017). H péon
BaBpovounon ca pétpo Pabuovounong eivor avemapkng o LOVaSIKO KPLTHplo , aeov yio
TOPASELYLLL IKAVOTOLEITOL OTOV O TPOPAETOUEVOS KivOuvog Yo kBe dTopo 1oVt LE TO

npaypatikod puiud exPacewv(Van Calster et al., 2016).

H acbevig Babuovounon (weak calibration) kaBopiletar amd ) otabepd
Babuovounong (a|b;, = 1) kat v kiion Pabuovéounong. Eav n otabepd eivan ion pe
undév kou n kAion ton pe éva tote antd givor EVOEIEN amovciog VTEPEPUPLOYNS
(overfitting) 1 vrogpappoyng (underfitting) kot vepektipnong N vroeKkTiUNoNG TOV
TpoPArenOpEVOV KIVOOVOV eKONADONG TNG £KPaons. ATOKAMGOELS 0md AVTES TIG TIES
UmopoHV va EKTIUNO0VV e TNV KOTAGKELT] SIOCTNUATOV EUTIGTOGUVNG 1 VO EAEYYOOVV pe
éva Eleyyo avapadurovounong otovg 6vo Pabuote eAevbepioc, pe undevikr vedHeon
HO: alb, =1 =0&b;, = 1. Zmv nepintwon avt n fabpovounon Bewpeitar acbevig
ywoti cuvoyiletatl and povov 600 TapaUETPOVS Kot dev dStouc@oMieL kat’ avdykn tnv
vrapén kaAng Padpovounong oe 0AOKANPO TO €HPOG TV TPOPAETOUEV®V THAVOTITMV.

EminAéov, n acBevic fabuovounon dev elvar aldmioto HETPO o€ EMIMESO ECMTEPIKNG
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EMKVPOONG O10TL IKAVOTOLEITAN Vi TOL dEdOUEVA LE Ta, 0ol avamTHYONKE TO LOVTEAO
€pOcoVv ypnopomon el n tomikn pEB0d0g eXTiUNoNS , OTMS Yo TAPASELYLOL 1] LEYIOTN
TOOVOPAVEL Y10 TO, LOVTEAD AOYOPIOULCTIKNG TOALVOPOUNOTG XOPIG vaL £xEL LEYEAN
onpacio o TpOTog dlayeiplong TV GLVEX®V HETAPANTAOV 1 1| dtaXElplon TV PETOPANTOV
aAANAemidopaong. ATd TV GAAN TAELPA, ATOTEAEL TTLO YPNGIUO LETPO GE EMITESO
eEMTEPIKNG EMKVPOONG ,0p0oV 1 oTafePd Ko 1 kKAiom Pabpovounong divouv pia yeViKn
KOl GUVOTTTIKT €1KOVA Yo Ta TOavA TpofAnpata g Babpovounong tov Kvovvov , Kot

v deiypata emkdpmong mov gival oyetika pikpd. (Van Calster et al., 2016)

H pétpra (moderate) Babpovounon peretd ov petald achevadv mov Egovv tov 010
mpoPrendpevo Kivouvo yia pia ékPacn, o mapatnpovpevos puBudc £kfaong toovtat e
Tov TpoPAemopevo kivovvo. Mo mapddetypa, oe dropa pe ektpmpevo kivovvo 10%, 10
otovg 100 £yovv N} avoartbooovy v EkPacn. Avto ektiudron pe ypagpruarto (calibration
plots 7 calibration curves) mov deiyvovv T oyéon avapesa 6TOV AVOUEVOLEVO KIVOLVO
(op1L6vTiog GEovag) Kat Tov TapatnPodUEVO Kivouvo (Katakopveog dEovac), e T xpnon
ovvoptioewv loess 1} splines (Calster et al., 2019). Ta ypapruoto fabuovounong
UITopovV ETIONE VO KATOOKELOOTOVV e KoumOAeg eEopdivvong loess, kavovtag
angvOeiog TOAVOPOUN G G LETAGYNUATIGLOVS TOV AVAUEVOUEVOV EVOVTL TOV
TapoTNPovUEVOV ekPacemv. [davikd, g Eva d1dypapLpa S106TOPAS TOV OVAUEVOUEV®V
TOOVOTITOV KOl TOV TAPOTNPOVUEVOV AVAIAOYIDV, T oNueia TNG KOUmTOANG Ba Tpémet
va givon mive ot doydvio (Debray et al., 2019). Avti n Tpocéyyion elvan TepoGOTEPO
€VEMKTN amd T Aoyopdotikn avafoadpovouncn, kabmg uropet vo amokaAvyeL
dvoPabpovounon mov oeeileTol 6 1GYXVPES AAANAETOPACELS KOl TEPITTAOGELG LN
ypappkdttos. Eva oyetikd tpdopato pétpo mov £xel avamtuydel kot £xel oLotOTNTES U
to Brier score givai o ektiudpevoc deiktng paduovounong (estimated calibration
index,ECI). O dgiktng avtog Paciletor o€ pio gvédikt aviivon Padpovounong pe tov
VIOAOYIOUO TNG LEGNG TETPOYWOVIKTG OLPOPAS OVALEGO GTOV TPOPAETOUEVO KOl
TOPOTNPOVUEVO KIVOLVO KOl TO LETAGYNUOATICUO TNG OOTE Vo Taipvel TiéG peta&y 0 kot
1. Edv n evélktn kopumdAn fabuovounong eivan téheta, to ECI 1covton pe 0. Enedn to
HETPO avTd cuvowilet pia EVEAKTY KAUTOAN o€ £va omAd aplBuod , 1 xpnom Tov Exel
npotadel yua ouykpicelg Pabpovounong petald poviélwv (Van Calster et al., 2016).
[Tépa amd TIC YPaPIKES avamopacTAGELS, tio GAAN nEB0OO0G exTiUnong TG HETPLOG

Babpovounong etvar pe v avdivon avé opddec TpoPAETOUEVOV KIVOOV®V, Yol
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napaderyua pe tov Edeyyo tov Hosmer-Lemeshow mov dgv mpoteivetat Opmg ToAd oa.

uébodog kabmg £xet yaunin anddoon (Van Calster et al., 2016).

Téhog 1 1oyvpn Babpovounon, n o avoetnpn Ekeaven e Padpovounong, arortei ol
TPOPAETOUEVOL KIVOLVOL VOl AVTIGTOLYOVV LE TOVS TAPOTNPOVUEVOLG pLOUOVS EKPaong Yo
kGO potifo coppetafAntdv (covariate pattern). Avtog o opiopdg e 1oYLPNS
Babpovouneong droympiletl dtapopetikd potifa cvppetafAntov tov oyetilovtal pe tov
010 mpoPArendpevo kivouvo. AT KMVIKNG AToynG vl GNUOVTIKO VO DITAPYEL IOYLPN
Babuovounon, agov pe pétpia povo Pabpovounon pmopei ot TpoPAEYELS KIVOLVOL Yl
Kémow dTopa vo eivar pepoinmrikéc. [ap’ dAa avtd , 1 ektipnon g .oyLPNG
BaBuovounong sivon e&aipetikd SVGKOAN, yiotl amaitel peydro delypa dGTE VoL vITAPYOvVV
apKeTA dropo ava covariate pattern. EmumAéov n fabuovounon mévta extipdton oe oyéon
pe TG petafAntég mpoPieymc tov poviéhov. Enopévag o pia otpopatomoinon atopwmy
®G TPOG pia LETOPANTH TTOL e cLUTEPIAAUPAVETAL OC TPOPAETTIKOG TAPEYOVTOG GTO
HOVTELO, UTOPETL VoL TPOKLYOLV (oo 6TO 1010 covariate pattern aAld pe StapopeTikong
TPOPAETOUEVOVG KIVODVOLS Y®PIC 0VTO VO AKVPMVEL TNV 1oYLPT Pabpovoumon tov

povtélov (Van Calster et al., 2016).

2.6 Net Reclassification Improvement (NRI)

[ToAAég @opég M TPOoGHNKN oG LETAPANTAG GTO HOVTEAO EXEL LIKPT EMIOPAGT) GTO C
statistic. ITap’ 6Aa avtd propel vo TpokaAésel aAlayn oty Ta&vounoTn TV Opddmv
Ktvovvou petald tov atdépmv. H addaynq oot and povn g oev eivat tkavi) v 0mcet
TANPoPopies yo T Pedtioon TG oTpmpatonoinong tov kivdvvov (Steyerberg et al.,
2010). ' oo , pehetdpe TV oAloyn oty opdda Kivduvou Eexmplotd yio. 6vTohE TOL
&yovv TV €kBaon Kot awutovg Tov dev TV £xovv. [t dcovg TV £ovv ekdNADOOEL,
OTOLONTOTE peTOKivon o€ LYNAOTEPT Opdda Ktvovuvov onpaivel Bedtimon g
Ta&vOUN oG, EVAO LETOKIVION TPOS TA KATM OElYVEL EPOTEPT EMOVOTASIVOUNOT).
Axpidg ta avticTpopa 1oyvovV yia ta dtopa dlyws v ékPacn. H Beitioon g
emavatagvounong tocotikonoteiton pe to Net Reclassification Improvement (NRI) . To
NRI givor to aBpoiopa TV dloupop®V 6T TOGOGTE AVTAOV Tov avERnKay TAEN Kivdvvou

peiov autdv Tov Katéfnkay Taén , HETOED TV aTOU®V LE TNV £KPaon , Kot auTdv Tov
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KatEPnKav TaEN peiov 6cwv avéPnkav téen , petad 6cwv dev ekdNAmacay TV £kPoo

(Steyerberg et al., 2010).

2.7 Kivueny ypnopnotnra

"Eva ikhvikd ypnopo povtédo givol autd mov pmopel va ypnoiponombei amd toug
gpyalopévoug 6To ymPo NG vyeiog yia ) Pedtioon g Oepomeiog Kot TG @POVTIONG Tov
acOevn. [ va etvon xpriopo kKAvikd évo povtédo glivar omapaitnto 10 LOVTEAD 0VTO Vo
€xel KOAN TPOPAETTIKN KAVOTNTA , Y10 TOPASELY O VYNAN SLOKPLTIKY IKOVOTNTO KoL
axpiPn Pabpovounon. Qotdco, avtd arnd POVo Tov dev apkel, yroti Hovtédo pe Téeto
TPOPAENTIKN KAVOTNTA TPAKTIKE OV VITApYEL. OtdTe £xovv dnpovpyndel kdmowa pétpa

v va ekTiun0ei ko moootikd 1 kKAwvikn ypnootnta (Baker and Gerdin, 2017).

Kartapyds , elvar amopaitmro va optotel £va 0pto amokong 1 kotdeAit (threshold) oty
npoPrenduevn mbavotnta . Ot acbeveig pe TpoPreyn peyardtepn amd To Kat®EAL O
KATOTAGGoVTOL G OeTiKol , evdd 6601 £xovv TPOPAEYT KAT® 0md TO KATOQAL Oa
Katotdocovtal og apvntikoi. O 6pog kKAwvikn ypnootnta (clinical usefulness)
VOQEPETAL GTNV IKAVOTITA TOL HOVTEAOL VO KAVEL GMOTA otV TNV Tastvounon. To
OYmpo Topa gtvor ) emAoyn tov Kato@Aov tpoPreyngs. Katoeit 50% Ba onpaive 01t
To YELOMG OETIKA KOl YELOMDS OPVNTIKA dTopa £XOVV TNV 1010 oNUacio , TPAYHo LAALOV

omavio ywo TpoPAnpata TpoPreync g vyeiag (Steyerberg, 2019).

Mo po avédivon Aqyng andeacng Ba Enpene va VITOAOYIGTOOV TO OPELOG Kot 1) {npid
oL B 0dNYoLGAV 6TO WAVIKO KATOPAL. AVTO OU®G deV elval TAVTA EDKOAO VO
vroAoyiotel. Eite Aoyw EdAetyng emapkoic mAnpogopiag yio to opEAN kot ™ {nd , o€
eninedo TANBvoUOD , glte €MEON T GYETIKA PApN 0pELOLS Kot Cnpidg pmopel va
SpEpovy amd acbevi g 0oBev) OTOHTE VoL EIVOL ATOPAITTO ATOUIKA KATOOAL Y10 KAOE
acbevi). To Pacikd otny «avaivon kapmdAng andeoaong (decision curve analysis) eivat
0Tt éva KatdOM ThavotTog propet va ypnotporomdel Kot yio tnv Katdroén tov
actevav og BeTicohg 1 apyNTIKOHG 0ALY KOl Y10t TOV VITOAOYICUO TOV GYETIKMV Papdv
TOV YeLdmg BETIKAOV Kot Wyevddg apvnTikev taévouncemv. Edv n {nmud ond v un

arapaitntn Oepaneio etvar meploptopévn (Wevdmg Betikd) ,10Te T0 KatmdPM O Tpémet va
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eltvon pikpo. Avtifeta edv n vrepBepaneio eivor PAaPepn yio Tovg acbeveic toTE TO
KaTOEAL Ba TpEmeL va etvat vYNAO TPV Thpovpe TV amdeacn Yo Oepaneio. H enidoon
TOVL TPOYVMGTIKOD povtélov a&loloyeitor pe to Net Benefit , mov divetor and tov e&ng
TOToO :

TP —wx*FP

Net Benefit = — N (2.11)

Pt

(2.12)
1-p;

To TP givan o1 adnBag OBeticég Ta&vouncels , To FP o1 wevdag Beticéc ta&vounocelg ,
70 N 0 6UVOAIKOG apBPdS TV acBeVAVY , Pt TO KOTOEOAL TOAVOTNTOS Kol W 1] 6TAOuUN Tov
1oovtan pe ta. 0dds tov KaTwEALoh dnAadn v avaroyio (ndg Tpog dpelog (Steyerberg
et al., 2010; Steyerberg, 2019)
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KE®AAAIO 3
MEQ®GOAOAOTI'TA XYXTHMATIKQN ANAXKOITHXEQN KAI
META ANAAYZEQN ITPOBAEIITIKQN MONTEAQN

H peta-avaivon sivor pio epeuvntikn| dod1kacion o ¥pNoYLOTolEiToL Yo D
GLOTNUOTIKY 6VVOEGN 1] TN GLYYDOVEVCT TOV EVPNUATOV TOA®V aveEAPTNTOV HEAETDV,
YPNOLOTOUDVTOG GTOTIOTIKEG LEBOSOVG Y10 TOV VITOAOYIGUO UIOG GUVOAIKNG EMLOPAOTG.
Ot peta-avoAvoelg 0ev avtAohv amAms 6edopéva omd PIKPOTEPES LEAETES Yo VOl
emTUuyoLV Eva, peyarvtepo néyebog detypotog. Ot avaivtég ¥pnoIomotovv KaAd
AVOYVOPIGUEVES , GLOTNUATIKEG LeBO0VG Yia va AaBovy vITOYN TOLG TIG SLPOPES GTA
pey€tn delypatog , tnv etepoyévela 6t LEBOOOAOYIKT) TPOGEYYIOT KOt TOL EVPTLOTO KO
va ghéyEovv TOG0o gvaicnta eivol To ATOTEAEGIATO TOVG GTO O1KO TOVG TPMTOKOALO
GLGTNUOTIKNAG ovaokOTnong (EmA0YT HEAETOV Kol 6TaTIoTIKN avaivon)(Shorten and

Shorten, 2013).

Ievikd ta povTéAa TOV PHETA-0VOADGEDV UTOPOLV Vo, dtakplBohv 6 povtéda otabdepmv
(M xowav) emdpdcewv (fixed effects) kot Toyaiov emdpdoewv (random effects). Ze
HOVTELO oTafep®V EMOPAGE®V, OAES O LEAETEG BE@POVVTAL 1IGOOVVOLES KOt O1 SLOPOPES
oT0 LETPA TPOPAENTIKNG tkavOTNTOG LETOED TOV HEAETMOV 0modidovTot ot THYN.
Emopévac, o1 ektiuntéc axpifetog tov HETpmV S1aKPITIKNG IKOVOTNTOS Kol Babpovounong
YPNOLOTOLOVVTOL Y10 VO, SOGOVY 6TaOUN otV KéBe LEAETN, Y10 TOV VTTOAOYIGUO TOV
OVTIOGTOLY®V GUVOAMK®OV HETPMOV ATOO0GNC TOL LOVIEAOV. XE LOVTEAO TUYOI®V
eMOpAcenV, Bempeitat OTL 01 SPopEg oTaL LETPO TPOPAETTIKNG ATOI00NG UETAED TMV
LEAETMV dgV OQEIAOVTAL LOVO GTNV TOYN, 0ALA amodidovTal Kot o€ mlovh Tapovsio
etepoyévelng pHetald tov peletav. Kotd cvvéneia, ta poviéda toxaiov endploemy
£€YOVV KATd KavOva E0PUTEPO SIOCTILLOTO EUTIGTOCVVIG KOt 01 GTAOUES TOV EMUEPOVS
HEAETOV glval TEPIGGOTEPO TOPOLOLEG LETAED TOVG GUYKPITIKG e TOL LOVTEAD GTADEPDV
emdpacewv (Debray et al., 2019). [Taporo mov ki o1 600 THTOL POVTEL®V £XOVV TO.
TAEOVEKTILOTOL KO TOL LELOVEKTILLOTOL TOVG, Y10, T LETO-0VAALGT TV TPOPAETTIKMOV
PETPOV aTOO0CTG TOV TPOYVOOGTIKAOV LOVIEAWYV GUGTIVETAL 1] YPTOT LOVTIEAWDV TUYOI®V
eMOPAce®V. AVTd Yiati TGO 1 SAKPLTIKY] KavoTnTa 660 Kot 1) fadpovounon
e€apTdVTOL OO TO YAPAKTNPLOTIKA TV aclevdv (Case mix variation) ko dgv £yl vomuo

va vrotebel 6T1 dtapépovv petalh TV pHEAETOV eEatTiog LOVO TUYOLOG OEYLATOANTTIKNG
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drakvpavone. I'a mapdderypa n etepoyévela tov C-statistic umopei va Tapatnpeitan dtav
OLPEPOLV O1 EMOPACELS TOV PETAPANTOV TPOPAEYNC HETAED TV HEAETOV, AOY®
SPOPETIKNG HEBOSOV EKTIUMONG TOVG, 1) AOY® YPNONG SLOPOPETIKNG EKPOVONS TOV C-
statistic oe kd0e perétn (Debray et al., 2017).

21 ovvéyela Aouov yiveton pio YEVIKN TEPLypapn TOV TANIGIOL EpYaciag Yo TNV
Se&aymY” GLGTNUATIKOV OVOUCKOTGEMY KOl LETA-0VOAVGEMV TNG ATOO00TC

TPOPAENTIKOV HLOVTEA®DV

3.1 Epgovntiké epotnuo

To mpmto Prpa 0tav oxed1lOVIE O GUGTNUATIKY] OVOCKOTNON 1) LETA-OVOAVOT gfvart
VO SLOTVTTAOGOVLE LUE GAPTVELD TO EPELVNTIKO EPATNHA. AT glvar TOAD onuavTiKé Yot
O\a ta petayevéotepa Pripata kabopilovtatl amd To EPELVNTIKO EPATNLLA,
GUUTEPTAQUPAVOUEVOV TNG GTPATNYIKNG avalTnong Kol TV Kprnpiov eTA0YNG TV
UEAETMV, TNG EEAYOYNG TOV OEOOUEVAOV OO TIG LEAETES , TV HeBOd®V peta-avdivong Kot

™G epunveiog Tov anotelecpdtov (Damen et al., 2022).

SOUPOVA [LE OVOYVOPIGUEVOLG 001 YOV GUVTAENG CUOTNUOTIKAOV AVACKOTNGEWV, OTMC
to Critical Appraisal and Data Extraction for Systematic Reviews of Prediction
Modelling Studies (CHARMS) checklist kot to Cochrane Prognosis Methods Group ,
npoteivetar 1 ypnon tov cvotinatog PICOTS yuo v Stopdpemon tov epeuvnTikon
EPOTNIOTOG GE pio peta-ovaivon tpoPrentikdv poviédwv. (Debray et al., 2017; Damen
et al., 2022) To axpovouo PICOTS mpoépyetar amd ta apykd tov Aé&ewv Population,

Intervention, Comparator, Outcome(s), Timing kot Setting copewva pe tov IMivaka 3.1.
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Iivaxag 3.1: To cvotua PICOTS

Population

Intervention

Comparator

Outcome(s)

Timing

Setting

PICOTS

[TAnBvouog o1dY0¢ 6TOV 0MO10 Bl EPOPUOCTEL TO
LOVTELO TTPOYVOONG

To vd peAéTn TPOYVAOGTIKO LOVTELO

Edv voiotatal, to cuykpicipo povtédo pe 1o vrd
HEAETT LOVTELO

ExBaceig evorapépovtog mov mpofAénovtal amd To
HoVTéLO

1.Xpovikn otryun mov ypnoiponoteitot To
TPOYVOGTIKO LOVTELO

2.Xpovikn mepiodog TNV ool 1 ELPAVIOT) TNG
éxPaong mpoPArénetal and T0 LOVTELOD

[N'evikd mhaiclo epappoyns tov LoviEAOL Kot 0
emBountog poAOG TOL.

3.2 Avalitnon Kot emloyn Tov dpopov

Otav kbvovpe avaoKOTNoN TOV LEAETOV TOV ASI0A0YOVV TNV TPOPAETTIKY IKOVOTNTO

€VOG GLYKEKPIUEVOD TTPOYVAOGTIKOV LOVTELOL, gival onuavTiko va eEaceaiicovpe 6T

otpatnykn avalnmmong o PipAloypapikéc Baoelg Oa evtomioet OAeg exeiveg TIg

ONUOGLEVCELS TOL AEI0AGYNoAY TO HOVTELOD Yo TOV TANBVoUO 6THYO , TO TANIGLO

€QOPUOYNG Ko TIS eKPacelg mov pag evolnpépouvv. Eropévmg, n otpatnywkn avaltnong

Oa Tpémel va KOTAOKEVALETOL [LE YVOLOVO TO EPEVVITIKO EPMOTNUA TOV TEONKE GOLPOVQ

pe o ovotnua PICOTS (Debray et al., 2017). Avtd dev givar mdvtote e0K0r0, KAOMG ot

ONUOGIEVGELG TTOL LG EVOLAPEPOLY UTTOPEL VoL PNV €xovv Katatayel 6Tig PAMoypapikés

Baoeig g mpoyveoTiKEg HeAETEC N Vo NV teplopiloviat 6€ Evay LoVaOIKO GYESUGLO
HEAETNG. Zuyvd OV elvan E0KOAO Vo KATOAGBOLLE od TOV TITAO HioG LEAETNG €AV OLTY|

APOPA TPOYVMOSTIKO LOVTELOD LE ATOTEAEGA VO VEAVETOL KOTE TOAD 0 GYKOG TV

GpBpwv mov mpémetl va peretnBobv de€odikd oe po Ppioypapikn avalnnon.

26



Mmnopovpe va teplopicovpe to aroteAéopata g avalntnong tpocsétoviag 1o dvoua M
TO OKPWOVOULO TOV TPOYVMOGTIKOD LOVTEAODL (av LITAPYEL) N AKOUTN VO, YPT|CULOTON|GOVLE
vrapyovta eidtpa avalnTnong, OTms yo Topddetypo eivat to eiktpo tav Ingui et al. yuo
NV €0PECT] TOAVTOPAYOVTIK®OV KAWVIKGV TtpoPrentikdv povtédmv (Geersing et al., 2012;
Debray et al., 2017). Akéun, eivar onpovtikd va eréyyovue T BiAoypoeio The apyikng
UEAETNG OV OVETTLEE TO TPOYVOOTIKO LOVTELO Kol Vo avalntovpe avopopé (citations)
TPOGC TN LEAETN aVTY] Yo VoL vTOoTicovpe Ta oxeTkd apBpa. [apadeiypato Pdoewv
Biproypagikdv dedopévav omov yivetar | avalntmon givar to PubMed/MEDLINE xot
10 Google Scholar (Debray et al., 2017; Damen et al., 2022).

AoV ohokAnpmBel n avalnon, emléyovtar ot BPAMOYPaPIKES ovapopES Tov etvat
GUVOAPEIS LE TO EPEVVITIKO EPMTNLOL KOL TO, TPOATOPAGICUEVE, KPLTHPLOL ETAOYTG, EVA OL
vrtoromeg amoppintoviat. [davikd kabe dpbpo a&loroyeitarl and TovAdy ioToV dVO dTopa ,
TpOTO Pacel TitAov Kot TepiAnyng Ko énerta Bacel oAdkAnpov Tov Keévov. Ta
KpLTnplo. EMAOYNG TOV HEAETOV Bo Tpémel va £xovv KaBopLIoTEl €K TV TPOTEPMV, £TGL
®oTe va gival o cuppovia pe Ol ta enineda Tov cvotiuatog PICOTS (Population,
Intervention, Comparator, Outcome, Timing kot Setting) kot va Teptiappdvovv
YEVIKOTEPO GTOLYEIN OTMOG 1] YADMGGA, KOl VoL YiVEL TIAOTIKY SOKIUN TOVG GE £va LEPOS TV

emeypévov apbpwv (Damen et al., 2022).

3.3 E€aymyn TV 0£00pévarv

Metd ) d10A0yn TOV HEAETMOV TO EMOUEVO Pripa eivon 1 eaywyn TOV amapoit) TV
OOOUEVOV OO TIG OVOPOPES TV HEAETMV OV Ba suumeptAn@Bovv o peta-avaivon. H
e€aymyn 0T LOG TOPEYEL TIC OTMOLTOVUEVES TANPOPOPIES Y10 VO KOTAGKEVAGOVLE £VOL
VoK LLE TO TEPTYPOUPIKA GTOLYEID TOV HEAETAOV KO EMTPENEL TNV TOLOTIKT] KO, EQV

eMBOVLUOVLE, TNV TOCOTIKY 6VVOYN TV evpnudtov tov étovg (Damen et al., 2022).

"Evag 0dnyoc yo v e€aymyn TV 0e00UEVOV GE TEPIMTMOELS AEIOAOYNONG LEAETAOV
TPOYVOOTIK®V povtéhwv anotelei to CHARMS checklist. Zopemva pe avtod kot pe
yvopova tavia 1o cvotnpa PICOTS, onuavtikég mAnpogopieg mov mpénet vo.

ovAAEEovpe givar ot akolovbeg (Palazon-Bru et al., 2020):
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»  TInyn tov 6edouévav : 0 oxedacIOC TG LEAETNG
»  ZOpUETEXOVTEG : 0 TANOLOoUOG EPAPLOYNG 1 EIOAOYNONG TOV LOVTELOV

» TlpoPremduevn £kPaon: oo eivat To YEYOVOS IOV HOG EVOLUPEPEL VOL

TpoPAEYOLLE Kot OO0 TO XPOVIKO d1doTnpa TG TPOPAEYNC

»  YToynQlol TpoyveGTIKOL TopAyoVTEG: Ol LETAPANTES oL o uTopovGay va

glvol Tapdyovtec ouoy£Tiong pe v EKPoon

»  Méyebog delypatog: tekunpioon 1 evoei&elg 0Tt n peATn €yl apKeETONG

GUUUETEYOVTES Y10 VO OEIOAOYNOEL TO LEAETMUEVO LOVTELO
» EMeinovto dedopéva: mmg dtayelpioTnKay to eEAAeimovta dedopéva

» Koartaokeun tov poviélov: enenynon yio Tov IpoOTo ETA0YNG TV

TPOYVOOTIKMV TOPAYOVI®V TOV GCUUTEPIANPONKAV GTO TEAMKO HLOVTELOD

» Am60001M TOV HOVTEAOV: HETPO LKPLTIKNG KOVOTNTOG Kot Babpovoumong pe

T1G TUTKEG AMOKAIGEL TOVG N T SLUGTILOTO EUTIGTOGVVIG TOVG v divovTon
»  A&oAdynomn Tov HOVTELOL: TPOTTOG EMKHPMOONG TOV LOVTEAOD

»  Métpa KMvikng ypnodtmrag (av divovial): Amoteléouato amd avoAVoELg

Kapmvlov arndeoaong kot Net Benefit

Ooov apopd ta pétpa amdO06NG TOV LOVIEAOL , TOL gival Ko To LETPO TOV OaL PLETOL-
OVOADGOVLE GTY) GLVEYELD , GE TEPITTMOT) TOL O€ HIVOVTOL TO SLOUGTIUATO EUTIGTOGVVIG
TOVG , VILAPYEL TPOTOC VAL TO KOTOAGKEVAGOVLE VTOAOYILOVTAG TO TUTTIKO TOVS GPAALLOL OO
dALec TANpoopies . ZuyKekpEVA TPAOTA EEGYOVLE OO TIC LEAETES T OGNUELNKT
eKTipnom tov C-statistic, To cuvolikd péyebog delypatog Kot 10 GUVOAMKO aptOpod

ekPacewv. To Tomkd opdlpo vroroyiletar g e€ng (Debray et al., 2019):

(3.1)

28



6mov C 1 ektiunon tov c-statistic, n o ap1OudC TV GuVOMKOV ekfdcemv, M o aplOUdC

, . 1
TOV GUVOMKOV N ekPdoewy kar n* = m" = - (m+n)—-1

[ToAAEG Popég Oumg eEVTINPETEL VO LETATPEYOVLE TIC EKTIUNGELG TO C Statistic kot Tov
TLTTIKOV TOV 6PaApatoc og logit kKAipaka Tpv ™ peta-availvor, doTe va TANPoHVIOL Ot
VTOBECELS TOV LOVTELOL TLYOUMVY EMOPAGE®Y OTWG EENYOVLE TOPAKAT®. XE VTNV TNV
epinT®moN 10 TVTIKO GPAAUA VToAoYileTon epappdlovtag ™ néBodo Aérta Kat 0 TOTOG

nov wpokvmtel eivon (Debray et al., 2019) :

,1—c mc
SE(c) ~\/1+n2_—c+1_+c

SE(logit ~ = 3.2
( °gt (C)) c(1—-—c¢) mnc(1l —¢) (3.2)
EvoAloktikd , edv dtvovtal o Oplol TOV S1OGTIUATOS EUTIGTOGVVIG WTOPOVLE VOl
VITOAOYIGOVLE TO TVTTIKO GPAALN TOV C Statistic og logit khipako og eénc:
logit(cypy) — logit(c
SE(logit(c)) = —2 (Cup) — logit(cin) (3.3)

2z*

omov z” ivar to 100(1-0/2) EKOTOGTULOPIO TG KOVOVIKAC KoTavopnc. o ta 95%

dloTNHOTO EUTIGTOGUVNG, Z* = 1,96.
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Mo ta pétpa fabpovounonc, o avticToryog TOTOG Y10 TO TUTIKO GOAALLO TNG
UETOGYNMUOTIOUEVNG OVOAOYIOGS TV GUVOMK®Y TOPATPOVUEV®V TPOG OVOUEVOLEV®OV
exPhosmv dlvetar mapakdTm. AVt T OPA O LETUCYNUATIOUOG YiveTal 6€ KAk

(puokov) AoyapiBuov Tpv ™ peTa-avaivon

SE(In(0: E)) ~ SEO(O) ~ /1 _OPO (3.4)

omov O o ap1fuog TV TapatnpovpevaV eKBacemv kot Po n mapatnpovpevn mbavotnta

™¢ éxPaong (Debray et al., 2019).

3.4 Extipnon ¢ mo10TNTeS TOV HEAETAV KUl TOV KIVOUVOV
GUOTILOTIKOV GPUANUTOS

O «ivduvog Yo cvetuoatikd opdAua (risk of bias) veiotatar 6tav vdpyovv erlelyelg
N EAATTOUATO GTO GYESAGUO 1) TNV ovAAvoN Tov glval THavo va 0dNyNGovy o
AavBaopéva 1 tportorompéva anoteréspota. H agloddynon avtn yivetor wdoavikd amd
dvo dropa kot o€ TepinTwon acvpeoviag enspuPaivel kot tpitog peletnmg. I'a peta-
OVOAVGELG LEAETAV TPOYVMOCTIKMOV LOVTEA®V 1 EKTIUNGT TOV KIVOUVOL GLGTIUATIKOV
GOAALOTOG KOt TNG KATAAANAOANTOG TV cuumepthapfavouévav apbpwv pmopet va
npaypororomei pe to Prediction model Risk of Bias ASsessment Tool (PROBAST)

(Damen et al., 2022), to omoio cvvictotol oe T€00Ep1g TOpEIS aEl0AOYNoNG:

»  ZOUUETEYOVTEG: TIOOVEG TTNYEG CLGTNIATIKOD GOAALATOS TTOL 0POPOVV TIG

pneBOS0VG EMAOYNG CLUUETEXOVIMOV Kol TIC TNYES OEOOUEVMV

» Ilpoyvootikoi mopdyovtes: mOaveS TnyEG CLGTNUATIKOD COAALOTOS TTOV
oyetiovtal e TOV 0pIGUO Kot TN LETPNON TOV TOPOYOVI®MV oL Bal

ouuTEPIANPOOVV GTO HOVTELD
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» 'ExPoon: mbavég mnyég cuaTnuatikod GOAAUATOS TOL GYETI{oVTaL LIE TOV

oplopd Kat T p€Tpnon e EkPaong mov TpoPAEneTal amd T0 LOVTELO

» Avdivon: mBavég myEG CLGTNUATIKOL GPAAUATOG OTIS LeBddoLVG
OTOTIOTIKNG OVAALONG , OTMG 1 EMA0YN TOV HEBOI®V avAAVOTG KoL T

Olayeiplon TOV EALETTOVG®OV TILMOV

O xd0e topéag PROBAST mepiéyel cuyKeEKPIUEVES EPOTHGELS TOV ATTOVTMOVTOL JLE
“No”, “IIiBavog vor”, “ITiBavag ox”, “Oyx” 1 “Kapio tAnpopopia”. Ot epmmoeis eivat
dounpéveg pe t€toto Tpomo Mote 1 omdvrnon “Nat” va vTodniadvel amovoio
cLGTNUATIKOV 6@dApaToc. Eneita elval 6ty guyépeta Tov epguvnti kot fAGEL TV
epmtoemV va Babuoroynoet tov kébe topéa tov PROBAST 660V agopd Tov kivovvo
Y10l GUCTNUOTIKO GOAALN ®OG “YaUNAO”, “OYMAO” N “acapéc”. Ao TIC ETUEPOVG
Babuoroyieg mpoxvmtet kKot 11 cLVOAKY Paboroyia Tng LeAETNG Yo TOV Kivouvo
GLOTNUATIKOV GQaALaToS. XaunAn fadroroyia Aapupdvovy ot peAétes e Yoaunio
Kivduvo o€ OAOVG TOVG TOLEIS , Evd VYNAN Babporoyia Aapfdavovy 6ceg Exovv Evav
TOVAYIOTOV TOpEN e VYNAO Kivouvo. Acapn Baduporoyia Aapfavouy ot pelétes pe Evav
TOVAYIOTOV TOPEN VO KPIVETAL GOPNG KOl LLE TOVG VITOAOUTOVS TOEIS Vo aglodoyodvTon
e younAo xivovvo (Wolff et al., 2019). Avrtibeta, n kataAAnAOTTO TOV HELETOV
Kpivetol Hovo amd Tovg TPELS TPMTOLG TOUEIS (CUUUETEXOVTES, TPOYVMOCTIKOL TOPAYOVTEG
Ko ékPaomn) kot a&roroyeitor avaroyo pe to Badud mwov o Kabe Topéag avtomokpiveTol

GTO EPEVVNTIKO EPMTNLLOL.

3.5 Avaivon Tov 0edopEvmv

A@o¥ BpeBovv OAeg 01 oYeTIKEG PEAETES KoL YIVEL 1] E£0Y®YT| TOV OTAPOLTNTOV
OO0UEVOV OO OVTES , Ol EKTIUNOELS TNG SLOKPITIKNG tkavOTnTog Ko TG Pabpovounong
UTOPOVV VO GLVOYIGTOVV GE £VO OTOOUGHEVO PHEGO 0po. Emeidn cuvinBmg ot pedéteg

eEOTEPIKNG 0E0AOYNONS TOKIAOVLY OGOV APOPA TO GYESAGHO , TNV EKTEAECT| KOl TO
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Qacua ToV ac0evdv , 01 O1POPES GTO AMOTEAECUATO TOVS O LITOPOVV Vo, artodobovv o
TUYOL0 JEYUOTOANTTIKO GQaApa. ETopévmg,  peta-avadAvon tpénet vo eEmTPENEL TNV
TOPOVGIO ETEPOYEVELNG KOL VO, GTOYEVEL GTOV VITOAOYIGHO EVOC GUVOTTTIKOD
QOTEAEGLOTOG TTOV VOL TOGOTIKOTTOLEL TN HEST OmAS00T) OAMV TV PEAETMV. AVTO
emTVYYaveTol EpoproOlovTag LOVTELO TVUYOI®VY EMOPACE®V, TO 0TOI0 GLVLTOAOYILEL TNV
etepoyévelnc. Ot 6TdOUeES TOL YPNOIUOTOIOVVTOL Y10 TOV VTOAOYICUO TG OTAOUGHEVNS
EKTIUNONG , TPOKVTTOVV OO TO TUTIKO COAALN TOV LEAETAOV KOL TNV EKTIUNGN TOV

HEYEBOLG TOL ETEPOYEVELNG.

"Eva onpeio mov 0éhel mpocoyn elvat 1 popen pe v omoia Ba ypnoiporombovv ta
HETPOL TNG OLOKPLTIKTG IKOVOTNTOG Kol TG Babpovounong kotd v avéiivon tove. To

HovtéAo Tuyainv emdploeny Bewpet OTL:

Yi~N(u;,S?),  wi~N(u, %)

6mov Yi &lvat 10 6TaTIoTIKO HETPO TOL pEAETApE Yo kKGO pedétn i=1,2,...K. H peta
avéAvon ALomdv vTofETEL KOVOVIKOTNTO TOV GTATIGTIKOV HETPOV, TOGO £VTOG KAOE
UEAETNG OGO KOt LETOED TOV SAPOP®V UEAETAOV. Z€ £MIMEDO EVTOG TV LEAETMV,
UTOPOVLE VO, TEPIUEVOVLE OTL 1] KAVOVIKOTNTA TANpEiTan edv To péyebog delypatog etvat
apkeTad peydro Pacet tov Kevipikod Oplaxov Oswprpartog. [a v Kavovikdtnto Opmg
TOV TUYoinV emdpdoemy (eninedo peta&d TV HEAETOV), LEAETN TPOGOUOI®ONG EXEL
avédelEe 6tL dovievovtag oe logit Khipaka TAnpeitotl o cuyva n vedbeon
KOVOVIKOTNTAG Y1 TiG Tuyaieg emdpdoetg (Snell et al., 2018). Me 1o petacynuotiopnd

logit, To povtédo Tuyaimv emdpdoewmv yphpetar mg eENG:

logit(ci)NN(.udiscr' Var(logit(ci)) + Tgiiscr) (3-5)

omov logit(ci) o logit petacynpotiopdg Tov ¢ statistic yio v i-ooth peAém ko 2 1

€TEPOYEVELD LETOED TV peAET®V. 'Emeta amd tnv ektiunomn tov HoviéAov, UTopodLLE Vo
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vroloyicovpe to C-statistic otnv apyikn Tov Khipoka Oo xpPNGILOTOGOVLE TO

logit_l(ﬁdiscr) ) ﬁ 1(5081’)\/0”40‘ 1/(1 + exp(_ﬁdiscr))-

Oocov apopd ta pétpa fadpovounong n kiion Pabuovounong ko n péon Pabpovounon
OgV OmanTOvV KATOL0V LETAGYNUATIOUO , 0POV TKOVOTOLEITON 1) KOVOVIKOTNTO HETAED TV
peretav. o v avaAoyio OT®G TV TOPATNPOVUEVOV TPOG TIG AVAUEVOUEVEG EKPACELG
QTTOTEITOL LETOCYNUATIOUOG EAV SLOPEPOVY OPKETA O EMOPAGELS TOV TPOPAETTIKMDV
TAPOYOVTIWV. LT GUYKEKPUYEVT TEPITTMOT GLVICTOTOL O AOYOUPIOUIKOC LETAGYNUATIOUOG

étor wote(Snell et al., 2018; Debray et al., 2019):

In(0: E); ~N (Ueqr.op, Var(n(0: E);) + t4.0k) (3.6)

["o Tov VTOAOYIGUO TMV GUYKEVIPOTIKMV EKTIUNGEDV T®MV 000 UETP®V 0E0AOYNONG
TOV HOVTEA®V, 0VTO Umopel va yivel pe ) Bedtiotonoinon g (AoyaplOuncouévng)

mBavoeavelog Tov poviéAwv (3.5) kat (3.6) yia va mpokdyouv ot €EAG EKTIUNATPIEG:

i\t + var(§))

ﬁpooled = 1 (3.7)
K
2i=1 <T2 + Var(@i)>
SE(ﬁpooled) = \/ K ! A (3.8)
22,1/ (% + Var(6,)))

6mov 10 B, AVTITPOCSMTEVEL TNV EKTIUNGON TG TaPapéTpoL og kdbe pehét i (logit(c), log
(O:E), calibration slope, 7 calibration-in-the-large) ko1 to 1/(t% + Var(8;)) eivon n tyin

oL TaipveEL 1 6TAOUN TOV SIVETOL OTIC EKTIUNGELS TV EMUEPOVG LEAETAV LLE TO LOVTEAO
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TOV TUY0iOV EMSpacemv. TtV KLaotkh Tposéyyion Tov DerSimonian kat Laird to 12
vroAoyiletan Eexmplotd Kot £melto TpooTifeTaL OTIC EEICMOELS TAPATAVED YLl TOV
voAoyoud TV ektyunTpidv. H Bifloypaeio dpmc mpoteivel t ypfon restricted
maximum likelihood estimation (REML) y1a tov voloyiopd tov T2, mov fswpeitor
BeAtimon oe oyéon e TOV apyIKo EKTIUNTN LEYIoTNG TBaVOPAVELNS, 0oV O Bewpel

dedopévn ™ péon T tov extpiosav 0§, (Debray et al., 2019; Langan et al., 2019).

Meilovoc evolapEpovtog elval Kot 1) KOTOOKELT SLUGTNUATOV EUMIGTOCHVNG Kot
SOTNUATOV TPOPAEYNC TOV EKTIUNCEDY TOV GUVOAK®OV HETP®V SL0KPLITIKNG IKOVOTNTOG
kot Badpovéounone. Ta dwaotipata TpdPreyng Exovv Wiaitepn onuoascio KabOg Oa pog
OMGOVVY Ha EVOELEN TOV EVPOVG TNG ETEPOYEVELNG LETAED TOV LEAETAOV KO TOV TOGO KOAG
Bo cvumeprpépetar to povtédo mov peretdpe o€ pio véa pedétn. Ta dwuotpata avtd
nephappdvooy v afefatdtnTa YOp® omd TV eKTIUNON GAAL Kot TNV €TEPOYEVELN
petald tov peketdv. o to Adyo avtd cuvnbmg eival o gupeia amd To SICTHHOT

eumiotoovvng (Damen et al., 2022).

["a Tov VTOAOYIGUO TV TVTKAOV GPOUALATOV KOl TNV Aro@LYT| TH0vVOD GLGTNUATIKOD
GOAANATOG OTAV 1] LETA-0VAAVGOT) OV TEPLAapPavel TOALES perétec, N PipAoypapia
npoteivel T S10pOH®GN TOV TLTIKOV GPAALATOG TNG ekTipNoMG pe ™ pébodo Twv Hartung

kot Knapp (Debray et al., 2019). To d10pfmuévo tomikd opaipo vroroyiletol og e&ng:

~ _ N 1 K (él - ﬁ)Z
SEHK(.upooled) - SE(:upooled) K—1 2i=1 Var(G-) + i—Z (3-9)
i

OnodTE 10 SLACTNO EUTIGTOGHVNG diveTol amd TOV TOTO

ﬁpooled * tK—1,0.975§EHK(ﬁpooled) (3-10)
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omov tk-1 dnAdver to 100(1-a/2) exotootnuodpio g Student-t kotovoung pe K-1 Babpovg
elevbepiag , pe o cuvnBwg ico pe 0.05 Yo va 0MGEL EMTMESO GTATIGTIKNG ONUAVTIKOTNTOG
5% ko apa 95% opa a&omiotiog. Emidéyeton n katavoun Student-t, avti tng kavoviknig

Y1 vo AneOei vroym ko 1 ofefondnTo Tov T2,

AvrticTtorya to ddotnuo TpdPAeync TG EKTiUNoNG divetan amd Tov TOTO

ﬁpooled i tK—Z,O.975\/‘£'2 + (ﬁ(ﬁpooled))z (3-11)

omov yiveton ypron g Student-t katavoung , avTi ¢ Kavoviknig, yio va Anedet vwdym n
apefordtra tov T (Debray et al., 2019).

Metd TV OAOKANP®OT) TG LETA-0VAAVGNC KOl TOV VITOAOYIGHO TOL GUVOETIKOV deikTn
TpaypoTonoleitol Kot avédAvon evoicOnaciog,  onoio xpnoomoteitan yio T depevvnon
MG EMOPAONG LEHOVOUEVOV HEAETOV 6TO cLVOETIKO dgiktn. 'ETot yio mapddetypa yio va
Otepevvn el N enidpaomn TV HEAETOV YOUNANG TOWOTNTOG, ETAVOAAUPavETOL 1) peTa-

avéAvon eEapmVTog TIG LEAETES LE LYNAO KIVOLVO Y10 GLGTNUATIKO COAALOTOL.

3.6 Algpevnon TG €TEPOYEVELOG NETUED TMV HELETOV

Ortav mopatnpodiLe eTeEPOYEVELN LETAED TOV HEAETMV GTO LETPOL TG SLOKPLTIKNG
KovoTNTag Kot Badpovouncng evog TpoPAenticod LovtéAov, Eivol TOAD ONUOVTIKO Vo
Kévovpe depedivnon TV THAVOV TNYOV TG ETEPOYEVELNG ALTNG. AVTO lvarl Eva
ONUOVTIKO B0 Y10 VO KOTOVOT)GOVLE GE TTOLEC TEPUTTAGELS 1 ETIO0CT] TOL LOVTEAOL
TOPOUEVEL ETOPKNG KoL TOTE TO HOVTEAO evOyeTan va ypetdletal Pedtioon. Baoikég
Y& £TEPOYEVELNG EIVOL OL OTOTEAOVV JALPOPES GTO GYEOLAGHO KOl GTOVG TANOLGHOVG
TOV HEAETAOV.
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Ta 10 YvooTd Kot E0PEMG YPNCLOTOIOVUEVO. LETPA ETEPOYEVELNG OTIG LETO AVOIAVGELG
toyoiov emdpdcemv sivat 1 otatiotiky suvdptnon Q tov Cochran, o deikng ItV
Higgins ka1 Thompson kot 1 Stakvpavon (etepoyévela) T2puetaéd tmv peletdv. To
otottoTikd kprrnplo Q tov Cochran ypnoiponoeitat yia vo dtaympicet 1o SerylaTIKO
COAALO TOV LEAETMV OO TNV TPAYLLOTIKY €TEPOYEVELD LETAED TV pedetdv. Opiletar mg
éva oTaUIcUéVO AOPOIoHO TETPOYDVOV KOl YPNCUYLOTOIEL OVGLUGTIKA TNV ATOKAICT) TG
TOPOTPOVLEVNG eMidpaonC B, ke pnekétng amd 1 GLVOETIKY enidpoon épooled
oTafopévn pe To avtioTpoeo TG dtakOpavong g kébe pekétng, wy. O Tomog givan

(Harrer et al., 2022):

K
~ ~ 2
Q= Z WK(HK - epooled) (2-12)
k=1

O ékeyyoc etepoyévetoc | arlidg Cochran’s Q test, Bacileton otnv mapadoyn 6t to Q
oxohovdet y? kotavopn pe k-1 Pabpodve ehevdepiog ko sivon Evag ELeyyog g vTodeong

OTL OV VILAPYEL ETEPOYEVELN LETOED TOV LEAETDV.

O Seiktng 12 eivon évog GALOC TPOMOG TOGOTIKOTOINGTG TNG ETEPOYEVELOG LETAED TOV
peretov kot Baciletor vBémg oto Q. OpileTar g T0 TOGOGTO TG HETAPANTOTNTOG TV
OEIKTOV eMidpaong mov dev opeiletar og derypatikd oedipa. O TOmOG Tov giva:

Q-(k-1)

| (I — 2.13
0 (2.13)

6mov k 0 cuvolikdg apdudc peketmv. To 12 dev pmopel vo mépel apvnTiKég TEG KL £TGL
g 1o Q eivan pkpodtepo and to K-1, 1o 12 maipver ovtdpato v riun pumdév (Harrer et
al., 2022).

Mia péfodog dtepehivnong TV INymV eTEPOYEVELNG EIVOL 1) LETA-TTOALVIPOUNOT| OTAV
VILAPYEL CYETIKA PEYAAOG aPIOUOG LEAETMV TOV GLUVEICPEPOVY GTI HETA-OVAAVOT|, OOV
eEapuévn petafint eivor n (LETACYNUATIGUEVT) EKTIUNOT TOV LETPOL TPOPAETTIKNG
eMi000MG TOV HOVTELOVL. G aveldptnTeg LETAPANTES YPNCLOTOLOVVTOL TAPAYOVTES GTOVG

omoiovg umopel va opeidetonl avTh 1 O1POPE TV HETPMV EMLO0CTG OTIMG 1) TOLOTNTA
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(xtvouvog cuoTNUATIKOD GEAALATOS), TO XOPOKTNPIOTIKA TV LEAETOV (£T0¢ O1eE0y®YNG,
EPEVVNTIKOG GYESUGLOC, TPOTOG GLAAOYNG TV OEOOUEVMV KAT), GUVOTTIKA
YOPOKTNPIOTIKA TV acBevdv (my péon nhkio) 1| akoOUn Kol GToLXElo TNG OTATICTIKNG
avAALONG. XT1 UETO-TAAVOPOUNGT), O CLUVTEAEGTNG TOALVOPOUNONG B eKppalel Twg M
e€aptnuévn petafantn, oty mpokeévn nepintmon to logit(c), o log(O:E), o
calibration slope 7 to calibration-in-the-large, petapdiletor peta&d TV LITOOUASWV TV
peAET®V €4V M ave&apTnTN HETOPANTNA elvan Katnyoptkn 1) ava pio povado avénong yuo
pio cvveyn ave&aptntn petaPfAn. Opwe n 1oydg TV EAEYXWOV GTOTIGTIKNG
ONUOVTIKOTNTOS GE OVTEC TIC VOADGELS Eival GLVROMC YoUNAY, E101KA €6V 0 aplOUOC TV
peretov glvan pkpdc. TéLog ot PeTa-maAVOPOUNGELS Kot 01 AVOADGELS VITO-OUAdWV Elval
EMPPENELS 6€ 01KOAOYIKA cvotnuatikd oedipata (ecological fallacy) dtoav avoivovv
ouvvorntikd dedopéva acbevav (Debray et al., 2017). EvaAloktikd, pmopei va epopproctel
avdAvon vo-opddwV 1 omoic cuvoyilel TV MIOOGT TOL LOVTEALOL GE OLOPOPETIKES

VOO UAOES.

3.7 llapovoiacn Kol EPUNVELD TOV OTOTELECUATOV

[ToAb Baoikd KOPPATL TOV HETO-AVAADGE®V EIVOL 1] TOPOVLGINGT Kol EPpUNVEID TV
ELPNUATOV Kot 1] SLOTVTMOOT TOV CLUTEPAGUAT®V TOL gpevvnTn. [1pémel va
TOPOVGLUGTOVV Kol Vo 0E0A0YN000V TOGO T GLVOETIKA LETPO OTAOOoNG TTOV
eKTIUNONKOV ad T 6TOTIOTIKN aviivon 660 kat 1) afepoardtta tovg (Damen et al.,
2022). 'Eva. gpyadeio a&lohdynong tov supnudtov sivar to Grading of Recommendations
Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE). O ntévte topeic mov e€etalel n
KMpoka GRADE glvat o kivovvog cuotnpatikod cedApatog , n avaxpifeio, n
aGVVERELD, 1 EALELYN apecOTNTAS Kot TO opdipa dnpocicvong (Foroutan et al., 2020).
[Tpdcata dnpoctedre pio perétn yia tn ypron tov GRADE g cuotnuatikég
OVOOKOTNOELS KOl LETO-avoAVoelC TpoPAentikmv povtédwy (Foroutan et al., 2022). To
o opog ypniet mepattépm depevvnong, apoL to dpbpo eotiale povo ota pHéTpa
Babuovounong. [épav avtdv eivar ypricLLo va Tapovcstdlovtatl TANPOPOoPIieg Yio TOVG
TANOLVGUOVE TOV HEAETOV EEMTEPIKNG BELOADYNONG TOL YPTCLOTOONKAY Y10 TN LETAL-
avéAvon Kot 0pilo a&lomioTiog 1 Kot TPOPAEYNC TOV EKTIUNGE®V TNG LETO-0VAALGTG

(Damen et al., 2022).
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H dnuocigvon tov amoteheGUATOV LOG CLOGTNUOTIKNG OVOCGKOTNOTG Kol LLETO-
avaivong mpénet va akolovbei Tig 0onyieg tov PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Itmes for
Systematic reviews and Meta-Analysis) Tov vrodeikviel ta Pacikd onpeio avapopdig yio
Ho LETO-aVAALGOT HEAETMV TaPEUPOONG, TOV EIVOL KATWG GYETIKT LE LETO-OVOAVGELS
peretav eEmteptkng a&toloynongs. EmmAéov pmopet va ypnoipomondei ko to TRIPOD
(transparent reporting of a multivariate prediction model for individual prognosis or
diagnosis) mov TopEyel GLGTAGELS Y10 AVOPOPH UEAETOV AVATTVUENG , ETIKOPMOOTG KoL
avaPafpiong TpoPAENTIK®V HOVTEL®V. [d0VIKE Y100 LETA-OVOADGELS TPOYVMOGTIKADV
poviélmv Ba Bonbovoe o cuvdvacpog tov TRIPOD pe to PRISMA (Debray et al., 2017;
Damen et al., 2022).
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KE®AAAIO 4
YYXTHMATIKH ANAXKOITHXH KAI META-ANAAYXH THX
MMPOI'NQETIKHY IKANOTHTAX TOY MONTEAOY SAPS II

4.1 Yo ko M£00d0g

[IpaypatomomOnkKe GLGTNUATIKY AVOGKOTNGT] KO LETU-OVOAVGON TNG OYETIKNG
Broypagiag. Ot péBodot avaltnong Kot avagopdis Tov ypnoLomomonkay
Baoiotnkav otovg 0dnyovg Tov Debray (Debray et al., 2017, 2019) kot tov Damen
(Damen et al., 2022)

To gpguyMTIKO EPOTNUA TNG LEAETNG LG Etvan

“A&oAdynon g tpoPrentikng eykupotntag tov povtéAov SAPS Il yuo v mpoPieyn
¢ Bvnodmrag o acbeveic mov Ppiokoviar ce ME®”. O mapokdto mivakag delyvet

ovvoeon pe to ovotnua PICOTS

IMivaxag 4.1: To gpevvntikd epotnua Pdoet tov cvotiuatog PICOTS

PICOTS SYSTEM
Population AocBeveic og povadeg evrotikng Bepanciog (ME®)
Intervention SAPS 11
Comparator model  Mn epapuocio
Outcome Evdovocoxopetaxn Ovnopodmta

Timing Ev10¢ 100 Tp®dTOL EIKOGITETPADPOV OO TNV ELCAYDYN
Tov acBevi ot ME®

Setting H a&oldynon g tpofAenTIKNG IKOVOTNTOS TOV
HOVTELOL KO 1] AVOTOPAY®YLLOTTO TOV UE GTOYO TNV
€vtoén Tov otV Kanuepivi) KAvikn Tpdsén yio
AMym amoeacewV
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4.1.1 Avalitnon Kot emioyn apOpwv

[paypoatomombnke PipAtoypaeikn avaokdnnon oty eAevBepn NAEKTPOVIKN
mhoteoppo avolnmmong PubMed v nepiodo and 16 OxtmpBpiov 2022 péypt 20 Nosuppn
2022. To PubMed emidéxbnke emeidn amoterel tn dnuodcto emipdvelo tng fdong
MEDLINE 6mwg kot dAA®V BAce®V dE00UEVODV, KAOIGTMOVTAG TO OC TNV TPOTUPYIKN
my" Prowatpikng BipAoypagiog kot pio amd TG mo vpéms TPoSPAcIES TNYEG GTOV
koopo. H avalmon Paciomke oto cvotnua PICOTS pe ) Bonbeia tov omoiov
datvmOnke to epevvnTIKO epd@TNUA. O1 Opot avalTnong Tov y¥pnoLHoTomOnKay yio
TNV €VPECT KATUAANA®V LELETOV MG TPOG TOV THTO TOV TPOYVMOCTIKO LOVTELO NTAV Ol

“SAPS”,”SAPS 11”,”SAPS2”,”SAPS 2”,”SAPS 3”,” Simplified Acute Physiology Score”

Ko TanToypova glonydncov ot opot “prediction model” "predictive model™, "risk

score",“nomogram”, "clinical prediction model”, "decision support models", "prediction
rule”, "prognostic model", "diagnostic model", “specificity and sensitivity” yio v
€VPeCT HEAETOV aE10AOYNONG TV TPOPAENTIKOV LOVTEA®V. XpnotporomOnkay eniong
Kot 600 Mesh 6pot mov givat EVPEWS YPNGILOTOLOVUEVO EPYOLEID Yo TNV avalTnoT 610
PubMed ka1 cvykekpyéva ot "Simplified Acute Physiology Score”[Mesh] kat

“specificity and sensitivity” [Mesh].

AxolovOnoe n pdon daloyng, N omoia tpaypatoro|dnke oe dvo otdda. To TpdTo
614010 £ytve pe faon Tov TITAO KoL TNV TEPIANY™M Ko Enetta o 0o dpOBpa emAEYONKa

GT0 TPOTO GTAO0 £yve TEPALTEP® Ol0A0YN e Pdom To TANPES Kelpevo.

Kpimpua emdoyng yuo tig peréteg rav 1) va meptrapfdvet acbeveig mov elyoav eioaybel
oe kamowo ME®, 2) va peketd ) Ovnoudttd tovg, 3) vo kavel eEmTepikn entkipmon
tov SAPS Il gite ®g Tpog ™ drokprTikn Tov KavdTTa £ite WG TPOg T fadpovounon,
AKOUO KL OV 0VTO OEV NTOV 0 TPMTAPYIKOG 6TOYOG TG HEAETNG, 4) Vo TapEyel
TANPOPOPIES Yo To LETPA AELOAOYNONG TOV HOVTEAOD KO TO TUTIKO TOVG COUALA 1) TO
95% o140 EUTIGTOGVVIG TOVG, 5) Vo £IVOL TPOOTTIKEG 1) OVAOPOUIKEG LEAETES Ko 6)
va €govv Onpoctevdel péoa 61o 2022 AOY® XPOVIKGOV TEPLOPICUDY TNG TOPOVCOS

OUTAMUOTIKNG EpYOTiOg.

Ta kprtpro AmoKAEIGHLOV TV HeAETMOV NTav 1) vo fTav Ypappéves 68 KATolo YAMGGa
TEPQ OO TV AYYAIKT, 2) va giyov onpoctevdet mpv arnd to 2003 ko 3) va unv frov

olaféo1po to TANPEG Kelpevo Toug.
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4.1.2 EEayoyn TV 0£00uéVOV

H g&ayomyn tov dedopévav éyve pe 0onyd 1o CHARMS checklist mov givon e16ukd
OYEOLAGLLEVO Y10l GUGTNUATIKES OVOCKOTNGELS TPOYVOCTIKMY TPOPAENTIKAOV LOVTEAWDV
(Palazon-Bru et al., 2020). Ta dedopéva Tov cuAAEXONKay NTov 1) n Ty tov
dedopEvav, 2) 1o €idog g ueAétng, 3) o oploudc ¢ EkPaonc, 4) xoapaKINPIoTIKA TOV
acBevov (Mhikia, Tomog g ME®, tomog acbévelag), 5) néyebog delypatoc ko aptOuog
ekPacemv, 6) dloyeiplon EALEUTOVOOV TIUAV KOl 7) TIES TOV UETPOV OOKPLTIKAG
wavotntog ko Babpovounong etyav avaepepbel otig peréteg. Ta pétpa dtokpitikng
wavotntag teptehdpupavay to gpfadd g kapmving ROC kot t dakprtikn KAion, evod
ta mBovd pétpa Pabuovounong Nrav n otabepd Padrovounong, n kiion Pabuovounong,
1 avoA0Yio TOV TOPATNPOVUEVOV KOl TOV AVOUEVOUEV®VY eKBacewmy Kot To Hosmer-
Lemeshow test. EmitAéov kataypdenkay cuvolkd pétpo énwmg to Brier okop kot to R
squared Kot TANPOPOPIES Y10 OGEC HEAETEG ElyaV KAVEL AVAAVGT TNG KOUTOANG OATOQOoNG

(Decision curve analysis, DCA).

4.1.3 Extipnon g mo10TNToS TOV HEAETAOV KOl TOV KIVOUVOV
GUOTILOTIKOV GQUANOTOS

H nmowvmta tov emdeypévov peietdv extipunonke pe 1o epyaieio PROBAST mov
a&lohoyel Tov Kivouvo GLGTNUATIKOL GOAALATOG Kot TNV KataAinAdtnta tovg. ['a tov
K{vouvo cLGTNUOTIKOD GOAALOTOG APONKOY VITOYT TEGGEPELS TOUEIS (CUUUETEXOVTEG,
nwpoPrentiKol Tapdyovieg, EkPaon kol avdAvon), Evo yio TV KATaAANAOTTO LOVO 01
mpoTol tpets. Kabe topéac fabuoroysiton pe yapnio, acaeés 1 vymid Kivouvo kot
avaAoyo e Tig EMUEPOVS Paboroyieg TPOKVTTEL Kot 1) GLVOALKY| BafoAloyia.
Yvykekpuéva edv 6Aot ot Topeic fabporoynBovv pe yopnAod kivouvo T0Te 0 GLVOATKOG
kivovvog Ba givar yaunAdg, evd eqv VITAPYEL E6TO Kl EVAG TOUENS LE aoapn 1| VYNAO
Kivduvo TOTE 0 GLVOAIKOG KivOLuVog Ba YapaKTNPLETEL G ACAPNS 1) VYNAOS avTicTOLKO.

(Wolff et al., 2019).
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4.1.4 Mg0oooroyia peta-avaivong

[Ipwv v de€aywyn g HeTo-avaAvong Tay amapaitnTtog 0 VITOAOYIGUOC TOV TUTIKMV
cQoipdtov Kot Tov 95% dwomudtov epmictociving tov AUROC ektyumocewv, og 06eg
pueréteg oev eiyav 600t amevbeiog avtd ta uétpa. Ilo ouykekpiuéva, 2 povo HEAETEG
AVEPEPOV KOIL TO TUTIKO o@aApa kat To 95% ddotua epmotoovvng (Krasselt et al.,
2022; Wang et al., 2022), 6 dev avépepav kovéva amo ta dvo (Hai and Viet Hoa, 2022;
Mirzakhani et al., 2022; Qi et al., 2022; Rong et al., 2022; Alvarez-Avello et al., 2022;
Zou et al., 2022), evd ot vorowreg 17 Edwvav pdvo 10 95% ddotnpa gpmictocvving. To
AUROC petaoynuatiotnke og logit khipoko, ®ote vo e£ac@aiiotel n tpodmodeon g
Kavovikng kKotavoung petaé&d tav ueietov (Snell et al., 2018; Debray et al., 2019). O
VTOAOYIGHOG TOV TUTKOD COAUALOATOG EYIVE LLE TO OPLOL TOV SLOGTILOTOS EUTIGTOCVVNG LLE
Tov T070 (3.3) , aALG 6€ TEPITT®ON TOL EAEWTE AVTH 1 TANPOPOPID, O VITOAOYIGHOG EYVE
pe 1 Pondeta Tov peyéBovug delypatog Kot Tov aptipud Tov eKPAcE®V e TOV TOTO
(3.2)(Debray et al., 2019).

211 GLVEXELN EPAPUOCTNKE LOVTELO TUYXOLMV ETOPACEMV TOV LETACYNLATICUEVOV
AUROC gktypumoemv kat ot 6TdfLeS ToVG boAoyiotnkay pe ™ HEB0do g avticTpoeng
dwaxvpavong. Eniong, ypnoponomdnke o restricted maximum likelihood (REML)
EKTIUNTNG Y10 TOV VIOAOYIGHO TOV T2 Ko Tparypotomodnke S10pfmon tov Tumikoy
GOAALLOTOG TNG GLVOTTIKNG EKTIUNONG pe T péBodo twv Hartung-Knapp. Mepuéc
peréreg e€étalav mive and pia ékPaocn Bavdtov oe d10POoPETIKOVG VITOTANOVGLOVG,
OTOTE AVTEC GLVEICPEPAY TEPIGGOTEPEG O pio LETPNOELS Yo TV avaAivon. H katavoun
tov ektyumoewv ™Ms AUROC o1ig emuépoug HEAETEC Kot 1) GUVOTITIKY EKTIUNOT LE TO
avtiotorya 95% ScTNHATO EUTIGTOGVYNG KoL TPOBAEYNS Kot ToL LETPO. ETEPOYEVELNG

Tapovcldotnkay pe tn Pondeia tov dwypappdtov dacovg (forest plots).

[Ma ™) depedvnon g etepoyévelag LETOED TOV HEAETMOV Eyvay 000 AVAADGELS VTTO-
opdd®v, Yo vo dtepeuvnOet voeyoeVT 010pOPOTTOINCT| GE GYECN LE TO €100G NG
éxPaong Kot e T0 GLVOMKO KIVOUVO Y10 GLGTNUOTIKO GEAALA, avTioTOl 0. APYIKA
voAoyioTnKe pia cuvortiky ektipumomn tov logit(AUC) avd vroopddo pe ™ pébodo twv
TUYOHOV ETOPACEDV KOl ETEITOL VTOAOYIGTNKE TO GTATIGTIKO Kpitiplo Q yia va ereyyOel
€4v vILAPYEL O10POPA PETAED TOV EKTIUNCEDV TOV VTOOUAO®V (GVYKPIvOVTaG HE TNV
optoxn) T e ¥ katovoung pe G-1 Baduovg erevdepiog, 6mov G o aplOpdc Tov

voopadmv (edm G = 3 yia T1g vo-opuadeg ava EkPacn kot G =3 ava katnyopia Kvdvvov
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opdluatog) (Harrer et al., 2022). Eneidn otnv avdivon tov avd koot vanpye neydan
avopolopop@io LETOED TV OUAd®MVY, DVTOAOYIGTNKE KOl YPTCLUOTOONKE VO GUVOTTIKO
72 7oV NTov KOO Yo OAEC TIG Opddec. Avtifeta Y10 TNV avaAVoT TMV LTOOUAS®Y AV
Kot yopia KtvohHvou Y10 GUGTNUATIKO GOAALLO, Ol VTOOUAOES OEV NTAV TOGO
OVOLLOLOLLOPPESG Kol VITOTEDMKE OTL 1] ETEPOYEVELD LETAED TV PEAETMV Ba etvan

dlpopeTikn o€ kdbe voopdda.

[Tépa amd v avaAvon VTo-oUdd®V TPOYUATOTOONKOY Kot aVaADGELS evonctnciog
aroxkAeiovtog kKa0e popd mBovEG peléteg pe LYNAG KIvOLVO Y10l GUGTNUATIKO GOAALLOL Kol

UEAETEG e TTOAD LUKPEL 1) TOAD peydia. peyEdn detypotog.

O «ivévvog yio GuoTNUATIKO GEAALN INUOCTEVONG EEETAGTNKE LE TNV KATOOKELT
funnel plot ka1 pe tov éleyyo tov Egger. To funnel plot o amovsio cuoTnuatiKoDd
cQAApaTOG LTOOETEL OTL LEAETEG e VYNAT akpifela Ba GLYKEVIPOVOVTOL KOVTA GTNV
TN TOV cLVOETIKOD delkTn Kot pehéteg pe pkpoTepn axpifeia Bo KotaveépovTon
GUUUETPIKE YOP® amd TO cLVOETIKO delKTY, divovTag £T61 6TO YpAeN LA £Va TEPITOV
TPYOVIKO oynua. ATokAion and To oy avtd ivor EVOEIEN ToPOLGI0G CLGTNLOTIKOV
o@aApatog dnpocicvons. Ocov agopd tov Eheyyo Tov Egger, avtdg anotehel ovclacTicd
pio ypop Ky ToAvopoUnon TOV EKTIUNGEMV TNG EXIOPACTS TPOS T TUTTIKA GOAALLATOL
TOVG GTOOUGUEVOV LLE TNV OVTIGTPOPN SLoKOLOVGT] TOLS. EGv 1 ypopur maiivdpodunong
OEpyeTol amd TV apyn ToV aEOVOV ovTO ONUAIVEL 0TOVGI0 GLGTNUATIKOD COAALONTOG

onpocigvong.

H avéivon tov dedopévov tpaypatoromOnke oty ékdoon 4.0.3 e R.

4.2 ATIOTEAEXMATA

4.2.1 Anoteréopata avalnTnong

H Bproypapixn avalnmmon ot Pdon PubMed édmoe apyucd 728 anotehéopata
(Tpdonua 4.1). And avtd, pécm g dteloyne Pacet TitAov Kot TepiAnyng
amoxkAeiotnKav cuvolkd 422 (58%) apBpa. Avapesa o avtd vaipyov 8 (1.9%)
avaockonnoels, 105 (24.9%) dpbpa omoia NTav dnpoctevpéva tptv o 2003, £va(0.2%)
elye amoovpbei Kot Ta vrorora 308(73%) dev NTOV GYETIKA LE TO EPEVYNTIKO EPDOTNLLOL.

Ev cvveyeia, mpaypoatomromOnke d1adoyn Baciopévn oto mAnpeg keipevo o€ 306 dpbpa,
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€K TV omoimv katdAAnia kpidnkav ta 200(65.4%). Zxeddv 6T0 GUVOAD TOVG, TO HETPO
aE10A0YNONG TNG OLOKPITIKNG TKAVOTNTOG TV TPOPAETTIKOV LOVIEA®Y TOL
ypnowonoinocav frav to AUROC, eve avtifeta ta mepiocdtepa dpOpa dev a&loAdyncov
KaBO6Aov TV BabHovOuNon TOV HOVIEA®VY LE KATOo10 amd T Slafécipa HETpa. XTig
TEPUTTAOGELS TOL VI PYE a&loAdYNoN g Pabovounong avto Ba yivotay Kuping eite pe
tov éheyyo Tov Hosmer-Lemeshow eite pe tnv avaloyio Topatnpoduevmy Tpog
AVOUEVOUEV®V EKPACE®DY, TTOV dev elvar Kot Ta TTo akplPr] Kot a&lomiota Hétpa. Ao ta
106 apBpa mov amoppipbnkay 6To deVTEPO GTASIO TG dLaAoYNS, Ta 53(50%) dev Exavav
aglohdynon tov SAPS Il povtélov, 6(5.7%) dev eiyav d1a0éciuo To mANpeg Keipevo,
4(3.8%) Ntav avackomnoelg, 13(12.3%) dev ypnowonoincay detypa aclevav mov vo
elyav ewoaybel og kdmoww ME®, 21(19.8%) elyav ékPaom mov dev avTIGTOLOVGE GTO
gpevvnTIKo epdTU, 3(2.8%) dev elyav T Intovpevn extipnomn tov SAPS Il okop 610
{nrovpevo ypovikd miaicto, 4(3.8%) siyov eAlmeig mAnpopopieg yia v a&toAdynon Tov

povtédov, 1(0.9%) frav ypdupa otov cvvtdin kot 1(0.9%) frav durhdtoumo.

Ao 11g 200 emAéEyeg PEAETEG TOV TPOEKLY AV ATtO TNV OvaLTTNON KoL TNV
0AOKAP®OT TNG S1AOYNG, OTNV TOPOVGO, EPYAGIN YPNGLOTOONKAV HOVO O1 HEAETES
TOV TEAELTAIOV £TOVG OGTE Va efvol EPIKTH M SLoEIPLOTN TOL OYKOL TNG £PYAGING, ONANOT
25 peréreg. Mepikéc peréteg e€éralav v a&loAdynomn tov HovTéAOD Yia Téve amd pia
mhaveég exPdoelg Ko kdmoteg dALeS aSl0A0YOVoAY TO LOVTELO GE OVO SLOUPOPETIKAL
detyparta eEmtepikng emkvpwong. Ot ekPacelg otig omoieg avapepdtav to SAPS Il crop
Kol 01 0TToieg GLUTEPIANPONKAY 6T avaAvon fTav 1 BvnooTTa EvTOg 28 NUEPOV, 1|
Bvnootta evtog 30 nuepdv, N vosokopelakn Bvnopodtnta Kot ) Ovnopndnra oTig
MER®. H 6vnopdmta evidg 28 nuepov kot 1 Bvnopdtra evrog 30 nuepdv evidydnkov
otV 1010 Katnyopio 610 6Téd10 TS AvAALGONG LTO-OpAdWY PBdoet g EkPaong. Ymmpye
pia ektipnon yuo ™ Bvnopodmta evtog 72 opdv Kot pia yio v tnota Ovnopdmra,
aAAG auTég amokAeiotniay amd Ty avaivon. Telwkd, n peta-avaivon

Tpaypatoromonke oe 33 S10POPETIKES Ko OVEEAPTNTES TAPOUTNPNGELS OO 25 HEAETEC.

4.2.2 XopoKTNPIGTIKG TOV HEAETOV

Ta kbpra yopakTploTikd TV 25 peret®v mov eeTdotnikay cuvoyiloviatl GTOV Tivaka

4.2. Amo tig 25 peréteg o1 3 (12%) NTav TpoonTikég PeEAETEG KOOPTNG KOl OL VITOAOTES
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Ipaonpoa 4.1: Ztpatnyikn avalntnong Kot 01adtkacio StAoyng

Abstracts identified from:

Pubmed n=728
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Title/Abstract screened n=728

Rejected

1. Reviews n=8

2. Lack of relevance n=309

3. Published before 2003 n=105

A 4

Full text screening n=306

Rejected

Screening

No SAPS Il validation n=53
No full text n=6

1
2
3. Not applicable outcome n=21
4

Not enough information for

validation n=4
Reviews n=4

Not ICU patients n=13

Timing of measurement n=3

Full text screening n=306

Duplicate n=1

© ©® N o O

Letter to the editor n=1

Studies included in analysis n=25
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(published in 2022), involving 33

independent external validations
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22(88%) Mtav avadpopkég peréteg kooptns. e 13(52%) peréreg ta dedopéva
oLAAEYONKaY amd dnuodcia TpocsPhoiueg Baoelg dedopévav, oe 8(32%)
YPNOLOTOMON KAV ovadpopkd dedopéva amd e0VIKA Kot TaVETIGTNIOKE VOsoKOopEin
Ko KéEvpa vyeiag, o€ 3 (12%) o dedopévo TPOEPYOVTAY OO KOOPTES TAVETIGT UKDV
K0l GTPOTIOTIKOV Vocokoueimv kot pia (4%) perétn mpe dedopéva Kot amd dnpocia
Béion dedopévev Kot amd vosokopeio. Ocov apopd TV y®pa TPOEAEVONC TOV OEOOUEVMV
VINPYE PEYAAN ETEPOYEVELQ., LUE TIG LEAETEG VAL £XOVV CLAAEEEL dedopéva amd GUVOAKE

13 yodpeg, pe emkpatéotepeg Tic HITA (n=11 peléteg, 44%). Mia ek v peAET®V NTOV
molvebvikn o 3 ydpeg (Aavia, Zoundia kot NopPnyia). H mieioynoio tov peretov (N=
18, 72%) eiyav ®¢ 6TdY0 TN GVYKPLoT TNG A0 G LETAED SLOPOPETIKMV TPOPAENTIKMOV
povtéAwv, cvpreprrapfavopévav tov SAPS Il Yrpyoav opmg kot 3(12%) pekéteg mov
depguvovoay mapdayovteg Kivdvhvou g Bvnoipdtnrag, 2(8%) ntav perétec eE@Tepkng
EMKVPOONG TPOPAENTIK®OV HOVTEA®V Bvnoipudtrag copnepthappfavopévov kot tov SAPS
I, pioa(4%) depgvvovce v tpoyvootikh a&ia Prodeiktodv kot pia(4%) Ekave chykpion

™G SVVOTOTNTOG KAVIKNG EQOPUOYNG LETOED S1APOPOV LOVTEAWDV.

4.2.3 Toppetéyovreg

O1 k00pTéC TV 060eVAV 0TS d1apopes HeAETeG Tapovaialov LEYAAN ETEPOYEVELD OG
pog to péyebog tovg, apov Kupaivovtay and 39 £og 61589 acbeveic pe dibpeso Tovg
616 acBeveic. AvtioToyn dakvdUAVON TILAOV TopATHPRONKE Kot 6ToV apldpd TV
ekpacewv mov kopdvOnke and 18 mg 7506 Bavatovg (dapecog 132.5), Exovtag Opwmg S
eMelmovoeg TYES Yo Tov Topatnpovevo apliud Bavatwv. Xtig 21(84%) peléteg o
acBeveic Tpoépyovtay amd yevikée/puktéc ME® (ICU), eva 2 (8%) ftav amd 1atpikég
ME® (Medical ICU, MICU) ka1 2 (8%) amd povadec otepoaviaiog ppovtidag (Coronary
Care Unit,CCU). 2tig 5 (20%) peréteg xpnoyomomdnkay dedopéva amd acheveic mov
elyav voonievtel yio onowadnmote ortia o ME®, evd otig vdroureg 20 (80%) ta
dedopéva mpoépyovtay and achevels pe cuykekpévn maboroyio: EvOOKPAVIOK
awoppayio (Zou et al., 2022), o&eia veppiknr PAGPn (Wang et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2022),
Boaktnproanpio (Tokur et al., 2022), kapdioyevéc ok (Choi et al., 2022; Rong et al., 2022;
Alvarez-Avello et al., 2022), oriym (Hai and Viet Hoa, 2022; J. Liu et al., 2022; Moreno-
Torres et al., 2022), Opoppokvttaponevia (Lu, Zhang and Jiang, 2022), o&eia
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naykpeatitido (Z. Liu et al., 2022), yootpevtepikn ektoun (Qi et al., 2022), vexpotikéc
BAGPeg (Katz et al., 2022), acbéveieg Tov ocvvdetikov otov (Krasselt et al., 2022),
nrotikég onyaukég PAapec (Y. Liu et al., 2022), kapdiokn avendapkela | ypOvieg
veppikég acbévelec (Chen et al., 2022), avoarvevotikég mtabnoeig (Han et al., 2022; Ren et
al., 2022) ko kpioweg maboroyikég kataotdoelc (Mirzakhani et al., 2022). O péoeg
TIEG TNG NAkiog Twv acBevav pall pe Tig avTioTore TUMIKEG AMOKMGELS avapEpOnKay
uovo og 6 peléteg pe eAdyiotn Tun ta 52 €1, péytot ta 66,5 £ ko didpeco ta 61,4
ém. Ze 11 pelétec, o1 epeuvNTEG AVEPEPAY TIC SIAUETEG TYHEG TNG NAKIOG Kot TaL
eVOOTETAPTNHOPLOKE TOVG €VpT. O1 d1dpecot kopaivovtay and 59 €wg 77,7 €1, evod 8

UEAETEG OEV QVEPEPOV KAVEVO TTEPTYPOPIKO HETPO TNG NAKING TV 0oBEVAV.

4.2.4 Agiktnc vyeiog

O1 23 61006 33 deikteg vyeiag (69.7%) avoaeépoviay 6TV EVOOVOGOKOUELNKT
Bvnowomroa, 5 (15.2%) ot Bvnootta evtog 30 nuepav, 3 (9.1%) o Bvnoywomta
evtog 28 nuepav kat 2 (6%) ot Bvnoyomta evrog g MEG®. O vrohoyiopdg tov oKop
o€ 20 (60.6%) mepuntdGELg EYIVE VIO TOL TPADTOV EIKOCITETPAMPOL OO TNV EICAYWYN
tov ac0evav ot MEG, evo o¢ pia £ytve evidg T0L TPAOTOV EIKOCITETPAMOPOV A0 TO
KOPOKO ENEGOO10 TV acOevOV. ZT1G vVTOAouteg 12 EKTIUNGELS OV avapEPONKE COPOC

0 akpPng xpovog vroroyispol Tov SAPS Il crop.
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IMivakog 4.2A: XopaktmpioTikd Tov HEAETOV TNG HETO-0VAAVONG

Author Aim type Study Design Data source Country Study date

Zou et al. | Clinical applicability comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-III USA 2001- 2012

Wu et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-III USA 2001- 2012
Wang et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study Beijing Acute Kidney Injury Trial (BAKIT) China 1/03/2012-31/08/2012
Tokur et al. | Investigate risk factors Retrospective Cohort Study A Training and Research Hospital Turkey 01/2014-03/2020
Rong et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-IIl,Wenzhou Medical University USA,China

Hospital
Ren et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-11I USA
Rahmatinejad | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study Cohorts from 5 hospitals Iran 08/2018-08/2020
etal.

Qi et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-11I USA 2002- 2012
Nistal-Nufio | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-I11I USA 2001- 2012
Moser et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study Finnish Intensive Care Consortium (FICC) Finland 2015- 2017

Moreno-Torres | Investigate risk factors Retrospective Cohort Study Spanish tertiary University Hospital Spain 1/01/2019-31/12/2019
etal.
Mirzakhan et | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study Razi Educational and Medical Center of Iran 03/2017-09/2019
al. Ghaemshahr
Lu et al | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-IV USA 2008- 2019
Zhanxiao Liu et | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-11I USA 2001- 2012
al.
Yousheng Liu | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-IV USA 2008- 2019
etal.
Jie Liu et al. | Investigate risk factors Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-III USA 2001- 2012
Krasselt et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study University Hospital of Leipzig Germany 2006- 2019
Katz et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study INFECT dataset Denmark,Sweden,Norway 02/2013-06/2017
Kahraman et | External validation Retrospective Cohort Study*  Tertiary referral hospital Turkey 1/10/2019-31/05/2020
al.
Han et al. | Predictive performance comparison Retrospective Cohort Study MIMIC-III USA
Hai and Viet | Predictive performance comparison Prospective Cohort Study* 108 Military Central Hospital Vietnam 12/2016-12/2018
Hoa
Csiszar et al. | Investigate biomarker’s prognostic Prospective Cohort Study Three ICU units at the University of Pécs Hungary 01/2018-01/2019

Choi et al.
Chen et al.
Alvarez-Avello
etal.

value

Predictive performance comparison
Predictive performance comparison
External validation

Retrospective Cohort Study
Retrospective Cohort Study
Prospective Cohort Study

*O1 oLyYPaQEIC aVEPEPOV TN UEAETN QLTI MG GLYYPOVIKT

EHR of Severance Hospital in South Korea
MIMIC-IV
A cohort of CS patients

South Korea
USA
Spain

2006- 2020
2008- 2019
09/2014-01/2019
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IMivakag 4.2B: XopoaktnplioTikd Tov HEAET®V TNG LETA-0VAAVONG

Author Patients Outcome Timing of measurement Sample Events Mean SD Median IQR IQR
size age age lower upper
Zou et al. | Intracerebral hemorrhage(ICH) 30-day mortality Not recorded 623 199 71 58 81
Zou et al. | Intracerebral hemorrhage(ICH) 30-day mortality Not recorded 267 99 70 59 80
Wu et al. | Acute kidney injury(AKI) In-hospital mortality =~ Within 24h from ICU admission 24166 7805 68 56 78
Wang et al. | Acute kidney injury(AKI) 28-day mortality Not recorded 1506 407 67 53 78
Tokur et al. | A. baumannii bacteremia(BD) 28-day mortality Within 24h from ICU admission 39 25 72 58 84
Rong et al. | Cardiogenic shock(CS) 30-day mortality Within 24h from ICU admission 804 304
Rong et al. | Cardiogenic shock(CS) 30-day mortality Within 24h from ICU admission 115 62
Ren et al. | Sepsis & Lung infection In-hospital mortality =~ Not recorded 1173
Ren et al. | Sepsis & Lung infection In-hospital mortality =~ Not recorded 503
Rahmatinejad et al. | ICU In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 3455 916 56,65 22
Qi et al. | Post-gastrointestinal resection surgery In-hospital mortality =~ Not recorded 596 82 63,05 16
Qi et al. | Post-gastrointestinal resection surgery In-hospital mortality =~ Not recorded 199 26 64,82 16
Nistal-Nufio | ICU ICU mortality Within 24h from ICU admission 1979
Moseretal. | ICU In-hospital mortality =~ Not recorded 61224 6463 63
Moreno-Torres et al. | Sepsis In-hospital mortality =~ Within 24h from ICU admission 203 64 63,1 14
Mirzakhan et al. | Burn/CAD/heart surgery/brain dead In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 840 333 66,49 18
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Hivakag 4.2B(cvv.): XopaktpioTikd ToV HEAETMOV TNG LETA-0VAADGONG

Author Patients Outcome Timing of measurement Sample Events Mean SD Median IQR IQR
size age age lower upper
Lu et al | Severe thrombocytopenia In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 749 344
Lu et al | Severe thrombocytopenia In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 302 166
Zhanxiao Liu et al. | Acute pancreatitis (AP) In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 410 56 59 46,93 71,61
Zhanxiao Liu et al. | Acute pancreatitis (AP) In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 221 32 61,2 47,41 74,3
Yousheng Liu et al. | Sepsis-associated liver injury (SALI) In-hospital mortality ~ Not recorded 616
Yousheng Liu et al. | Sepsis-associated liver injury (SALI) In-hospital mortality =~ Not recorded 154
Jie Liu et al. | Sepsis 28-day mortality Within 24h from ICU admission 3367 960 66 55 77
Krasselt et al. | Connective tissue diseases(CTD) In-hospital mortality ~ On ICU admission 44 18 59,8 16
Katz et al. | Necrotizing soft-tissue infections (NSTI) 30-day mortality Within 24h from ICU admission 405 56
Kahraman et al. | CCU In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 871 83 66 58 75
Han et al. | Ventilator-associated pneumonia(VAP) In-hospital mortality ~ Not recorded 1984 353
Hai and Viet Hoa | Sepsis In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 194 73 69 59 80
Csiszar et al. | IHCA or OHCA ICU mortality Within 24h from cardiac arrest 54 33
Choi etal. | ICU In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 61589 7276 67 57 74
Choietal. | ICU In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 23557 4099 65 53 75
Chen et al. | CHF and CKD In-hospital mortality =~ Not recorded 4638 707 77,7 68,7 85,2
Alvarez-Avello et al. | Cardiogenic shock (CS) In-hospital mortality ~ Within 24h from ICU admission 130 56 52 15

SD: tomikn andkiion tng NAKiog

IQR (lower/upper): evdotetaptopoplaxd evpog (QL/Q3)
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4.2.5 Métpa agrohéynong tov SAPS I

Ta pétpa a&roldynong mov peretnOnkav divovion otovg mivakeg 4.3 kot 4.4. Qg puétpo
SWKPITIKAC IKAvOTNTOG, 0 GLVTELESTHC TPoadlopiopot (R?) dev avapépOnke oe Koptio
pelétn, evo to Brier okop d60nke povov og 3 (12%) peréteg (Moser et al., 2022; Nistal-
Nufio, 2022; Rahmatinejad et al., 2022) yopic Opmg va cuvodeveTal Pe TUTIKO GOAALOL 1|
95% Op1o. epmIGTOGVVNG. APKETEG LEAETEG EKavVaY avapOpd 6TV gvaucOnoia (sensitivity)
Ko TNV edwkdTTa (specificity), mov sivor pétpa Ta&vopkng IKavoTnTaC TOV LOVTIEAOD.
Yvvolkd, vanpéav 13 mapatnprioelg yo v evaicinoio (diauecog 0,66, evpog 0,50-
0,84) ka1 13 mopatnproetg yio v ewdikotnta (Siapecog 0,748, evpog 0,44-0,918).
[Tapdio mov o1 Tpég ™G evancOnaciog Kot TG E10IKOTNTOS £XOVV VONUOL LOVO GE GYECT UE
éva ouyKeKpEVo KatdeAt Tov SAPS I, dev avépepav dAeg ot peréteg moo Tav o
KATOPAL TOV ¥PNOLULOTOINGAV 1| e TO0V TPOTO TO VIToAdYIGay. Mia péBodog mov
EQapUOOTNKE 0€ 4 TaPATNPNOELS TAV 1) LEYIGTOTOINOT TOV dgiktn Tov Youden, dniadn
ToV afpoicpatog ¢ KOTNTAG Kot TG evancnoiag, Bempmvrog 6Tt o1 500 avtol
deikteg etvan e€loov onuovtkol. Xe 5 mapatnpnoelg dev avoapepdtav 1 LEB0d0G
vroAoyopoV, og 1 €yve Bdoet Tov avtictaduicpotog evatcnciog kot eWdkoOTTOG, EVO 3

TOPOTNPNCELS OEV AVEPEPOLY TTOL0 NTAV TO KATDPAL TOL PN CUOTOONKE

Oleg o1 perétec a&ordynoav 1o SAPS Il wg mpog ) S10KpITiKY| TOV IKOVOTNTO LEGH
oV guPadov g kapmving ROC. Avo (6%) mapatnpnoelg GuVodENTNKAY OO TO TUTIKO
TOVG GOAAU, EVD Ot 24 (72.7%) mapeiyav 10 95% oo EUTIGTOGVUVNG TOV. ATO TNV

GAAN TAevpd Kopio LEAETN OeV £KavE avOPOPE OTN KAIOT OLOKPITIKNG IKOVOTNTOG.

Ta pétpa a&ordynong g Padupovounong amovsiolay oxeddV OAOKANPOTIKE 0o TO
VIt peAétn apBpa. Movo pia perétn extipnoe m otabepd kot v KAiorn fabpovounong
Kot ta 95% opua a&romiotiog tovg (Moser et al., 2022) ko pio GAAN €ixe ™ povodikn
EKTIUNON TNG OVAAOYIOG TAPATNPOVUEVAOV TPOS AVOUEVOUEVOV EKPAGEDV YOPIG OGS VO
KAvEL AOYO Yo TUTKO Gaipa 1 95% Opia epmictoodvng (Kahraman et al., 2022).
Ymipyav Kot t€66Ep1g LEAETEG TTOL YpNoLpoToincay tov Eleyyo tov Hosmer-Lemeshow
v pio adpn a&lordynon g Pabpovounong (Alvarez et al., 1998; Kahraman et al.,
2022; Moser et al., 2022; Rahmatinejad et al., 2022).
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Hivakag 4.3: ITAnpogopisc yia 0. GuvoArikd pétpa a&loAdynong TV TPpoPAERTIKMOV LOVIEAMV Kot ToL LETPO SIAKPLTIKNAG TOVG IKAVOTNTOG

Author Brier Sensitivity  Specificity Cutoff AUC SE 95% Cl 95% Cl  JogitAUC  SE 95% ClIb  95% Cl ub

score point b ub
Zou et al. 0,728 0,022 0,685 0,770 0,983 0,109 0,770 1,196
Zou et al. 0,733 0,032 0,671 0,795 1,011 0,162 0,694 1,328
Wu et al. 0,704 0,44 47 0,598 0,011 0,576 0,620 0,397 0,047 0,306 0,490
Wang et al. 0,6137 0,806 39 0,767 0,015 0,739 0,796 1,191 0,084 1,041 1,361
Tokur et al. 0,84 0,86 55,5 0,890 0,043 0,820 0,990 2,091 0,785 1,516 4,595
Rong et al. 0,677 0,019 0,639 0,715 0,740 0,089 0,566 0,914
Rong et al. 0,724 0,047 0,631 0,817 0,964 0,237 0,499 1,429
Ren et al. 0,707 0,019 0,668 0,741 0,881 0,090 0,699 1,051
Ren et al. 0,664 0,026 0,613 0,715 0,681 0,117 0,460 0,920
Rahmatinejad et al. 0,17 0,662 0,73 44,5 0,767 0,010 0,750 0,790 1,191 0,058 1,099 1,325
Qietal. 0,784 0,027 0,731 0,838 1,290 0,161 0,975 1,605
Qietal. 0,732 0,053 0,629 0,835 1,006 0,268 0,481 1,532
Nistal-Nufio 0,143 0,771 0,679 44 0,793 0,014 0,766 0,820 1,343 0,084 1,186 1,516
Moser et al. 0,1 0,864 0,002 0,860 0,869 1,849 0,020 1,815 1,892
Moreno-Torres et al. 0,734 0,038 0,660 0,809 1,015 0,199 0,663 1,444
Mirzakhan et al. 0,6726 0,7337 0,771 0,017 0,739 0,803 1,214 0,094 1,030 1,398
Luetal 0,766 0,025 0,718 0,815 1,186 0,140 0,935 1,483
Luetal 0,789 0,021 0,747 0,831 1,319 0,130 1,083 1,593
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IMivaxkoeg 4.3(ovv.): [IAnpogopieg yia Ta cuvolikd pétpa a&loldynong tv TpoPAERTIKGOY HOVIEA®MY Kol TO LETPOL STUKPLTIKNAG TOVG IKOVOTNTOG

Author Brier Sensitivity ~ Specificity Cutoff AUC SE 95% ClI 95% Cl  JogitAUC SE 95% ClIb  95% Cl ub

score point Ib ub
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 0,607 0,749 0,725 0,035 0,656 0,794 0,969 0,180 0,646 1,349
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 0,594 0,831 0,792 0,044 0,706 0,879 1,337 0,282 0,876 1,983
Yousheng Liu et al. 0,612 0,023 0,567 0,657 0,456 0,097 0,270 0,650
Yousheng Liu et al. 0,629 0,046 0,537 0,718 0,528 0,201 0,148 0,935
Jie Liu et al. 0,503 0,679 49 0,610 0,011 0,589 0,631 0,447 0,045 0,360 0,537
Krasselt et al. 0,73 0,78 47 0,772 0,084 0,608 0,937 1,220 0,477 0,439 2,700
Katz et al. 0,88 0,023 0,830 0,920 1,992 0,219 1,586 2,442
Kahraman et al. 0,8 0,918 5,55 0,908 0,020 0,869 0,947 2,289 0,253 1,892 2,883
Han et al. 0,652 0,722 0,173 0,76 0,014 0,733 0,787 1,153 0,076 1,010 1,307
Hai and Viet Hoa 0,616 0,777 48 0,73 0,037 0,657 0,803 0,995 0,189 0,625 1,364
Csiszar et al. 0,747 0,074 0,602 0,891 1,083 0,430 0,414 2,101
Choi et al. 45 0,766 0,003 0,759 0,772 1,186 0,018 1,147 1,220
Choi et al. 44 0,792 0,004 0,784 0,799 1,337 0,023 1,289 1,380
Chen et al. 0,747 0,010 0,726 0,767 1,083 0,055 0,974 1,191
Alvarez-Avello et al. 0,7516 0,043 0,667 0,836 1,107 0,231 0,655 1,559

AUC: gpPadod g kapmding ROC

SE: tumikd ocpdipa

95% CI Ib/ub: 95% op1a a&lomioTiog (KaTdToTo/avdTaTo Oplo)
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Hivakag 4.4: [Tinpoeopiec yio To. pétpa. fadpovounons tmv LOVIEA®Y Kot Yo, TV avIALGT KOUTOANG 0TOQICNG

Author Calibration 95% CI 95% ClI  Calibration 95% 95% ClI Hosmer- p-value Total Decision Positive Net
intercept Lower Upper Cl Upper Lemeshow O:E Curve Benefit Range
Bound Bound Lower Bound Test ratio Analysis
Bound
Zou et al. Yes (0.2,0.7)
Zou et al. Yes (0.2,0.9)
Wu et al. No
Wang et al. No
Tokur et al. No
Rong et al. No
Rong et al. No
Ren et al. Yes (0.2,0.6)
Ren et al. Yes (0.2,0.4)
Rahmatinej 0.073 No
adetal.
Qietal. No
Qietal. No
Nistal-Nufio No
Moser et al. -1,419 -1,45 -1,388 0,872 0,853 0,891 <0.001 No
Moreno- No

Torres et al.
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Hivakag 4.4(ovv): [TAnpoeopiec yia to. pétpa fadpovounons tmv HOVIEA®Y Kot Yo, TV avIAVGT KOUTOANG 0TOQUoT§

Author Calibration 95% CI 95% ClI  Calibration 95% 95% ClI Hosmer- p-value Total Decision Positive Net
intercept Lower Upper Slope Cl Upper Lemeshow O:E Curve Benefit Range
Bound Bound Lower Bound Test ratio Analysis
Bound
Mirzakhan No
etal
Luetal Yes (0.2,0.8)
Luetal Yes (0.2,0.7)
Zhanxiao Yes
Liu et al.
Zhanxiao Yes
Liu et al.
Yousheng Yes (0.35,0.55)
Liu et al.
Yousheng Yes (0.35,0.63)
Liu et al.
Jie Liu et al. No
Krasselt et No
al.
Katz et al. No
Kahraman 7,668 0.746 1,88 No
etal
Han et al. No
Hai and No
Viet Hoa
Csiszar et No
al.
Choi et al. No
Choi et al. No
Chen et al. Yes (0.1,0.7)
Alvarez- 0.0783 No

Avello et al.
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2e 9 (2.3%) mapatnpnoelg elxe yivel avaivon KoUTOANG amdQaong Octe va ekTiunOel
n KAk a&ia tov SAPS Il kot yio 1o €0pog TV KatmeMOV Yo To 0Toio 1) ¥p1on Tov
LOVTEAOV glvar TTO amodoTIKY| 0md T1g akpaies vIoBéoelg 6Tt 6oL o1 acheveig Exovv TV

éxPaomn M 6TL dev TV €xEL KOvEVAG.

Ooov apopd T1g eEAMAEITOVOES TIUES, TOPATNPNONKOY TOAAEG EVAAAUKTIKES (OC TPOG TOV
Tpomo droryeipiong toug. H uébodog tov moAromdov kataioyiopuov (multiple imputation)
epappootmke og 10 (30.3%) mapatnpnoels, Ve ToV SIAUEGOV KATAAOYIGHOV Yl VO
(6.1%) mapatnpnoeic. X 600 (6.1%) TepTTOGEIS SIEYPAPNGAV O TAPATIPNGELS TOV
acOevav e eddeirovoeg tiuég (listwise deletion) kon o€ 6 (18.2%) ypnoonomdnke
ocvvdvaopdg tov listwise deletion kot tov imputation. Emuiéov onueimdnke n pébodoc
¢ tehevtaiog mapatnpnong (last observation carried forward ) oe 1 peié (3%),
teyvikn Tov predictive mean matching yia 1 (3%) dAAn peiétn ko ta normal domain
values ya 1 axoun (3%) perétn. Ot vmoroueg 10(30.3%) mopatnpioelg dev aviépepay

TOV TPOTO Sl EIPIOTG TV EAAEUTOVGOV TIUDV.

4.2.6 A&Loroyno1) TOV Kivouvoy GUGTIILOTIKOD GOAANOTOS

Ta amotedéoparto TG avdAVoNG TOV KIVOLVOD Y10 GUGTNUATIKO GOAALN GTNV ETIAOYT
TWV GUUUETEYOVIOV, TOV TPOPAETTIKAOV TAPAYOVIWOV, TOV OPIGHO TNG EKPaons kot v
ektéleon g avdAivong napovotdlovtar atov [ivaka 4.5. Eniong mapovsialovrot kot to
ATOTEAEGLLOTO TNG OVAAVOTG TNG KATOAANAOANTAG TOV HEAETDOV OGOV 0LPOPE TOVG
GUUUETEYOVTEG, TOVG TPOPAENTIKOVG TTapdyovtes kot TV £kPacn. Ocov apopd Tov
kivovvo cvotnuatikod cedipatog 3 (12%) peiétec kpibnkav oti eiyav vynAd kivovvo,
11 (44%) BaBuoroyndnkav pe acar kivouvo kot ot vtorouteg 11 (44%) pe younio
kivduvo. O vynlog Kot 0 asaeng Kivouvog 0QeAdTaY KUPIS TNV amovsio TANpopopiog
v Tov aplfud tev exfhocmv Kot T dayeipion TV EAheurovodv Tin®v. [a my
KatoAANAOTTO TOV peEreTdV o€ 18 (72%) 660nke yapunin Babuoroyia yio kivovuvo, Tov
GLVETAYETOL VYNAT KaTaAANAOTTO, Kou o€ 7 (28%) acaeng faduporoyia.
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Iivakag 4.5 Extipnon tov Kivdbvov Yo GLGTNUATIKO AL Kot THG KATAAANAOTN TG TV peeTdv Bdoetl Tov epyaieiov PROBAST

Risk of Bias Applicability
Author | Participants Predictors Outcome Analysis Overall Participants Predictors Outcome Overall
Zouetal. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Unclear Low Unclear
Wuetal | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Low Low
Wang et al. | Low Low Low High High Low Unclear Low Unclear
Tokuretal. | Low Low Low High High Low Low Low Low
Rong etal. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Renetal. | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Unclear Unclear
Rahmatinejad et al. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Qietal | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Nistal-Nufio | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Unclear Unclear
Moser et al. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Unclear Low Unclear
Moreno-Torres et al. | Unclear Low Low Low Unclear Low Low Low Low
Mirzakhan et al. | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Low Low
Luetal | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Zhanxiao Liu et al. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Yousheng Liu et al. | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Unclear Unclear
Jie Liuetal. | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Low Low
Krasselt et al. | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Low Low
Katzetal. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Kahraman et al. | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Low Low
Hanetal. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Hai and Viet Hoa | Low Low Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Low Low
Csiszar et al. | Low Unclear Low Unclear Unclear Low Low Unclear Unclear
Choi et al. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Chenetal. | Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Alvarez-Avello et al. | Low Low Low High High Low Low Low Low




4.2.7 Megta-avaivon

Ta amotedéopoto g peta-avdivong tov logit-petooynuoticpévov epufadon g
kaumvAng ROC napovoidlovtar oto I'pdenua 4.2. H cuvontikn| ektipunon tov
logit(AUC) mov mpoékvye amd v avdivon frav 1,10 (95% CI: 0,95-1,25), evd ta.
nétpa etepoyévetac frav to 12=98,2% (95% CI: 97,9%-98,5%), to 12 = 0,1431 (95% CI:
0,0826-0,2725), to p-value tov Cochrane’s Q mov ftav 6xeddv ico pe T0 UNdEV Kat To

95% drdotua TpdPreyng mov ftav (0,31-1,89).

Ta amoteAéopato TOV PETO-OVOAIGE®V GE VTTOONAOES Tapovaidlovtat ota ['papruata
4.3,4.4. Ztv avaivon Tov vroopddwv Bacetl g EkPfaong, Adym Tov piKpov aptipod
TOPATNPHOEDV AVE OLASA VIOAOYIGTNKE i EKTIIMGT TOL T2 oL WP ONKE KON
petald tov opddmv ko Tav ton pe 0,1504. I'a ) Bvnowdmra eviog 28 kor 30 nuepov
1 cvvomTiky ektipmon oy 1,05 (95% Cl: 0,64-1,47) ue 12 = 93,9% o1 Cochrane’s Q p-
value<0,01. T'a ™ BvnopdmTa Vo TOL VOGOKOUEIOD, TOV TaV KOl 1) TAELOYNPia TOV
TOPATNPHCEMYV, 1 GUVOTTIKY ekTipmon frav 1,11 (95%Cl: 0,93-1,28) pe 12 =98% kot
Cochrane’s Q p-value<0,01. Té\og 1 Bvnopdtnta evtdc e MEO giye 2 Topotnpiosls,
Le ovvontikt| ektipmon 1,26 (95% Cl: -0,28-2,8), 12=0% xo1 Cochrane’s Q p-
value=0,55. To y? (chi-square) ctoTioTikd 6Toug 2 Podpovc elevbepiac siye Tuy ion pe
1,39 ko p-value=0,5 mwov onuaivel 6t 01 S10POPES TV EKTIUNCEDV HETOED TMV
VTOOUAOMV OV EIVOL GTATIOTIKA ONUAVTIKEG. ATO TNV GAAN TAEVPE, GTN peTa-avaAvon
VTOOUAd MV pe BAcel TOV Kivouvo GUGTNUATIKOD GOAALNTOS omovsiale To TpOPANULL TV

2 yoL Taipvel SLUPOPETIKES TIHEG HETAED TV

UIKPOV Opad®V, OTdTE EMTPATNKE GTO T
vroopnddmv. H cuvontik ektipnomn tov mapatnpnoemy Le Yapunio Kivouvo
oLGTNUOTIKOV 6QAApoTog oovtay pe 1,21 (95% Cl: 1,05-1,37), evd 1 etepoyéveta
neptypagodtay pe 1>=98%, 12=0,0775 kou Cochrane’s Q p-value<0,01. T Tig
TOPATNPNOELS LE AGOPT KIVOLVO Y100 GLGTNHOTIKO 6Aaipa 1 ektiunomn tov logit(AUC)
eovtov pe 0,93 (95% Cl: 0,62-1,24), to 1>=94%, 10 12=0,2213 ou To Cochrane’s Q p-
value<0,01. Té\og yio T1¢ 3 TapatnPNoELS Le DYNAD KivOUVO GLGTNUATIKOD COAALOTOSG
extyunOnke: logit(AUROC)=1,19 (95% CI: 0,90-1,48), 1>=0%, 12<0,0001 o1 Cochrane’s
Q p-value=0,49. e vtV TV TEPITTOON TO GTOTIGTIKO ¥? 6TOVG 2 Padpovg ehevdepiog

eiye p-value= 0,19, mov dev gival 6TOTIGTIKG GNUAVTIKO 6TO €MiTESO TOV 5% .
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Author Sample Size AUC  95% CI Logit(AUROC) 95% Cl Weight(random)
Alvarez-Avello et al. 130 0.75 [0,667; 0,836] 1.11 [0.65; 1.56] 2.7%
Chen et al. 4638 0.75 [0,726; 0,767] 1.08 [0.97;1.19] 3.6%
Choi et al. 61589  0.77 [0,759; 0,772] _ 1.19 [1.15;1.22) 3.7%
Choi et al. 23557  0.79 [0,784, 0,799] 1.34 [1.29;1.38] 3.7%
Csiszar et al. 54 0.75 [0,602;0,891] ———+— 1.08 [0.24; 1.93] 1.6%
Hai and Viet Hoa 194 0.73 [0,657;0,803] : 0.99 [0.62; 1.36] 2.9%
Han et al. 1984 0.76 [0,733;0,787] : 1.15 [1.00; 1.30] 3.5%
Jie Liu et al. 3367 0.61 [0,589; 0,631] : 0.45 [0.36; 0.54] 3.6%
Kahraman et al. 871 0.91 [0,869; 0,947] 229 [1.79;2.78] 2.5%
Katz et al. 405 0.88 [0,830; 0,920] 1.99 [1.56;2.42] 2.8%
Krasselt et al. 44 0.77 [0,608;0937] ———+— 1.22 [0.28; 2.15] 1.4%
Luetal 749 0.77 [0,718; 0,815] 1.19 [0.91; 1.46] 3.2%
Luetal 302 0.79 [0,747;0,831] 1.32 [1.06; 1.57] 3.3%
Mirzakhan et al. 840 0.77 [0,739; 0,803] 1.21 [1.03; 1.40] 3.5%
Moreno-Torres et al. 203 0.73 [0,660; 0,809] 1.02 [0.62; 1.41] 2.9%
Moser et al. 61224  0.86 [0,860; 0,869] 1.85 [1.81;1.89] 3.7%
Nistal-Nufio 1979 0.79 [0,766; 0,820] 1.34 [1.18;1.51] 3.5%
Qietal 596 0.78 [0,731; 0,838] 1.29 [0.98; 1.61] 3.1%
Qietal. 199 0.73 [0,629; 0,835] 1.01 [0.48;1.53] 2.4%
Rahmatinejad et al. 3455 0.77 [0,750; 0,790] 1.19 [1.08; 1.30] 3.6%
Renetal. 1173 0.71 [0,668; 0,741] 0.88 [0.70; 1.06] 3.5%
Ren et al. 503 0.66 [0,613;0,713] 0.68 [0.45;0.91] 3.3%
Rong et al. 804 0.68 [0,639; 0,715] 0.74 [0.57;0.91] 3.5%
Rong et al. 115 0.72 [0,631; 0,817] 0.96 [0.50; 1.43] 2.6%
Tokur et al. 39 0.89 [0,820; 0,990] 2.09 [0.55; 3.63] 0.7%
Wang et al. 1506 0.77 [0,739; 0,796] 1.19 [1.03; 1.36] 3.5%
Wu et al. 24166  0.60 [0,576; 0,620] 0.40 [0.31;0.49] 3.6%
Yousheng Liu et al. 616 0.61 [0,567; 0,657] 0.46 [0.27; 0.65] 3.4%
Yousheng Liu et al. 154 0.63 [0,537;0,718] 0.53 [0.13; 0.92] 2.9%
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 410 0.72 [0,656; 0,794] 0.97 [0.62;1.32] 3.0%
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 221 0.79 [0,706; 0,879] 1.34 [0.78; 1.89] 2.4%
Zouetal. 623 0.73 [0,685; 0,770] 0.98 [0.77;1.20] 3.4%
Zouetal. 267 0.73 [0,671;0,795] 1.01 [0.69; 1.33] 3.1%
Random effects model (HK) < 1.10 [0.95; 1.25] 100.0%

Prediction interval

[0.31; 1.89]
Heterogeneity: /> = 98%, = 0.1431, p = 0 T

I'paonpa 4.2: Forest plot g peta-avaivong tov logit-petacynpaticpévon eufadov e koumrving ROC
v Vv a&loddynon tov SAPS II povtélov
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Author Sample Size AUC

Outcome_analysis = 28 & 30-day mortality

Jie Liu et al. 3367 0.61
Katz et al. 405 0.88
Rong et al. 804 0.68
Rong et al. 115 0.72
Tokur et al. 39 0.89
Wang et al. 1506 0.77
Zou et al. 623 0.73
Zou et al. 267 0.73

Random effects model (HK)
Heterogeneity: 12 = 94%, > = 0.1504, p < 0.01

Outcome_analysis = ICU mortality

Csiszar et al. 54 0.75
Nistal-Nufio 1979 0.79
Random effects model (HK)

Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, t° = 0.1504, p = 0.55

Outcome_analysis = In-hospital mortality

Alvarez-Avello et al. 130 0.75
Chen et al. 4638 0.75
Choi et al. 61589 0.77
Choi et al. 23557 0.79
Hai and Viet Hoa 194 0.73
Han et al. 1984 0.76
Kahraman et al. 871 0.91
Krasselt et al. 44 0.77
Luetal 749 0.77
Luetal 302 0.79
Mirzakhan et al. 840 0.77
Moreno-Torres et al. 203 0.73
Moser et al. 61224 0.86
Qi et al. 596 0.78
Qietal. 199 0.73
Rahmatinejad et al. 3455 0.77
Ren et al. 1173 0.71
Ren et al. 503 0.66
Wu et al. 24166 0.60
Yousheng Liu et al. 616 0.61
Yousheng Liu et al. 154 0.63
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 410 0.72
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 221 0.79

Random effects model (HK)
Heterogeneity: 1> = 98%, > = 0.1504, p < 0.01

Random effects model (HK)
Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /2 = 98%, t° = 0.1431, p = 0

95% CI

[0,589: 0,631]
[0,830; 0,920]
[0,639; 0,715]
[0,631; 0,817]
[0,820; 0,990]
[0,739; 0,796]
[0,685; 0,770]
[0,671: 0,795

[0,602; 0,891]
[0,766; 0,820]

[0,667; 0,836]
[0,726; 0,767]
[0,759: 0,772]
[0,784: 0,799]
[0,657; 0,803]
[0,733; 0,787]
[0,869; 0,947
[0,608; 0,937)
[0,718; 0,815
[0,747; 0,831]
[0,739; 0,803]
[0,660; 0,809]
[0,860; 0,869]
[0,731; 0,838]
[0,629; 0,835
[0,750: 0,790]
[0,668; 0,741
[0,613: 0,715]
[0,576; 0,620]
[0,567; 0,657]
[0,537; 0,718]
[0,656; 0,794]
[0,706; 0,879)

Residual heterogeneity: 1% = 98%, > = 0.1504, p < 0.01
Test for subgroup differences: ;(2 =1.39,df =2 (p = 0.50)

I'paonpa 4.3 Meta-avalvon g VTOORAdES avaAoya Le TV Katnyopio EKBacns TV acHEvVOY Tov

SAPS Il Logit(AUROC)
0.45

P 1.99
- 0.74
— 0.96
—_— 2.09
e 1.19
- 0.98
— 1.01
—_ 1.05
— 1.08
- 1.34

95% CI Weight(random)

[0.36: 0.54]
[1.56; 2.42)
[0.57; 0.91]
[0.50; 1.43]
[ 0.55; 3.63]
[1.03; 1.36]
[0.77; 1.20]
[0.69; 1.33]
[ 0.64; 1.47]

[0.24; 1.93]
[1.18;1.51]

1.26 [-0.28; 2.80]

—— 1.11
+ 1.08
1.19

P 1.34
— 0.99
- 1.15

P —— 2.29
—_— 1.22
- 1.19
e 1.32

i 1.21
—i 1.02
I 1.85
+— 1.29
—i— 1.01
e 1.19

-~ 0.88
- 0.68
i 0.40
0.46
— 0.53
— 0.97
—— 1.34
< 1.11

< 1.10

ueletnonke (28 & 30-day mortality, in-hospital mortality, ICU mortality)

[ 0.48; 1.53]
[1.08:1.30]
[0.70; 1.08]
[0.45: 0.91]
[0.31; 0.49]
[0.27; 0.65]
[0.13;0.92)
[0.62; 1.32]
[0.78: 1.89]
[ 0.93; 1.28]

[ 0.95; 1.25]
[0.31; 1.89]

3.6%
2.8%
3.5%
2.6%
0.7%
3.5%
3.4%
3.1%
23.2%

1.6%
3.5%
5.1%

2.7%
3.6%
3.7%
3.7%
2.9%
3.5%
2.5%
1.4%
3.2%
3.3%
3.5%
2.9%
3.7%
3.1%
2.4%
3.6%
3.5%
3.3%
3.6%
3.4%
2.9%
3.0%
2.4%
71.7%

100.0%
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Author Sample Size AUC

ROB_overall = Low

Chen et al. 4638 0.75
Choi et al. 61589 0.77
Choi et al. 23557 0.79
Han et al. 1984 0.76
Katz et al. 405 0.88
Lu et al 749 0.77
Luetal 302 0.79
Moser et al. 61224 0.86
Qietal. 596 0.78
Qietal. 199 0.73
Rahmatinejad et al. 3455 0.77
Rong et al. 804 0.68
Rong et al. 115 0.72
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 410 0.72
Zhanxiao Liu et al. 221 0.79
Zou et al. 623 0.73
Zou et al. 267 0.73

Random effects model (HK)
Heterogeneity: /> = 98%, * = 0.0775, p < 0.01

ROB_overall = Unclear
Csiszar et al. 54 0.75
Hai and Viet Hoa 194 0.73

Jie Liu et al. 3367 0.61
Kahraman et al. 871 0.91
Krasselt et al. 44 0.77
Mirzakhan et al. 840 0.77
Moreno-Torres et al. 203 0.73
Nistal-Nufio 1979 0.79
Ren et al. 1173 0.71
Ren et al. 503 0.66
Wu et al. 24166 0.60
Yousheng Liu et al. 616 0.61
Yousheng Liu et al. 154 0.63

Random effects model (HK)
Heterogeneity: P?= 94%, 1* = 0.2213, p <0.01

ROB_overall = High

Alvarez-Avello et al. 130 0.75
Tokur et al. 39 0.89
Wang et al. 1506 0.77

Random effects model (HK)
Heterogeneity: /° = 0%, > = < 0.0001, p = 0.49

Random effects model (HK)
Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: 1% = 98%, t° = 0.1431, p = 0

95% Cl

[0,726: 0,767]
[0,759: 0,772]
[0,784; 0,799]
[0,733: 0,787)
[0,830; 0,920]
[0,718: 0,815]
[0,747; 0,831]
[0,860: 0,869]
[0,731: 0,838]
[0,629: 0,835
[0,750: 0,790]
[0,639; 0,715]
[0,631: 0,817]
[0,656; 0,794]
[0,708; 0,879]
[0,685; 0,770]
[0,671: 0,795]

[0,602; 0,891]
[0,657: 0,803
[0,589: 0,631]
[0,869: 0,947]
[0,608; 0,937]
[0,739: 0,803]
[0,660: 0,809]
[0,766; 0,820]
[0,668: 0,741]
[0,613;0,715]
[0,576: 0,620]
[0,567: 0,657
[0,537; 0,718]

[0,667; 0,836]
[0,820; 0,990]
[0,739; 0,796]

Test for subgroup differences: x2 = 3.31, df = 2 (p = 0.19)

SAPSII Logit(AUROC) 95% Cl Weight(random)
-+ 1.08 [0.97;1.19] 3.6%
i+ 1.19 [1.15;1.22] 3.7%
P 1.34 [1.29;1.38] 3.7%
- 1.15 [1.00; 1.30] 3.5%
P 1.99 [1.56;2.42] 2.8%
—— 1.19 [0.91; 1.46] 3.2%
— 1.32 [1.06; 1.57] 3.3%
- 1.85 [1.81;1.89] 3.7%
—-— 1.29 [0.98;1.61] 3.1%
—_— 1.01 [0.48; 1.53] 2.4%
e 1.19 [1.08; 1.30] 3.6%
— 0.74 [0.57;0.91] 3.5%
— 0.96 [0.50: 1.43] 2.6%
— 0.97 [0.62; 1.32] 3.0%
— 1.34 [0.78; 1.89) 2.4%
— 0.98 [0.77;1.20] 3.4%
— 1.01 [0.69; 1.33] 3.1%
= 1.21 [1.05; 1.37] 54.5%
—_— 1.08 [0.24;1.93] 1.6%
— 0.99 [0.62; 1.36] 2.9%
-~ 0.45 [0.36; 0.54] 3.6%
_ 2.29 [1.79; 2.78] 2.5%
—_— 1.22 [0.28; 2.15] 1.4%
+—— 1.21 [1.03; 1.40] 3.5%
— 1.02 [0.62; 1.41] 2.9%
f—— 1.34 [1.18;1.51] 3.5%
— 0.88 [0.70; 1.06] 3.5%
— 0.68 [0.45; 0.91] 3.3%
-~ 0.40 [0.31;0.49] 3.6%
— 0.46 [0.27;0.65] 3.4%
—_— 0.53 [0.13; 0.92] 2.9%
_ 0.93 [0.62; 1.24] 38.7%
— 1.11 [0.65; 1.56] 2.7%
: 2.09 [0.55;3.63] 0.7%
= 1.19 [1.03; 1.36] 3.5%
—_— 1.19 [0.90; 1.48] 6.9%
< 1.10 [0.95; 1.25] 100.0%

[0.31; 1.89]

[ I I I T I 1
0 05 1 15 2 25 3

I'paonpa 4.4: Meto-avilvon 6€ VTOOUASES OVAAOYO LE TNV GUVOAIKT 0ELOAOYNON TOV TOPATNPHOEDV MG

TPpog 0 Pabud Kvduvou Yo cuoTnroTikd opdipa ot pedétn (Low/Unclear/High)
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[Tépa amd avdAvomn e VTOOUAdES Eyvay Kol avaAVCELS evacOnoiag amokieiovtag
Kémoleg peAéteg kabe opd yio va diepevvnbet edv elyav peyaAn emidpoon ot
SUOPPMOT) TNG TEMKNG eKTiuMonc. Apykd e&opébniay ot HEAETEG OTIG OTTOTES
napoTnpRONKe VYNAOS Kivduvog cuotnuatikod oedipatog (Tokur et al., 2022; Alvarez-
Avello et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2022). To anoterécpato TG avirlvone petafAnomkoy
ELAYLOTO, GLYKPITIKG LLE TT) GLVOALKY] avAAvon, emPePfardvovtag ev uEPN £TG1 KoL TO
CLUTEPAGLO, TNG OVAAVGONG VTTOOUAOWV OTL O KIVOLVOG GUGTNUATIKOD GOAALOTOS dEV
elvatl onUavVTIKOG TOPAYOVTOS ETIOPACTC TG OLKPLTIKNG tKovoTnTag Tov SAPS 1.
EminAéov mpaypatoromonkay avoldcels eEopdvtag LEAETEG O1 OTTOLES ELYOV TOAD HIKPO
uéyebog deiyparog (Csiszar et al., 2022; Krasselt et al., 2022; Tokur et al., 2022) kot ToAH
peydro péyebog detypatog (Choi et al., 2022; Moser et al., 2022). e kapio amd t1g 600
TEPMTMGELS OeV TapaTnPNONKaY aeONTEG S10POPES GTN GUVOALKN ekTiunon. Avtd
onuUaivel OTL 1 TOPOLGIN TOV KPAOV LEAETMV deV Elye avemBOUNTEG EMOPACELS GTNV
avaALGT, 0ALG Kot OTL 1) TOPOLGIA TOV HEYOA®MV LEAETAOV OeV glval avTn Tov kKaBOpLGE
OTOKAEIGTIKA TNV TN TNG SLVOETIKNG ekTipnomg g avdAivong. To yeyovog avtod
OPEILETOL OTN XPNOT LOVTEAOD TUYOUMV ETOPAGEDV Y10 TNV AVAAVOT) £TGL MOTE OAES Ol

peAéteg va AdPouvv mapopoleg otddueg aveEaptntog peyéBoug detypatoc.

Ooov apopd ) diepedvion tng enidpacng tov small-study effect ko tov cedipartoc
dnpocievong tapovotdletal oto I'paenua 4.5 to funnel plot. Ao to funnel plot eaivetar
Vo UMV VIapyEL COAALO ONUOGIELONG, POV 1) GLUUETPIC TOL EIVOL APKETA IKAVOTOUTIKY.
Eniong o é\eyyoc tov Egger édmoe P-value=0,0887, dniadn ftav un otatiotikd

ONUAVTIKOG GTO EMMEDO GTATIGTIKNG CNUAVTIKOTNTOG TOV 5%.

I'paonpa 4.5: Funnel plot , pe to logit-petaoynuoticpuévo AUROC otov déova X kot to

TUTIKO GPAALD GTOV GEova Y.
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21ov [Tivaka 4.6 mapovsialovrot To facikd EVPAUATO TNG LETO-AVAAVONG LETE TOV

OVTIGTPOPO LETOUGYNUATICUO TOV EKTIUNGEDV LLE TI GLVAPTNON

exp(x)

lOgit_l(X) = Txp(x)

Ilivaxog 4.6: Anotedéopota TG HETA-AVIAVONC LETA TOV OVTIOTPOPO UETOCKNUOTIGUO
TOV EKTIUNGEMV

Analysis Pooled AUROC 95% Confidence 95% Prediction
Interval Interval
Overall | 0.75 0.72-0.78 0.58- 0.87

28 & 30-day | 0.74 0.65-0.81
mortality

In-hospital | 0.75 0.72-0.78
mortality

ICU mortality 1 0.78 0.43- 0.94

Low risk of bias | 0.77 0.74-0.80

Unclear risk of bias | 0.72 0.65-0.78

High risk of bias | 0.77 0.71-0.81
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KEDAAAIO S
YXYZHTHXH

5.1 Kopwo geoprjporta

2V Tapovca PYAcior GYESIACAE TNV TPMTN GVOTNUATIKY a&loAdynon g o1ebvoig
BipAoypapiag yio v Tpoyvmotikn kavotnta Tov poviédov SAPS II oe acbeveic MEO®
KOl TOPOVGLAGOUE TPOKATUPKTIKG amoTeAEcaTa amd Ta dedopéva TV 25 To TpodcPaTo.
onuoctevpévev peketdv. Eivar agloonueinto 6t and tig 25 peréteg 6Aeg agloloyovoav
1 SLOKPLTIKN KOVOTNTA TOV LOVTEAOD ATOKAEIGTIKA LEG® TOV EUPAd0D TNG KAUTOANG
ROC, evd o¢ mpog 1 Pabpovounon noig t€ooepig aSloAdyNca T0 LOVTEAO LE KATO10
TPOTO, EK TV OTOIMV 01 TPELG UAAMGTO KATMG adpdL, KOl TPELG TOV EKOVOV OVOPOPH GTO
Brier oxop. Ondte 1 peta-ovéivon mpaypotoromnke udvo ot LETPO. SLUKPLTIKNG
KOVOTNTAG AOY® EALEWYTG APKETAOV TOPATPNCEDV Y10, TO. LITOAOUTO PLETPA. ['EVIKDG, M
mAgoymoeio tov peAet®v Tapovciole amodekTy| TN Oakpitikng wavotntog (petasd 0,7
ko 0,8) Tov povtéAov, evad HOMG T€ooEPLS LYNAN TN (>0,8) Kon mévTe younir Tun
(<0,7). H cvvontikn extipnomn mov Tpoékuye amd TNV aviAvon LETA TOV OVTIGTPOPO
petaoynpotiopd nrav 0,75, wov Bewpeital amodektn Tiun, pe Ta 95% opra alomotiog

g va Kupatvovton amd 0,72 €wg 0,78.

H eppunveia 6pme avtod tov amotedéopotog Oéher mepartépm depedvnon. H peta-
avéAvon anokdAvye 0Tl VINPYE LEYOAN ETEPOYEVELD TOGO GE eminedo PeTalh O6C0 Kot
€VTOC TV peAet®v. OGOV apopd TNV ETEPOYEVELD EVTOC TV HEAETMV, LOVO OKT® A0 TIG
elkoot mévte peréteg ocvveiopepav mhvo amd pio pétpnon oy avdivon. And ovtég
opmg povo ot pia ot extypmoels tov AUROC gaivetat vo dtapEpovy 6€ onpovTiKo
Babud kot va pnv oAAnienikaivntovrat ta 95% SlaoTpate ERTIGTOCHVNG TOVS. Apa
ETEPOYEVELD, APOPE KATA KVPLO AOYO TO emimedo petald tmv peketdv. Mpdypartt, to |2
1600Tav pe 98,2%, 1o 2 pe 0.1431 ko to p-value Tov y2 eLéyxov NTav PiKpOTEPO Od
0.001, mov elvan evdei&erg mToAD peyding etepoyévelnc. To 95% didotnpa TpdPreyng mov
TPOEKVYE LLETA TOV AVTIOTPOPO LETOTYNUATIONO givart To dtdotnpa and 0,58 £wg 0,87 kot
nepigyet Tipég tov AUROC mov yapaktnpilovy T S1oKpITIKn 1KavOTHTO TOL LOVTELOL

elte VYNMAN, gite amodektn aALA gite kot younAn. To didoTua avtd Aomdv elvar apkeTd
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€VPL Kol EVICYVEL TNV LLOBEST TOPOLGing 1oyLPNS etepoyéveatlag. [TiBavEC T yég avtnig
TNG ETEPOYEVELNG OITOTEAOVV 1) TOIKIAIDL GTa LLeYEON OElyLaTOg TV UEAETMOV, 1) TOIKIALN
oTN YOPA TPOEALELONG TV JESOUEV®V, 1| TaBOAOYiO TV 0oOEVAOV avd HEAETN Kot 1

YPOVIKT| GTIYUT| TPOPAEYTG TOL KIVOLVOU.

AvO mOaVEG TNYEC ETEPOYEVELNG TTOV OLEPELVIONKOV HEGM TN AVAALGNG GE VITOOUADES
nrav N €kPaon g Kdbe peA€ng Kot 0 GLVOMKOC Kivouvog Y100 GLGTNUOTIKO c@dApa. Ot
mOovég exPdoeig mov peretnOnkav nTav n Bvnodta evidg 28 nuepmv, n BvnooTnTo
evtog 30 nuepav, 1 evoovosokopelakn Bvnoudtnta Kot 1 Ovnoipndmra oTic Hovadeg
evtatikng Oepaneioc. ['a avtv Vv avdivon enedn o aplBpdg TOV TOPATNPICEDV OEV
ATaY opKETd UEYAAOC Yia HAa ToL Ykpoun Bempridnke OTL To T2 de O maipvel Sl0POPETIKEG
TIES ava Opada oA ekTunONKe povo pia Tiun 1 omoia wapépeve otabepn yio OAEG TIG
ekPBacelc. Ot empépoug exTIUNOELS Y10 TO KAOE ykpouT de di€pepay acOnTd petald Toug
Kot TPOGEYYLLOV IKOVOTOUTIKA T1 GUVOALKY] GUVOTTIKT EKTIUNOT THG LETA-AVAAVGNC.
Emmléov o % ELeyyog Yo T S10(popd TOV EKTINGEMY AVAIECH GTO TEGGEPO. AVTA
YKPOLT NTAV EULPOVOG LT CTATICTIKA SNUOVTIKOS. OmoTe 0 TUTTOG TG £KPaong o€
eoivetal va emnpealel ONUAVTIKG TNV TEAIKT] TIUT TNG EKTIUNOMG KOl GUVERTADG 0€
Bewpeitan onuovtikdg Tapdyovtag etepoyévetlag. Opoimg, pkpn enidpacT 6T GLVOALKN
extipmon eaivetat va Emaice Kot 1 BapHTNTO TOL GLGTNUATIKOD GOAALOTOS TOV LEAETMV.
Ot opdideg ot 0€HTEPN AVAAVGT VITOOUAOWV NTOAV TPELS, YOUNAOG 1] AGAPNS | VYNAOG
Kivouvog GuoTNHaTIKOD o@AAaToc. Ot kuprdtepotl AdYotL Yo va. BabpoioynOel pio perétn
HEe VYNAO KivOUVO GLGTNUOATIKOD GOAALLATOG NTOV VO LNV AVOPEPEL T YPOVIKT CTUYUN
vroAoyiopov tov SAPS Il oxop, va punv e€nyel tov tpoOmo droyeipiong TV EALEITOVGHOV
TILOV KoL TO TOAD pkpd péyebog detypotog. e avtifeon pe TV TpoNyoOVLEVT] AVAALGT
VTOOUAOMV, OV KO 1) OLLAO0 TOV VYAV KIvOOVOUL £lye LOVO TPELS TOPATPY|CELS,

2 VoL TaipveL SIPOPETIKES TIHES avd opado. Ot EMUEPOVS EKTINGELS

EMTPATNKE GTO T
ové opdda KvdHvo HTav Kot e ToA) KOVTE TN GUVOAIKN EKTIpMoT Kat 0 ¥2 ELeyog
Yl T O10POPA TWV VITOOUAd®MVY NTOV EAVA LN GTOTICTIKA CTIUOVTIKOS, OV Kol AYyOTEPO
évtova amd TV TpdTn avdAivon. Mio GAAn petafintn mov eivon Guyva Topdyovtog
ETEPOYEVELNG OTIG LETA-OVOAVOELS Eival 1) NAKia TV ac0evdv. AvoTuydS OGS dev
VINPYE €va Koo HETPO NG NAKING LETOED TOV LEAETMV Y10, VoL YivEL pio PETO-
TOAMVOPOUN G, APOV HEPIKES AVEPEPQLV TN LEGT TIUN TNG, LEPIKES TN SLAUECO KO
OPIGUEVEG OeV TEPLEYpaPY KOBOAOV TNV NAMKin TV 0c0evVOY GTO delypaTo Tov

ypnowonoincav. Katd ndoa mboavotnta Opmg n nAkio o Oa amoteAodce onpravTiKo
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TOPAYOVTH ETEPOYEVELNG GE QT T UETO-AVAAVGOT, KAODC 0 @aiveTol vo vmpyov
peydieg draxvudvoelg g nAkiog petald tov peretdv. Etvar BEPata dEo avapopdc 0Tt
o1 nhikieg TV acBevov gival pdAlov pkpdtepeg amd avtéc mov Ba mepipeve Kaveis,
dedopéEVOL OTL 01 0o0eVEIG TPETEL ATOKAEIGTIKA VO Ex0vV eviayDel oe Kdmola povada,
EVTOTIKNG Oepameiog. ZuYKEKPIEVA O1 TEPIOCOTEPEG UEGES TILES KO O1 OALUECOL

xopoaivovtal and 60 g 70 £1n.

5.2 Eppnveia Tov eopnpdtov € 6x£on pe ToATIOTEPES ONUOCILEVTELG
O1 Nassar kot ot cvvepydreg tov (Nassar, Malbouisson and Moreno, 2014) ot
GLGTNUATIKY TOVG AVAGKOTN GO peAétnoay Tig emdocelg Tov SAPS I poviélov mg
TPOYVOGTIKO LOVTEAO EVTIOTIKNG PPOVTIONG. ZVYKEVIPOSAV 28 HeAéteg eEMTEPIKNG
emkvpwons tov SAPS I kot e&nyoyav to LETPOL SIOKPITIKNG TKOVOTNTOG KO
Babuovounonc. To pétpo drakprtikng wavotntog mov aglordyncav ntav 1o AUROC,
OT®G KOt 6T 1KY Lo LEAETN, EVO Ga HETPo Pabovounong ypnoyoroincay to
oTaTIoTKO ToVv eAEYYov Hosmer-Lemeshow. To SAPS Il povtélo, 6nmg kot to SAPS 11,
QOAVETOL VO EMTLYYAVEL TKOVOTOINTIKT S10KPLTIKY] tkovotnta. Ocov apopd
BaBpovounon, povo 11 perérec iyov un otatioTikd onuovtikny Svsfadupovounon Kot
avTo PAvVNKe va 0eidetal 6To YeYovog 0Tt 0 EAeyyog Tov Hosmer-Lemeshow givor

evaicOntog oe peydha peyédn dsiyparog.

Emumiéov, pio mpOGOOTN CLGTNUOTIKY AVAGKOTNGT KOl LETA-0VAAVGT GUVEKPIVE TNV
amdd00N LOVIEA®MV UNYaVIKNG pabnong ditiung tavounong Kot LoviEAwv coBapotnrog
g acBévelng, copmepthappavopévon kot tov SAPS I, oty tpdPreym g
Bvnoomrog Tev acbevov evtoc e ME® (Barboi, Tzavelis and Muhammad, 2022).
[Tpaypotonombnke peta-avdivon toyaiov endpdcemv, KaBDS Kl ekeivol Tapatnpnoay
peydan etepoyévetla petald tov peketov. Ev avtiBéoet pe pog, ol HEAETEG TOV aPpOPOVLGAY
t0 SAPS Il kot cupmepnednkay oty avdivon nTov udévo 5, aArd 1 GLVOTTIKN
extipunon tov AUROC ftav kovtd ot dwkn pag (0,77 , 95% CI: 0,739-0,801). Onwg kot
oTN O1KN HOG £pEVVa, 1) AvaPopd TV LETPOV Pabrovounong otig LEAETES NTOV TOAD
TEPLOPIOUEVT], LLE OTOTEALEC O VO, ALOLVATOVV VO 0ELOAOYNGOVV T, LOVTEAN MG TTPOG TNV

KAVOTNTO TOVS VO ETLTVYYAVOLV 1KAVOTOMTIKY Badpovounon.
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5.3 Avvotd onpueio ko Tepropiopoi

Avtn glvar 1 TPATN GLGTNUATIKY AEOAOYNOT LEAETMV EEMTEPIKNG EMKVPMONG TOV
pétpov a&lordynong g tpoPrentikng tkavotmrag Tov SAPS Il povtédov tpodieyng
Bvnowdtroc acbevav oe povdodeg eviatikng Bepancioc. Ot pehéteg mov
GLUTEPIANPON KAV dEV NTOV ATOKAEIGTIKA LEAETES EEMTEPIKNG EMIKVPMOTG, AAAYL
omoladNToTE £pevva. a&loloyovoe T dlakpitikn tkavotta 1 T Pabuovounon tov SAPS
Il o€ detypa dlopopeTiKd amd oVTO TOL YPNCYLOTOONKE Y10 TV KATOCKEVT) TOV
LOVTEAOV. ZVYKEVTPOON KAV OAo TO StaBECILA HETPOL OLUKPLTIKTG IKOVOTNTOG,
Babupovounong kot GLVOAKTG 0ELOAGYNONG TOL LOVTEAOL AKOWA KL 0V OEV XPNGILELOV

Yl TV avaALoT).

Avctoymdg avt 1 peAéTn kpHfet kot kdmotovg meproptopoc. Katapydg n avalritnon
mpaypotoromOnke povo oty mAatedpua PUBMED kot amnd tig peréteg mov mposkvyav
Yo T SIMA®UOTIKY €pyacio yproipnonombnkay Adym 6yKov epyaciog Lovo ta dpbpa Tov
televtaiov £1ovg. Ta vrdAoma ApBpa Tov Eyvav dekTd PEYPL KOt TN PAoT TNG O1AOYNG
Bdoetl tov TANpoVS KEWWEVOD deV amoppiPOnKay TEAKA, ATANL dEV CLUTEPIAMNPONKAY GTO
KOUUATL TNG €AY YNS TV OEOOUEVMVY KOl GUVETMS OVTE KOl GTO KOUUATL TNG OVAAVONC.
"Eva dAdo onpeio mBoving mpoKANoNg GuoTNUATIKOD GOAALOTOS ival OTL KpathOnKay
puévo 6o dpbpa Tav ypappéva otny ayyAK YAOCOoW, YEYOVOG TOV UTOPEL VoL 001 yNoEL
G€ CLOTNUOTIKO cPAANa emAoYNS. Emiong, uovo 17 and 11 33 mapartnpnoelg
TPOEPYOVTOV OO PEAETEG LE YOUNAO KIVOLVO Y10 GUGTNUATIKO GOAALN COUPOVA LLE TO
PROBAST epyaieio. 'Evog akdpo oAb onpoavtikog meploptopds stvor 6t n peta-
avdAivon Paciotnke povo oto gufadd g kapmving ROC yo v a&oldynon g
OLOKPLTIKNG IKAVOTNTAG TOV HoVvTELOL. MéTpa a&loAdynong g Padpovoumong, cuvorKa
péTpa. aloAdyNoNg Kot HETPOL KAVIKNG YPNOIUOTNTAG EAAYIOTO OVAPEPOVTAY OTIG LEAETEG

Kot Tov advvaTo va Yivel avaluon Tave 6€ avTd.
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5.4 llpofinpatiopoti

H palikn avt) anovoio tmv cuvolk®dv pEtpov a&loAdynone, omwe to Brier score, kot
TOV PETPOV Babpovounons tov LovtéAmy gival £va BEpa Tov TPETEL VO TPOKOAEGEL
avnovyia Yo TNV Tot0TNTo TOV 0E0A0YNGEMVY TOV HOVTEA®V TPOPAEYNS GoPapoTnToC
pog ac0évelog. Aev amoterel TpOPANUa LOVO Yo TIG pEAETEG ToV aloloyovv to SAPS I,
aPoL GYEOGV TO GOVOLO TV HEAETMV TTOV TPoEkLY AV amd v avalrtmon cto PUBMED
a&lohoyovoav Kt dAha povtéda tovtodypova, 6mmwg o APACHE kot o SOFA. Axkoua kot
01 HEAETEC IOV NTOV OTOKAEIGTIKA LEAETEG EEMTEPIKTNG EMKVPOONG TOV LOVTEAW®V, OEV
dtepevvovoay o€ BABog tn Pabrovounon Tov HovIEA®VY, Tapd YPNGLOTOL0VCHY TOV
éheyyo twv Hosmer-Lemeshow mov givar po adpr| ko oyt mavto a&omot vosién g
moldtag Babpovopmonc. Movo pia and tig 25 pehéteg eiye vohoyicel otabepd Kot
KAlon Babpovopunong pali pe ta 95% opia epmictoohvig Tovg kot LOAG Tpelg To Brier
score. 't va gtvon TAnpng 1 a&loddynon evog Lovtédov dev apkel LOVo va £xel
TKOVOTIOUTIKT] OLOKPLTIKY] tkavOTnTa, 0101t €ivor adbvato va fyovv cagr GUUTEPACLLATO
YL TN YPNOHOTNTA VO TPOPAETTIKOV HOVTELOL HOVO Al TO PP TNG KAUTOANG
ROC. To gpotnua givor yioti ot peAETEG apkoVVIOL 6TV TAPOLGINCT) LOVO VTOD TOV
pétpov. E1dikd ot peréteg eEmtepIkng EMKVPMOONS TOL HOVAIIKO GKOTO £X0VV TOV EAEYYO
TOV LOVTEA®V LE ATMTEPO GTOYO TN YEVIKELOT) TOVS GE EVPVTEPOVG TANBLGLOVGS, Oa
énpeme va glval mo evoedeyelg Kot avotnpég pe ta kprrnpo Tovg. H migioymoeia tov
UEAETAOV OQLTNG TNG LETA-OVAAVONG ELY OV TPOTAPYIKO GTOYO TNV AVATTLEN EVOS VEOL
HOVTEAOV KOl TN GUYKPLIOT TOV UE TOALOTEPQ EGPALOUEVO LOVTELL TTPOPAEYNS
Bvnowotroc. H ohykpion aut 6yedov amokAelotikd teploptlotay ot LETPaL
SLKPLTIKNG KOVOTNTOG, TOL GOPAG EIVOL TLO EVKOAO VOL ETLTVYOVV IKOVOTOM TG,
emineda. Avtifeta kodn Pabuovounon etvar mo dvokoro va emtevydel, apov ival o
Babpog mov cupPadilovv ot TpoPAETOUEVES TYLES TOV LOVTELOV LE TIC TTOPOTPOVLEVES
TIRES KL {omg avTOG va givat Kt £vag AOYOS Tov TApa TOALEG LEAETEG ATOPEVLYOLV VO TNV
a&lohoynoovv. To mpdPANHa aVTO OV OPEILOTAV GTNV ETAOYN LOVO TV HEAETOV TOV
TEAELTOIOL £TOVG Y100 TN LETA-OVOAVGT], SLOTL 1] Amovcio TG a&loAdYNoNG TOV HETPOV

VTGOV NTaV 01O T 6T0 GHVOAO TOV HEAETOV TOV TPOEKLYAV Atd TV avalnTnon.
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[Tépa amd to epPfadd g kapmving ROC, apketéc peléteg avépepay tnv evoucOnoio
KoL TNV E01KOTNTA TOL €ivol LETPOL TNG COGTNG TASIVOUNONG TOV ATOU®V MG 0COEVOV 1|
VY10OV. Mia peta-avaivon og avtd ta pétpo Bo frav dOoKoAN 010TL 1 KaOe peén
YPNCLOTOLOVGE SAPOPETIKO KATMOPAL Y10t TOV VITOAOYICUO TOVG. AVGTLYMG, OV
eQopUOCTNKE o Ko1vi HEB0OG Y10 TNV EKTIUNGN TOV BEATIOTOV KATMOPALOV, EAV Kol
QPKETEG UEAETEG YpNOLOTOINoay To deikTn Tov Youden yia owtd 1o okond. EmmAéov,
elvar amapaitnt 1 dtedpuven e yPNoNS TG AvAAVGONG TG KAUTOANG aropaons. Mécm
VTG WITopel va yivel opati 1 KAVIKY ¥pNoidTTa TV LoVTEA®V TPOPAEYNS Kot Lo
GLYKEKPIUEVA VO YIvouV dtaKpttd To Optal TG ThavoTnTag EKONA®ONG NG EKPaonc pésa

GTO OTTOlaL 1) YPNON TV LOVIEA®V LILEPTEPEL EvavTt ALV HeBddmV.

5.5 Xvunepdopata

Ta anotedéopata g avaivong £dei&av 6t to SAPS Il o¢ povtélo mpdPreyng g
Bvnowottog o acBeveic mov Ppiokoviar oe povadeg evtatikng Bepaneiog mapovotdlet
TKOVOTIOUTIKT] OLOKPLTIKY] tkavOTNTO £X0VTOS OUMG pia afefordtnta Adym tng Leyaing
etepoyévelng v pedetov. Ioap’ 6ha avtd d¢ pmopel va ypnoipomondel wg ypnoyLo
gpyareio TpOPAEYNC Y10 TOVG KMVIKOVG 6TV KoOnpeptvyy KAVIKN Tpdén vt mpémet vo
a&loroynBoHv T6G0 Ta GLVOAMKA LETPA. ATTOd0oTC 0G0 Kot T HETPA Babrovounong yio va
napBet Eva tétolo cvumépacua, OAAMDS 1 a&loddynon Ba givar EAATNG KOl AGVVETNG.
Elvar mpopavég 0Tt elvan emraxtikny n avaykn BeAtioong e modmrag TV HEAETOV
eEMTEPIKTNG EMKVPOONG KO LEYAADTEPNG OLGTNPOTNTOG GTO KPLTHPLOL ONLLOGIEVGNC TOVG,.
H Beltioon avt Ba cuveloc@Epel oTN YOPIKT KO YPOVIKT YEVIKEVOT] QLTOV TOV
LOVTEA®V LELDVOVTAG £TGL TNV ETEPOYEVELN TTOL TTAPATNPEITAL LETAED OLUPOPETIKADV
mAnbvoudv. Emmiéov, n ykaBidpuon Tov HOVIEA®Y VTGOV MG SI0YVOCTIK®V EPYOAEi®V
Ba evioyvoel TNV TPOWPTN AVAYVAOPLoT) Kot S1AYVOGT TOV acHEVOV TOL VTOTPOTIALOVY Kot

Ba Tapéyel oToVG KAVIKODG TOADTIHO ETITALOV YPOVO VO TAPEUPOVY OVGLOGTIKA.
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IHHEPIAHYH

Ewaymyn: H coot dayeipion tov Kpicipuov voonudtov tepthapavel T ypryopn Kot
axp1pn tovtonoinon tov Papimg tacydviwv acbevav. 'Eva yprioio epyaieio mov umopel
VoL TO EMTOYEL AVTO €IVOL TO EVPEMG LAOOUEVO LOVTELO TPOPAEYNC EVOOVOGOKOLELNKTG
Bvnowottog, SAPS Il. Xkomdc g epyaciog avtng ival vo GUYKEVIPAOGEL LEAETES
eEwtepkng emkvpwong tov SAPS Il povtédov amd ) d1ebvn PipAtoypagio Kot vo peto-

aVOADGCEL TOL LETPOL TPOYVOGTIKNG aKPIPELLS TOV.

Mé0ooot: IIpaypatomomnie Piproypaeikny avalntnon oto PUBMED tv epiodo
and 16 OxtoPpiov 2022 péypt 20 Noéuppn 2022. EmdéyOnkav o peréteg mov eiyov
onpooctevdel and to 2003 €wg to 2022 ko a&oroyovsav To SAPS I yuo v mpoPieyn
g Bvnodmrag o acbeveic MEG®. Or mAnpogopieg mov e€nydncav nrav ta
YOPOUKTNPIOTIKA TOV LEAETOV, TO YOPOKTNPLOTIKA TV acOEVAV, To LETPO TPOYVMOOTIKNG
axpifeog kKot aEloAoynnke o Kivduvog CLGTNUATIKOV GOAAUATOC Y10, TNV KAOE PEAETT).
[a ™ peta-avéivon gpnotporomdnke to eufadd g kaprving ROC (AUROC) ov
elvar pétpo drakprrikng wavotntogc. [paypoatonombnke covheon twv anotehesdTOVY, UE
TNV EQAPLOYN LOVTELOV TUYOH®V ETOPACEDV Kol SIEPEVVIOT TV TNYDOV ETEPOYEVELNG LE

OVOAVGELG GE VITO-OUAOES,

Amoteléopata: Eywve dtahoyn 728 apbpwv, ek twv onoinv oto 306(42%) sxtipundnke to
mpeg kelpevo. Kpibnkav oyetkd pe ™ perém ta 200, oAAd copmeptAnednkay povo
oca giyav dnuootevdei To 2022 (25). And t1g 25 peréteg, 23(69,7%) peletovoay v
gvdovoookopelakn Bvmouomzra, 2(6%) t Bvnoywomra evtog g MEO ko 8(23,3%)
Bvnowomrta evtdg 1 unva, eva 11 (44%) kpibnkov pe yopnio kivéuvo GuoTnUaTIKOD
opaipatog, 11(44%) pe acaen kivévvo kot 3 (12%) pe vynio kivdvuvo. H cuvBetcn
extipnon oo AUROC ftav 0,75 (95% CI: 0,72-0,78). IMapoatnpndnke onpovtikog
Bobudc etepoyévetag (12= 98%) dwitepa o€ eminedo petald Tov peletdv, pe 10 95%
Swompa tpoéPreync tov AUROC va dwapopedvetan peta&y 0,58 kot 0,87. Ot avardoelg
0€ VTO-OAdES avaLOYa TNV £KPaon Kot TOV KiVOLUVO GUGTNHOTIKOD COAALATOS £0E1EAV

OTL O&V VTLAPYEL CTATIOTIKA CTUOVTIKT O10popd LETAED TV LITO-OUAOWV.

Yopnepaopora: To povtého SAPS Il oc epyaieio Tpofreync Bvnoyomtog oe acbeveig
ME® emitvyydvet tkovomomTikn oakpitikn wavotnto. H anovoio dpwg tov pétpaov
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Babpovounong Kot  TEPLOPIGHEVT] avAALGT KAUTOANG omd@acng kabiotodv advvatn v
TAPN Kot GVVETY] a&loAdYNOT TOV LOVTELOL KOl TNV £0paimon Tov ®g EVa YPTCILO

gpyoreio yuo TNV Ko pepivi] KAvikn mTpdsn.
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ABSTRACT

Introduction: The ideal management of severe diseases includes the fast and precise
identification of critical care patients. A useful tool that can achieve that is the widely
used prognostic model of in-hospital mortality, SAPS 11. The objective of this study is to
gather external validation studies of SAPS I1 from the international literature and to meta-

analyze its predictive performace measurements.

Methods: A systematic search was conducted between October 16 and November 20,
2022. Studies were chosen if they were published between 2003 and 2022, and reviewed
SAPS II on predicting ICU patients’ mortality. Data that were extracted included study
and patients’ characteristics, predictive performance measurements and the risk of bias
was assessed for each study. The discrimination measure that was used for the meta-
analysis was the Area Under the ROC curve (AUROC). We synthesized the results with
the use of a random effects model and researched the source of heterogeneity by subgroup

analysis.

Results: A total of 728 articles were screened, 306(42%) of which had their full text
assessed. Of those 200 were judged as suitable, but only those that were published in
2022 (25) were included in the study. Of the 25 studies, 23 (69,7%) researched in-hospital
mortality, 2 (6%) ICU mortality, 8 (23,3%) 1-month mortality, while 11 (44%) were
found to have low risk of bias, 11 (44%) unclear risk of bias and 3 (12%) high risk of
bias. The pooled estimate of AUROC was 0,75 (95% CI: 0,72-0,78). A high degree of
between study heterogeneity was noted (12 = 98%), with a 95% prediction interval of
AUROC between 0,58 and 0,87. Subgroup analysis depending on type of event and
overall risk of bias showed no statistical difference between the groups.

Conclusions: The SAPS Il model can achieve a decent discrimination as a tool of
predicting ICU mortality. However, the absence of calibration measurements and the
limited use of decision curve analysis deter the absolute and consistent review of the

model and its establishment as a useful tool for daily clinical practice.
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ITAPAPTHMA

PRISMA Checklist

Section and Item Location
Tobic 4 Checklist item where item
P is reported
TITLE
Title 1 | Identify the report as a systematic review. 2eA. 1
ABSTRACT
Abstract 2 | See the PRISMA 2020 for Abstracts checklist. >eN. 65
INTRODUCTION
Rationale 3 | Describe the rationale for the review in the context of existing knowledge. >el. 8-9
Objectives Provide an explicit statement of the objective(s) or question(s) the review addresses. >eA. 10
METHODS
Eligibility criteria Specify the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped for the syntheses. >¢eA. 35,36
Information Specify all databases, registers, websites, organisations, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted to identify studies. Specify the | ZeA. 35
sources date when each source was last searched or consulted.
Search strategy Present the full search strategies for all databases, registers and websites, including any filters and limits used. >¢eA. 35,36
Selection process Specify the methods used to decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the review, including how many reviewers screened each record | ZeA. 35
and each report retrieved, whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
Data collection 9 | Specify the methods used to collect data from reports, including how many reviewers collected data from each report, whether they worked >el. 36
process independently, any processes for obtaining or confirming data from study investigators, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the
process.
Data items 10a | List and define all outcomes for which data were sought. Specify whether all results that were compatible with each outcome domain in each >el. 36
study were sought (e.g. for all measures, time points, analyses), and if not, the methods used to decide which results to collect.
10b | List and define all other variables for which data were sought (e.g. participant and intervention characteristics, funding sources). Describe any >¢eA. 35,36
assumptions made about any missing or unclear information.
Study risk of bias 11 | Specify the methods used to assess risk of bias in the included studies, including details of the tool(s) used, how many reviewers assessed each | ZeA. 37
assessment study and whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.
Effect measures 12 | Specify for each outcome the effect measure(s) (e.g. risk ratio, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results. >el. 38
Synthesis 13a | Describe the processes used to decide which studies were eligible for each synthesis (e.g. tabulating the study intervention characteristics and
methods comparing against the planned groups for each synthesis (item #5)).
13b | Describe any methods required to prepare the data for presentation or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data el 38
conversions.
13c | Describe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses.
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Location

?gc'glcon I Checklist item where item
P is reported
13d | Describe any methods used to synthesize results and provide a rationale for the choice(s). If meta-analysis was performed, describe the el 37,38
model(s), method(s) to identify the presence and extent of statistical heterogeneity, and software package(s) used.
13e | Describe any methods used to explore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results (e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression). el 38
13f | Describe any sensitivity analyses conducted to assess robustness of the synthesized results. el 38
Reporting bias 14 | Describe any methods used to assess risk of bias due to missing results in a synthesis (arising from reporting biases).
assessment
Certainty 15 | Describe any methods used to assess certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for an outcome.
assessment
RESULTS
Study selection 16a | Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identified in the search to the number of studies included in | ZeA. 39, 40
the review, ideally using a flow diagram.
16b | Cite studies that might appear to meet the inclusion criteria, but which were excluded, and explain why they were excluded. 2eN. 40
Study 17 | Cite each included study and present its characteristics. >eh. 39
characteristics
Risk of bias in 18 | Present assessments of risk of bias for each included study. e, 51
studies
Results of 19 | For all outcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b) an effect estimate and its precision >el. 46-49
individual studies (e.g. confidence/credible interval), ideally using structured tables or plots.
Results of 20a | For each synthesis, briefly summarise the characteristics and risk of bias among contributing studies. el 52
syntheses 20b | Present results of all statistical syntheses conducted. If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision (e.g. >eN. 52
confidence/credible interval) and measures of statistical heterogeneity. If comparing groups, describe the direction of the effect.
20c | Present results of all investigations of possible causes of heterogeneity among study results. >el. 52, 54,
55
20d | Present results of all sensitivity analyses conducted to assess the robustness of the synthesized results.
Reporting biases 21 | Present assessments of risk of bias due to missing results (arising from reporting biases) for each synthesis assessed.
Certainty of 22 | Present assessments of certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for each outcome assessed.
evidence
DISCUSSION
Discussion 23a | Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence. >¢eA. 58-60
23b | Discuss any limitations of the evidence included in the review. el 59
23c | Discuss any limitations of the review processes used. el 61
23d | Discuss implications of the results for practice, policy, and future research. el 62

OTHER INFORMATION

| 24a | Provide registration information for the review, including register name and registration number, or state that the review was not registered.
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Section and

Topic

Checklist item

Location
where item
is reported

Registration and 24b | Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a protocol was not prepared.

protocol 24c | Describe and explain any amendments to information provided at registration or in the protocol.

Support 25 | Describe sources of financial or non-financial support for the review, and the role of the funders or sponsors in the review.

_Competing 26 | Declare any competing interests of review authors.

interests

Availability of 27 | Report which of the following are publicly available and where they can be found: template data collection forms; data extracted from included

data, code and
other materials

studies; data used for all analyses; analytic code; any other materials used in the review.
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PROBAST RISK OF BIAS AND APPLICABILITY ASSESSMENT

DOMAIN 1: Participants

A. Risk of Bias

Describe the sources of data and criteria for participant selection:

Dev Val

1.1 Were appropriate data sources used, e.g. cohort, RCT or nested case-control
study data?

1.2 Were all inclusions and exclusions of participants appropriate?

Risk of bias introduced by selection of RISK:
participants (low/ high/ unclear)

Rationale of bias rating:

B. Applicability

Describe included participants, setting and dates:

Concern that the included participants CONCERN:
and setting do not match the review (low/ high/ unclear)
question

Rationale of applicability rating:
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DOMAIN 2: Predictors

A. Risk of Bias

List and describe predictors included in the final model, e.g. definition and timing of assessment:

Dev

Val

2.1 Were predictors defined and assessed in a similar way for all participants?

2.2 Were predictor assessments made without knowledge of outcome data?

2.3 Are all predictors available at the time the model is intended to be used?

Risk of bias introduced by predictors or
their assessment

RISK:
(low/ high/ unclear)

Rationale of bias rating:

B. Applicability

Describe included participants, setting and dates:

Concern that the definition,
assessment or timing of predictors in
the model do not match the review
question

CONCERN:
(low/ high/ unclear)

Rationale of applicability rating:
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DOMAIN 3:0Outcome

A. Risk of Bias

Describe the outcome, how it was defined and determined, and the time interval between predictor assessment and outcome

determination:

Dev

Val

3.1 Was the outcome determined appropriately?

3.2 Was a pre-specified or standard outcome definition used?

3.3 Were predictors excluded from the outcome definition?

3.4 Was the outcome defined and determined in a similar way for all participants?

3.5 Was the outcome determined without knowledge of predictor information?

3.6 Was the time interval between predictor assessment and outcome determination
appropriate?

Risk of bias introduced by the outcome RISK:
or its determination (low/ high/ unclear)

Rationale of bias rating:

B. Applicability

At what time point was the outcome determined:

If a composite outcome was used, describe the relative frequency/distribution of each contributing outcome:

Concern that the outcome, its CONCERN:
definition, timing or determination do (low/ high/ unclear)
not match the review question

Rationale of applicability rating:
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DOMAIN 4:Analysis

A. Risk of Bias

Describe numbers of participants, number of candidate predictors, outcome events and events per candidate predictor:

Describe how the model was developed (for example in regards to modelling technique (e.g. survival or logistic modelling),
predictor selection, and risk group definition):

Describe whether and how the model was validated, either internally (e.g. bootstrapping, cross validation, random split sample) or
externally (e.g. temporal validation, geographical validation, different setting, different type of participants):

Describe the performance measures of the model, e.g. (re)calibration, discrimination, (re)classification, net benefit, and whether
they were adjusted for optimism:

Describe any participants who were excluded from the analysis:

Describe missing data on predictors and outcomes as well as methods used for missing data:

Dev Val

4.1 Were there a reasonable number of participants with the outcome?

4.2 Were continuous and categorical predictors handled appropriately?

4.3 Were all enrolled participants included in the analysis?

4.4 Were participants with missing data handled appropriately?

4.5 Was selection of predictors based on univariable analysis avoided?

4.6 Were complexities in the data (e.g. censoring, competing risks, sampling of
controls) accounted for appropriately?

4.7 Were relevant model performance measures evaluated appropriately?

4.8 Were model overfitting and optimism in model performance accounted for?

4.9 Do predictors and their assigned weights in the final model correspond to the
results from multivariable analysis?

Risk of bias introduced by the analysis RISK:
(low/ high/ unclear)

Rationale of bias rating:
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I'paenpa. Eleyyoc tov Egger, ypoppn moAlvdpounons e Tov ovticTpoQo TOV TUTLKOD
GOAALOTOG GTOV AEOVA X

Standardised treatment effect (z-score)

o]

Study

regression line

| |
20 30

Inverse of standard error
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Evésiktikog kmowkag o€ R (ékdoom 4.0.3)
library(readxl)
library(meta)

library(metamisc)

library(dplyr)

data<-read_excel("~/Data_Rc.xlIsx", skip = 2)
data<-subset(data,data$Model=="SAPS II")

temp<-read_excel("~/newdata.xIsx", skip = 1)

##SE & 95% Cl calculation
estl <- ccalc(cstat = AUC, cstat.se = AUC_SE, cstat.cilb = AUC_CI_lIb,
cstat.ciub = AUC_CI_ub, N = Sample_size, O = Events, data = data, slab =Author)
##logit transformations
est2 <- ccalc(cstat = AUC, cstat.se = AUC_SE, cstat.cilb = AUC_CI_Ib,
cstat.ciub = AUC_CI_ub, N = Sample_size, O = Events, data = data, slab = Author,
g = "log(cstat/(1-cstat))")
##merge with dataset
dataSAUC_SE<-est1$theta.se
dataSAUC_CI_Ib<-estl$theta.cilb
dataSAUC_CI_ub<-estl$theta.ciub
data$logitAUC<-est2$theta
data$logitAUC_SE<-est2$theta.se
data$logitAUC_CI_lb<-est2$theta.cilb

data$logitAUC_CI_ub<-est2$theta.ciub

##remove unwanted observations

81



newdata<-subset(data,data$Outcome!="1-year mortality"& data$Outcome!="72h mortality")
newdata=newdata[-c(5,6),]

newdata2=newdata[!duplicated(newdata$Study ID),]

##tunite 28-day & 30-day mortality into one category

newdata$Outcome=as.factor(newdata$Outcome)

newdata$Outcome_analysis=recode(newdata$Outcome, "28-day mortality"="28 & 30-day mortality",
"30-day mortality"="28 & 30-day mortality")

newdata$confint=temp$Conf _int

##trandom effect meta analysis

random_reml<-metagen(TE=newdata$logitAUC,seTE = newdata$logitAUC_SE,studlab =
newdata$Author,

data=newdata,fixed=FALSE,random = TRUE,method.tau = "REML" ,hakn=TRUE title =
"SAPS Il validation™)

random_reml

##subgroup analysis
sub_out<-update.meta(random_reml,subgroup = newdata$Outcome_analysis,tau.common = TRUE)

sub_rob<-update.meta(random_reml,subgroup = newdata$ROB_overall,tau.common = FALSE)

##inv logit transformation
invlogit=function(x){
y=1/(1+(exp(-x)))

return(y)
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#itforest plots

pdf(file = "forestplot.pdf”, width = 12, height =14 )

forest.meta(random_reml, studlab = TRUE, sortvar = studlab, common = FALSE, print.tau2 = TRUE,
ref=NA, xlim = ¢(0,3), smlab = "SAPS II", leftcols=c("studlab”,"Sample_size", "AUC","confint"),
leftlabs=c("Author","Sample Size","AUC","95% CI"), rightlabs=c( "Logit(AUROC)","95%
CI","Weight(random)"))

dev.off()

png(file = "forestplot.png”, width = 3500, height =2556,res = 300 )

forest.meta(random_reml, studlab = TRUE, sortvar = studlab, common = FALSE, prediction = TRUE,
print.tau2 = TRUE, ref=NA, xlim = ¢(0,3), smlab="SAPS II”, leftcols=c("'studlab”,"Sample_size",
"AUC" "confint"), leftlabs=c("Author","Sample Size","AUC","95% CI"), rightlabs=c(
"Logit(AUROC)","95% CI","Weight(random)"))

dev.off()

pdf(file = "forestplot_out.pdf", width = 12, height =14)

forest.meta(sub_out, studlab = TRUE, sortvar = studlab, common = FALSE, ref = NA, xlim = ¢(-1,4),
prediction = TRUE, print.tau2 = TRUE, smlab="SAPS II", colgap.forest.left = "1cm",
leftcols=c("studlab”,"Sample_size", "AUC" "confint"), leftlabs=c("Author","Sample Size","AUC","95%
CI"), rightlabs=c( "Logit(AUROC)","95% CI","Weight(random)"), col.subgroup = "dark blue")

dev.off()

png(file = "forestplot_out.png”, width = 3500, height =3500,res = 300 )

forest.meta(sub_out, studlab = TRUE, sortvar = studlab, common = FALSE, ref = NA, xlim = c¢(-1,4),
prediction = TRUE, print.tau2 = TRUE, smlab="SAPS II", colgap.forest.left = "1cm",
leftcols=c("'studlab”,"Sample_size", "AUC","confint"), leftlabs=c("Author","Sample Size","AUC","95%
CI"), rightlabs=c( "Logit(AUROC)","95% CI","Weight(random)"), col.subgroup = "dark blue")

dev.off()

pdf(file = "forestplot_rob.pdf", width = 12, height =14 )
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forest.meta(sub_rob, studlab = TRUE, sortvar = studlab, common = FALSE, ref = NA, xlim = ¢(-1,4),
prediction = TRUE, print.tau2 = TRUE, smlab="SAPS II", colgap.forest.left = "1cm",
leftcols=c("studlab”,"Sample_size", "AUC","confint"), leftlabs=c("Author","Sample Size","AUC","95%
CI"), rightlabs=c( "Logit(AUROC)","95% CI","Weight(random)"), col.subgroup = "dark blue")

dev.off()

png(file = "forestplot_rob.png", width = 3500, height =3500,res = 300 )

forest.meta(sub_rob, studlab = TRUE, sortvar = studlab, common = FALSE, ref = NA, xlim = c(-1,4),
prediction = TRUE, print.tau2 = TRUE, smlab="SAPS II", colgap.forest.left = "1cm",
leftcols=c("studlab”,"Sample_size", "AUC","confint"), leftlabs=c("Author","Sample Size","AUC","95%
CI"), rightlabs=c( "Logit(AUROC)","95% CI","Weight(random)"), col.subgroup = "dark blue")
dev.off()

##funnel plot

funnel(random_reml,xlab = "Logit(AUC)",random = TRUE,common = FALSE,Ity.random = 2,lwd.random
= 1,col = "dark blue",studlab = TRUE,cex.studlab =0.6 )

title(main = "Funnel plot™)
col.contour = c(*"gray75", "gray85", "gray95")
funnel.meta(random_reml, xlim = ¢(-0.5, 2), contour = ¢(0.9, 0.95, 0.99),col.contour = col.contour)

legend(x = 1.6, y = 0.01, legend = c("p <0.1", "p < 0.05", "p < 0.01"),fill = col.contour)

##tsmall study bias/egger test
metabias(random_reml,method.bias="Egger" plotit=TRUE,)
legend(x="topleft",c(""Study", "regression line"),Ity = ¢c(NA,1),pch = ¢(1,NA),col = c(1,1))

z<-metareg(random_reml,formula = ~newdata$ROB_overall)

###sensitivity analysis

newdata3=subset(newdata,subset = newdata3ROB_overall!="High")
random_reml3<-metagen(TE=newdata3$logitAUC,seTE = newdata3$logitAUC_SE,studlab =
newdata3$Author,data=newdata3,fixed=FALSE,random = TRUE,method.tau = "REML",hakn=TRUE title
= "SAPS Il validation"

newdatad4=subset(newdata,subset = newdata$Study 1D!=10)
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random_reml4<-metagen(TE=newdata4$logitAUC,seTE = newdata4$logitAUC_SE,studlab =

newdata4$Author, data=newdata4,fixed=FALSE,random = TRUE,method.tau = "REML" hakn=TRUE title

= "SAPS Il validation™)
newdata5=subset(newdata,subset = newdata$Study ID!=23)

random_reml5<-metagen(TE=newdata5$logitAUC,se TE = newdata5$logitAUC_SE,studlab =

newdata5$Author, data=newdata5,fixed=FALSE,random = TRUE,method.tau = "REML",hakn=TRUE title

="SAPS Il validation™)
newdata6=subset(newdata,subset = newdata$Study ID!=4)

random_reml6<-metagen(TE=newdata6$logitAUC,seTE = newdata6$logitAUC_SE,studlab =

newdata6$Author, data=newdata6,fixed=FALSE,random = TRUE,method.tau = "REML" hakn=TRUE title

= "SAPS Il validation")
newdata7=subset(newdata,subset = newdata$Study _1D!=22)

random_reml7<-metagen(TE=newdata7$logitAUC,seTE = newdata7$logitAUC_SE,studlab =

newdata7$Author, data=newdata7,fixed=FALSE,random = TRUE,method.tau = "REML" ,hakn=TRUE title

= "SAPS Il validation™)

newdata8=subset(newdata,subset = newdata$Study ID!=17& newdata$Study ID!=4
&newdata$Study _ID!=22)

random_reml8<-metagen(TE=newdata8$logitAUC,se TE = newdata8$logitAUC_SE,studlab =

newdata8$Author, data=newdata8,fixed=FALSE,random = TRUE,method.tau = "REML" hakn=TRUE title

= "SAPS Il validation")
HHHHHHHHEHIHEH
##alternative package for random-effects meta-analysis

library(metafor)

test<-rma.uni(yi=newdata$logitAUC,sei=newdata$logitAUC_SE,method = "REML" test = "knha")
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