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A B S T R A C T   

Background: Bloodstream infection (BSI) is a prevalent cause of admission in hemodialysis (HD) 
patients and is associated with increased morbidity and mortality. This study aimed to establish a 
diagnostic, predictive model for the early identification of BSI in HD patients. 
Methods: HD patients who underwent blood culture testing between August 2018 and March 2022 
were enrolled in this study. Machine learning algorithms, including stepwise logistic regression 
(SLR), Lasso logistic regression (LLR), support vector machine (SVM), decision tree, random forest 
(RF), and gradient boosting machine (XGboost), were used to predict the risk of developing BSI 
from the patient’s clinical data. The accuracy (ACC) and area under the subject working curve 
(AUC) were used to evaluate the performance of such models. The Shapley Additive Explanation 
(SHAP) values were used to explain each feature’s predictive value on the models’ output. Finally, 
a simplified nomogram for predicting BSI was devised. 
Results: A total of 391 HD patients were enrolled in this study, of whom 74 (18.9%) were diag
nosed with BSI. The XGboost model achieved the highest AUC (0.914, 95% confidence interval 
[CI]: 0.861–0.964) and ACC (86.3%) for BSI prediction. The four most significant co-variables in 
both the significance matrix plot of the XGboost model variables and the SHAP summary plot 
were body temperature, dialysis access via a non-arteriovenous fistula (non-AVF), the procalci
tonin levels (PCT), and neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio (NLR). 
Conclusions: This study created an effective machine-learning model for predicting BSI in HD 
patients. The model could be used to detect BSI at an early stage and hence guide antibiotic 
treatment in HD patients.   

1. Introduction 

Bloodstream infection (BSI) is the second leading cause of death among hemodialysis (HD). The mortality rate of BSI ranges from 
19% to 25% of patients [1] [–] [4]. Furthermore, BSI also prolongs the hospital stay and the treatment costs for both patients and 
society. The early identification of BSI in HD patients is crucial for clinicians to provide timely and appropriate treatment necessary to 
reduce the mortality from BSI. 
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A blood culture could be used to identify pathogens within the blood and to guide antibiotic treatment. Although this test is still 
considered the gold standard for diagnosing bloodstream infections, it takes at least 12 to 48 h to obtain the results, making it difficult 
to provide early antibiotic treatment to counteract the infection [5]. Therefore, there is a need to create a diagnostic model to predict 
BSI at an early stage to provide timely, more effective treatment. However, the currently most available models for predicting BSI 
[6–8] are for non-hemodialysis patients. Recent studies have shown that dialysis increases the risk factors for the development of BSI. 
Several factors can increase the risk of developing BSI in HD patients, such as the access used for the dialysis (odds ratio (OR): 11.2; p <
0.001), previous hospitalizations (OR: 6.63; p < 0.005), history of diabetes (OR:2.651; p < 0.001), hypoproteinemia (OR:1.973, p <
0.05) [9–11]. However, the large number of potential risk factors makes it difficult for the clinician to determine the risk for the 
patient. Therefore, there is a need to develop predictive models to facilitate clinical decision-making. Sasaki et al. [12] used a logistic 
regression model to score the risk of developing bacteremia in HD patients (BAC-HD score) in an outpatient setting. However, the small 
number of crucial predictors included in this model resulted in poor predictive performance following external validation of the model. 
Therefore, to establish a more precise diagnostic prediction model for BSI in HD patients, the model must contain more reliable 
predictors and include patients from a wider cohort. 

Machine learning algorithms are increasingly used in healthcare to identify variables linked to clinical outcomes and improve the 
clinical decision-making process. When compared with conventional regression analysis, machine learning provides better modeling 
of complex relationships [13,14]. Therefore in this study, we aimed to develop and validate a nomogram for the early prediction of BSI 
in HD patients. To achieve this aim, we compared the performance of 6 machine learning algorithms; stepwise logistic regression 
(SLR), lasso logistic regression (LLR), support vector machine (SVM), decision tree, random forest (RF), and gradient boosting machine 
(XGboost) were used to identify additional clinical features that could be predictive of BSI. As opposed to pre-existing models we 
incorporated additional predictive features such as procalcitonin levels (PCT) and neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio (NLR) in the devel
opment of the predictive nomogram. 

2. Methods 

2.1. Study population and data collection 

A retrospective analysis of all medical records of HD patients treated at the Department of Nephrology, Affiliated Hospital of North 
Sichuan Medical College, Nanchong, Sichuan Province, China, from January 2018 to March 2022, was performed. Patients with a 
dialysis duration of less than two weeks, no blood culture results available, below 18 years, or with acute renal failure were excluded 
from this study (Fig. 1). The createDataPartition method [15] in the R language caret package was used to randomly split the patients 
into training, and testing sets using a ratio of 7:3. The training set was used to train the model, while the testing set was used to evaluate 
the performance of the model (Fig. 1). A 10-fold cross-validation was performed in the training set. 

2.2. Ethical considerations 

The study was approved by the ethics committee of the Affiliated Hospital of North Sichuan Medical College (File Number: 
2022ER476-1). The need to obtain written informed consent was waived due to the retrospective nature of the study and that the data 
retrieved from the medical records were anonymous. 

Fig. 1. Participant flow diagram.  
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2.3. Predictors and outcome measures 

The predictors used to develop the machine learning models were selected based on previous studies [12,16] [–] [20] and expert 
judgment. The patient’s demographic characteristics (age and gender) and clinical history (body temperature, systolic and diastolic 
blood pressure, heart rate, chills, vomiting, dialysis access, dialysis duration, history of bloodstream infection, history of diabetes, 
history of malignancy, history of antibiotic usage within one week, history of using steroid, history of using immunosuppressant) were 
extracted from the patient’s medical records. The laboratory measurements, including leukocyte count, neutrophil count, neutrophil 
percentage, platelet count, neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio (NLR), lymphocyte-monocyte ratio (LMR), platelet-lymphocyte ratio, albu
min, alkaline phosphatase, C-reactive protein (CRP), and procalcitonin (PCT), were also extracted. All data regarding clinical 
symptoms, vital signs, and laboratory measures were gathered within 24 h of obtaining the blood cultures. The body temperature, 
heart rate, respiratory rate, and blood pressure were also obtained on the same day as the blood cultures. In addition, we also included 
a non-arteriovenous fistula (non-AVF) and the dialysis access point as potential predictors in our study [9,21]. 

2.4. Identification of BSI 

The presence and type of BSI were determined by a positive blood culture result. Two experienced laboratory physicians evaluated 
the blood cultures, and the presence or absence of BSI was determined by a qualified nephrologist. 

2.5. Sample size and missing data 

There is no universally acknowledged approach for computing sample size in the development and validation of clinical prediction 
models. Therefore, our same sample size calculation was based on that used in previous similar studies [12,22] and the number of 
desired outcome events. Since not all medical records provided the full laboratory information, the knnImputation function [23] in the 
R language DMwR package was used to fill in the missing CRP (17.6%) and PCT (3.3%) data. 

2.6. Statistical analysis 

The data analysis was conducted with the R software (version 4.2.0). The differences in the predictive variables were compared 
between the training and testing sets. The Wilcoxon rank sum test was used to compare the continuous variables, and the Chi-square 
test was used for the categorical variables. A p-value below 0.05 was deemed a statistically significant difference for all statistical tests. 

2.7. Development and validation of the machine learning models 

Six supervised machine learning techniques, SLR, LLR, SVM, decision tree, RF, and XGboost, were used to establish relevant 
diagnostic models. The SLR models have the advantage of reducing the multicollinearity problem and improving computational ef
ficiency. However, in contrast to the models constructed using SLR, the screening of variables based on LLR is more effective in 
preventing over-fitting of the model and boosting model efficiency [24]. 

Logistic regression models select variables with a linear relationship between the independent and dependent variables and exclude 
independent variables with non-linear correlations. Due to this, we propose three tree-based algorithms: decision trees, RF, and 
XGboost. The decision trees model categorizes the data based on a simple, interpretable set of rules. However, these models are 
susceptible to overfitting. The RF algorithm is composed of decision trees and significantly lowers the risk of overfitting. XGboost is an 
ensemble learning technique based on gradient boosting that uses iterative computing of weak classifiers to produce accurate clas
sification with high scalability and fast computational performance [25,26]. SVM is a classification analysis algorithm with distinct 
advantages in tackling small samples, nonlinearity, and high-dimensional pattern classification. 

All the models were trained and validated on the testing dataset. The prediction performance of the model was evaluated by 
comparing the accuracy (ACC) and the area under the subject working curve (AUC) on the validation dataset. The R Metrics package is 
used to calculate the ACC, while the pRoc package was utilized to create the ROC curves and measure the AUC. Moreover, to better 
interpret the results of the model with the highest overall diagnostic value, we used Shapley Additive Explanation (SHAP) values [27] 
to assess the value for each feature within the model according to the training dataset. The SHAP summary plot shows the high and low 
SHAP values for the top 20 features. The extent of the SHAP values enabled us to quantify the significance of the impacts of the 
predictor variables on the results. The higher the SHAP value of a feature, the higher the predictive value of this feature. An importance 
matrix was used to illustrate all the features predictive of BSI. The SHAP dependence plot was used to explain how a single feature 
influences the output of the machine learning algorithm. The methodological flowchart of the study is shown in Supplementary Fig. 1. 

2.8. Development of the nomogram 

The best performing model was used to build a nomogram that clinicians could use to predict the occurrence of BSI. The nomogram 
was built using the rms package in R language. Calibration curves were plotted to test the performance of the nomogram on the 
training set and testing datasets. If the model has a better fit, the predictions will be more accurate when the Logistic regression 
calibration curve is closer to the diagonal. 
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3. Results 

3.1. Participant characteristics 

The data of 1570 HD patients were initially retrieved from the medical records. A total of 1179 patients were excluded as they did 
not meet the eligibility criteria (Fig. 1). Finally, 391 patients were included, and 18.9% (n = 74) of these patients had BSI. The data 
were divided into training (n = 274) and validation (n = 117) datasets, containing 52 and 22 cases of BSI, respectively. 

The majority (58.4%) of the patients were men, and the average age of the participants was 58 years. The average duration of the 
dialysis treatment was 10 months. The remaining variables are described in more detail in Table 1. Arteriovenous endovascular fistula 
(AVF) was selected as the dialysis access method in 51.4% of the patients. Staphylococcus aureus accounted for 27 (36.5%) of the BSI, 
and Staphylococcus epidermidis accounted for 15 (20.3%) of the BSI cases (Table 2). 

Table 1 
Characteristics of the participants.  

Characteristic All 
Patients (n = 391) 

Training 
Set (n = 274) 

Testing 
Set (n = 117) 

P 
Value 

Sex , n (%) 0.83 
Male 229 (58.6) 159 (58.0) 70 (59.8)  
Female 162 (41.4) 115 (42.0) 47 (40.2)  

Age (years) 58 (50,70) 59.5 (51,70) 57 (49–71) 0.58 
Vital signs 

Body temperature (◦C) 37.4 (36.9,38.6) 37.4 (36.9,38.6) 37.4 (36.9,38.6) 0.99 
Systolic blood pressure (mmHg) 137 (121,156) 136 (122,155) 138 (122,158) 0.43 
Diastolic blood pressure (mmHg) 78 (68–87) 78 (68,86) 76 (68,90) 0.79 
Heart rate (/min) 92 (83–106) 92 (83,106) 92 (84,105) 0.73 
Breathing rate (/min) 20 (20–21) 20 (20,21) 20 (20,21) 0.60 

Symptoms , n (%) 0.13 
Chill 46 (11.8) 33 (12.0) 13 (11.7) 0.93 
Vomit 64 (16.4) 45 (16.4) 19 (16.2) 1.00 

Dialysis duration(m), n (%) 10 (2,26.5) 12 (2,36) 6 (1,24) 0.04 
Dialysis Access, n (%) 

AV fistula 201 (51.4) 149 (54.4) 52 (44.4)  
Central venous catheter 64 (16.4) 46 (16.8) 18 (115.4)  
Femoral vein catheter 125 (32.0) 78 (28.5) 47 (40.2)  
AV graft 1 (0.2) 1 (0.4) 0 (0,0)  

History of BSI, n (%) 25 (6.4) 18 (6.6) 7 (6.0) 1.00 
Comorbidities , n (%) 

Diabetes mellitus 121 (30.9) 75 (27.4) 46 (39.3) 0.03 
Malignancy 29 (7.4) 24 (8.8) 5 (4.3) 0.18 

Medication , n (%) 
Steroid use 43 (11.0) 32 (11.7) 11 (9.4) 0.63 
Immunosuppressant use 32 (8.2) 25 (9.1) 7 (6.0) 0.40 
Antibiotics use within one week 94 (24.0) 64 (23.4) 30 (25.6) 0.72 

Causes of CKD, n (%)    0.03 
Diabetic nephropathy 115 (29.4) 71 (25.9) 44 (37.6)  
Hypertensive nephrosclerosis 9 (2.3) 9 (3.3) 0 (0.0)  
Chronic glomerulonephritis 63 (16.1) 48 (17.5) 15 (12.8)  
Others and unknown 204 (52.2) 146 (53.3) 58 (49.6)  

Laboratory findings 
Leukocyte count (109/L) 7.16 (5.4,10.6) 6.9 (5.2,10.3) 7.3 (5.4–10.3) <0.01 

Neutrophil count (109/L) 5.7 (4.1,8.9) 5.3 (3.9,8.4) 6.3 (4.5,9.8) 0.01 
Neutrophil percentage (%) 79.7 (71.8,86.9) 78.7 (71.8,86.8) 81.9 (72.2,87) 0.26 

Platelet count (109/L) 149 (106,197) 148 (101,197) 152 (113,196) 0.23 
Neutrophil/Lymphocyte ratio 7.0 (4.1,13.3) 6.7 (4.1–13.2) 8.1 (4.2,14.3) 0.30 
Lymphocyte/Monocyte ratio 1.8 (1.1,2.8) 1.7 (1.1,2.8) 1.9 (1.2,2.8) 0.58 
Platelet/Lymphocyte ratio 187 (114,274) 187 (120,273) 187 (104,280) 0.79 
Albumin (g/L) 35.6 (31.2,39.4) 35.9 (31.2–39.6) 35 (31–38.9) 0.45 
Alkaline phosphatase (U/L) 89 (70,115) 89.5 (69.2,114) 89 (72–116) 0.51 
C-reacted protein (mg/L) 22.1 (6.7,65.0) 22.6 (6.5,68.6) 20.1 (7.9,62.0) 0.48 
Procalcitonin (ug/L) 1.2 (0.4,4.7) 1.3 (0.4,4.1) 1.0 (0.4,5.8) 0.57 

Type of infection, n (%) 0.49 
Pulmonary Infection 233 (59.6) 162 (59.1) 71 (60.7)  
Urinary tract infections 25 (6.4) 15 (5.5) 10 (8.5) 
BSI 74 (18.9) 52 (19.0) 22 (18.8) 

ARBSI 52 (13.3) 34 (12.4) 18 (15.4) 
Others 22 (5.6) 15 (8.0) 7 (6.0) 
No infection 37 (9.5) 30 (10.9) 7 (6.0) 

Data are presented as median (interquartile range) or number (%). Abbreviations: AV fistula, arteriovenous endovascular fistula; AV graft, arterio
venous endovascular graft; CKD, Chronic Kidney Disease; BSI, Bloodstream infection; ARBSI, Access-related Bloodstream infection. 
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3.2. Model comparisons 

Fig. 2 shows the ACC and AUC obtained by all models on the testing dataset. LLR had the highest ACC (88.0%), followed by XGboost 
(86.3%), RF (86.3%), SLR (85.5%), SMV (84.6%), and decision tree (82.9%) on the testing dataset. However, XGboost had the highest 
AUC (0.914, range: 0.861–0.968), followed by LLR (0.903, range: 0.836–0.970), RF (0.900, range: 0.836–0.964), SVM(0.883, range: 
0.816–0.951), SLR(0.855, range: 0.770–0.933), decision tree (0.844, range: 0.740–0.968). The 10-fold cross-validation results showed 
that XGboost showed the highest mean AUC (0.891) and ACC (0.886) values (Supplementary Table 1). 

Since the XGboost model exhibited the highest AUC, it was chosen as the best prediction model and analysised further by SHAP 
values. 

3.3. Optimal features analysis 

Body temperature, PCT, age, non-AVF, NLR, LMR, white blood cell count, platelet count, diastolic blood pressure, and neutrophil 
percentage were identified as the top 10 most important variables by the XGboost algorithm (Fig. 3). The SHAP summary plot of the 
XGboost model and the top 20 features predictive of BSI are illustrated in Fig. 4. The variable importance matrix plots and SHAP 
summary plots identified that body temperature, non-AVF, PCT, and NLR were the four most important predictor factors for BSI. 

Fig. 5 shows the results of the SHAP dependence plots. The values on the y-axis represent the SHAP value of the feature, and the X- 
axis represents the changes in feature values. SHAP values above zero for specific features indicate an increased risk of BSI. 

3.4. Nomogram and calibration curve 

Table 3 displays the regression coefficients and intercepts of the optimum logistic regression model developed with the first 4 
significant predictor variables. Fig. 6A illustrates the BSI prediction nomogram. The calibration curves used to evaluate the model’s 
performance on the training and validation datasets are illustrated in Fig. 6B and C, respectively. 

4. Discussion 

Early intervention is essential to reduce morbidity and mortality from BSI in HD patients. Previous studies have attempted to 
develop prediction models for patients with BSI. Shapiro created a risk prediction model to forecast the occurrence of BSI in general 
emergency medical patients [6]. Although several later cohorts validated the model [28,29], the AUC of the model after external 
validation was relatively poor in HD patients compared to the general population (AUC: 0.73 vs. 0.81) [22,28]. Sasaki et al. established 
a score for predicting BSI in maintenance hemodialysis patients using multicenter emergency department records [12]. However, the 
study’s limitations were restricted predictor factors and uncertain data quality. As a result, it would be essential to build a more reliable 
computational method for developing a better diagnostic model to predict the incidence of BSI in HD patients. 

To our knowledge, this is the first study making use of machine learning to identify clinical variables predictive of BSI in HD 
patients. A total of 28 clinical variables were used to train 6 machine learning models, including SLR, LLR, SVM, decision tree, RF, and 
XGboost. The predictive ability of these models was compared in a cohort dataset of 117 patients. The XGboost model had the highest 
AUC (0.914) and ACC (86.3%). The XGboost model makes use of a bootstrapping method and has powerful predictive efficacy even in 
limited datasets [30]. The XGboost model variable importance matrix plot (Fig. 3) and SHAP summary plot (Fig. 4) showed that body 
temperature, non-AVF, PCT, and NLR have a significant predictive role for BSI. These 4 predictive variables were used to construct the 
final nomogram. 

Similar to previous studies [1,9,21], non-AVF was found to be a strong predictor for the development of BSI in HD patients. When 
compared with our cohort, a lower proportion of patients in the study of Sasaki et al. (26.4% vs. 48.6%) [12] utilized the non-AVF 
method as the access point for dialysis, as recommended by the guidelines the preferred use of AVF [31]. Given its low usage rate, 
the author advised against using non-AVF as a predictor for BSI [12], which appears to be at odds with the results of this study. 
However, A possible explanation for the increased use of non-AVF dialysis access in our study could be attributed to the fact that the 
patients in our cohort had been on dialysis for a shorter period (median dialysis time 10 months versus. 61 months), indicating that a 
substantial proportion of patients were in the early stages of dialysis, when non-AVF uses appear to be increasing as a result of delayed 

Table 2 
BSI pathogens.  

Staphylococcus aureus 27 Candida albicans 1 
Staphylococcus epidermidis 15 Propionibacterium acnes 1 
Escherichia coli 5 Rhodopseudomonas pilosula 1 
Klebsiella pneumoniae 5 Candida tropicalis 1 
Enterococcus faecalis 4 Staphylococcus carnosus 1 
Serratia marcescens 2 Stenotrophomonas maltophilia 1 
Enterobacter cloacae 2 Staphylococcus cephalosporus 1 
Streptococcus agalactiae 2 Aeromonas punctata subsp.caviae 1 
Staphylococcus mimicus 1 Corynebacteriumstriatum 1 
Human Staphylococcus 1 Staphylococcus wolframii 1  
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diagnosis of uremia, the failure of AVF maturation and AVF dysfunction [31–33]. Moreover, according to the dialysis outcomes and 
practice patterns study (DOPPS), AVF was chosen as the first vascular access in only 44% of northern China and it appears to be equally 
prevalent in the rest of China [34,35]. Therefore, we suggest using non-AVF in the model to evaluate the presence of BSI. 

The SHAP analysis identified PCT as a strong predictor for BSI (Fig. 4). This finding was confirmed by the SHAP independent plot 
(Fig. 5B), which also showed that as the PCT concentration increases, the risk of BSI increases. Therefore, PCT was identified as a 
critical contributor to our model. The most influential biomarkers for identifying infection were the inflammatory markers PCT and 
CRP. Plasma PCT levels are elevated in patients with sepsis and following severe bacterial or fungal infections. However, compared 
with CRP, the PCT levels tend to be lower in patients with less severe inflammatory responses. Studies have shown that PCT is a better 
indicator for the early prediction of BSI than CRP [36] [–] [38]. Interestingly, owing to the presence of different types of infections in 
our model, CRP had a lower diagnostic value when compared with PCT. It is also important to note that the kidneys may not effectively 
clear PCT in patients with severe renal failure. As a result, PCT on its own may be a poor indicator of [39,40] the optimal cut-off value 
for PCT to diagnose BSI in HD patients may not be remarkably different from that of the general population. Therefore, more research 
is required to establish the value of PCT as a predictive biomarker for BSI. 

NLR is also one of the top five variables in the XGboost model and SHAP summary plots (Figs. 3 and 4). NLR is a simple, widely 
available test that could be used to predict BSI. However, NLR on its own is insufficient to predict BSI and must be coupled with other 
proven biological markers to increase its diagnostic accuracy for bloodstream infections [18]. 

Consistent with previous studies, S. aureus (36.5%) and S. epidermidis (20.3%) were identified as the main pathogens involved in the 
development of BSI (Table 2) [12,21]. A possible explanation for this tendency could be the use of percutaneous tunnel catheters in 
70.3% of the patients in this study. These findings may suggest that antibiotics targeting gram-positive bacteria could be selected as the 
primary empirical treatment option for patients with suspected BSI. Furthermore, the frequency and duration of percutaneous tunnel 
catheters should be reduced to prevent [41]. 

Fig. 2. ACC and AUC values achieved by the machine learning models on the testing dataset. The XGboost model achieved the best AUC, and the 
LLR achieved the best ACC. 
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This study has certain limitations that have to be acknowledged. The sample used in our study was small, and all the data were 
obtained from a single center. As a result, the accuracy and generalisability of our proposed model might be limited. Therefore, 
external validation is indeed required to prevent model overfitting. Since the data for this study were obtained retrospectively, some 

Fig. 3. Importance matrix plot of the XGboost model. This importance matrix plot depicts the importance of each covariate in building the final 
prediction model. Abbreviations: PCT, Procalcitonin; CRP, C-reacted protein; NLR, Neutrophil/Lymphocyte ratio; non-AVF, Non-Arteriovenous 
Fistula; PLR, Platelet/Lymphocyte ratio; LMR, Lymphocyte/Monocyte ratio. 

Fig. 4. SHAP summary plot of all XGboost model features. The higher the SHAP value of a feature, the higher the risk of BSI. Each patient complex 
contains one point for each feature attribution value, so each patient feature is represented by a point on the line. The color of the points is 
determined by the feature values of each patient and is piled vertically to represent the density. The yellow color on the heat map indicates a lower 
feature value, whereas the blue color indicates a higher feature value. Abbreviations: PCT, Procalcitonin; non-AVF, Non-Arteriovenous Fistula; CRP, 
C-reacted protein; NLR, Neutrophil-Lymphocyte ratio; PLR, Platelet-Lymphocyte ratio; LMR, Lymphocyte-Monocyte ratio. (For interpretation of the 
references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the Web version of this article.) 
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data were missing, potentially limiting the accuracy of our model. Therefore, more prospective studies are required to further validate 
the performance of this model. Although the XGboost-based nomogram could be successfully used for the early prediction of BSI in HD 
patients, it can not be used to predict the type of infection. Therefore, until antibiotics susceptibility tests are available, clinicians will 
still need to make use of their clinical judgment to select the optimal antibiotic treatment. 

5. Conclusions 

In this study, we compared the efficacy of 6 different machine learning models in predicting BSI in HD patients. The models were 
trained using 28 different variables, and body temperature, non-AVF, PCT, and NLR were identified as the main predictors of BSI. The 
XGboost algorithm provided the best performance on the training dataset. Internal validation showed that the model could be used to 
develop a feasible clinical nomogram to predict BSI in HD patients. Clinicians could use the model as a guide for the early adminis
tration of antibiotic treatment in HD patients. However, larger multicenter studies are required to validate the performance of this 
model. 

Fig. 5. SHAP dependence plot of the XGboost model. The SHAP dependence plot explains how a single feature influences the XGboost prediction 
model’s output. Feature SHAP values above 0 indicate an elevated risk of BSI. Abbreviations: PCT, Procalcitonin. 

Table 3 
Logistic model based on the first 4 important variables of the XGboost model.   

β Coefficient Odds Ratio (95%CI) P Value 

Intercept − 36.597  <0.010 
NLR 0.003 1.003 (0.972–1.034) 0.862 
Body temperature 0.875 2.400 (1.703–3.473) <0.010 
Non-AVF 1.944 6.988 (3.102–17.425) <0.010 
PCT 0.063 1.065 (1.037–1.109) <0.010 

Abbreviations: NLR, Neutrophil-Lymphocyte ratio; non-AVF, Non-Arteriovenous Fistula; PCT, Procalcitonin. 
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Fig. 6. (A): Nomogram used to predict BSI in HD patients based on the XGboost model. Each independent variable on the nomogram is assigned a 
point by drawing a line from the independent variable scale to the points scale (e.g., a body temperature of 39 ◦C is assigned 60 points). The total 
score is calculated by summing up the points assigned for each independent variable on the nomogram. The final BSI score is calculated by drawing 
a line from the total points scale to the risk of bias scale. (B): Calibration curve evaluating the ability of the nomogram to predict BSI in the training 
dataset (n = 274). (C): Calibration curve evaluating the ability of the nomogram to predict BSI in the testing dataset (n = 117). The Ideal line 
indicates that the model’s prediction probability and the actual probability are identical, the Apparent line depicts the model’s training perfor
mance, and the Bais-corrected line depicts the model’s performance after 1000 iterations of sample sampling. Abbreviations: non-AVF, Non- 
Arteriovenous Fistula; PCT, Procalcitonin; BSI, Bloodstream infection. 
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