


Predicting Nephrotic Syndrome Outcomes in Ay ' . . ‘
Children Using Machine Learning: Insights from a

Cross-Sectional Study
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Name Abbreviations Meaning
NS Nephrotic syndrome Seig i o ki
SSNS Steroid-sensitive nephrotic syndrome A g il &y Ll gy o ydian
SRNS Steroid-resistant nephrotic syndrome A gyl 4y pglie g a5 ey
MCD Minimal Change Disease QLISCI JUees py-gioee
FSGS Focal Segmental Glomerulosclerosis JUB 58 JlueSes 59,0uls 0slS
ML Machine learning Cole (6 S0k
RF Random Forest Holas =










Ale yjgal 350 (NS) &’9)‘6.; P)M

r Nephrotic Syndrome !

Sl (S955 ly90 ;0 6elS las o (pils 51 (So

Sgians (S 50559 1) 1yl Byl 5l S 9o 5l i @88 el

Sl 055 sz ORIl s g5 sl SRRl (eol) 58 Juls )] oDl

5 Joelgmog s dacigie wille uz (2)lse 4 e coilio (loys pas B jg0 )0

g ol (g, &S Sl adS mugm dioils Yeeme )l £95 S g (S Lo (2] eSS

Dgud(s0 g
YIYA




Oloyd 4 Fwly 9 ST 9,45 p yodaw £lgil

Ale yjgal 350
QISS—:» ,lg

Aol SS9 85 0 °

xS

w9l Sy 8 p i

s

05,95 b JolS (6994 135 il 4y ol °
b0 F=F Sl e gly pae iadg sl 4 pgli
9,0 @ad b el b oge adg il 4y 4l
Oleyd Jolole & j0 0se yin b ,L Y roniiSoge

Sl Sglate oyl 651 2 5 Oloyo jrmmnoe 5 sl Jloy95 10 YL (b Sl 51 0 adsl b 49l o mi5eis

AYA




JW (ML) (seiolo g S0

e phjgel 35,0
S—bj? po—le
QlS.‘i_w ,lg

ool 5 soby poe> oo 5 ygumalS pole )‘ sl sl

b (6 1S el 4 SeS

FE80 9 Sro
/YA

Oleiy slagsdl lulis







adllbo Lo

e el 35,0
le.i_w ,lg

€9 (St 50 il (6 5ol el sl Jow (oblg o)y 2 )

Oleyd @ Fewl (o ian Y

b S pread 4 Sy (elod slaghy,; 4 5l rals-F

W/YA







j)m oold AL g.02%0

e il 35,0
S—j¢ ol
- s Wosls g3Lwoslol g 59l @0 s Sl g U5
(Y+YY ailw) (YYY ,3190)
odig n zl el b Joo o,8les 2L )
297> 99959 Sokere Jloel o S5y Cuoal Julow
Glow YY) ol cunlins (glwools] o Joe duslio
adllo o>lyb g dlowo iy p2i Cmilo (6 S0l (S Joo Az gi sl Jud g Al ()50
(Y+YY 190 (YeYY p90 dow) (VoYY Jalgl = Yo¥Y 4LL)
b ol olels Loy ;551 oLl s Julss
ML s ,555, ol lo Joe o390 by asdl s

\WIYA



Ale yjgal 350

c\.dl.b.oa)g.oc;sy.o.?

VFIYA

NS 4 Mo Jlo VA 55 SogS -

l

B Bi> 4 VOV

l

slowo YFY




;,s T 99959 W)L

o

""‘“"9" S g i Py «5"""5 i ®

23U sla oolo b oyl Lo 555 (s3gls

'D)M ol l . 4-,..;’ Ry ° 9 ‘-5;.:.".3 &:)LC)/UG‘ C)Qa_., u*,)_';.“,o )O °

2l

VO/YA



L Jowo 2L,

e objsal 555
Ry
ablite i liel gy 5l da WS Jolas pae 51 0L bl 5l 6ol g jlul b5l sl
& eolaw! (Stratified k-fold cross-validation )
SlElaz & g0y dlins o al%g‘bmﬂobbhgﬁgsLyi>¢

b 2Lyl g sl o 5l mao,55 LizsTaccuracy
o oolaiw! Jolee slo jmsLis
G

G
\
comfbd;})‘}f C-’l-‘-’ |°l'°3

9 ui’jﬁ*’T IS s 5o Jow o Slee (255w

Extra ;Random Forest

lo Jow o yige Olorea TTEES

\ZIYA






Ale yjgal 350

VAIY A

6999 B yuiio

. . Percentage Reference Range /
Variable Value Count (%) Definition
< 1 month | 5 2.1% Neonatal
Age = 1 vear 37 15.2% Infant
= 10 years | 166 68.3% Chald
> 10 vears | 34 14.0% Older child
: " No 200 82 3% Binary
Congenital Conditions Ves 13 17 79% Binary
Family History of Kidney | No 158 65.0% Binary
Disease Yes 83 35.0% Binary
. Low 194 2% <25 g/dL
— AL Medmm 14 5.8% 2.5-35g/dL
Positive | 213 87 7% = 1+ dipstick
Proteinuria (PR, Urine : = —
) Negative | 10 4.1% < 1+ dipstick
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Variable Value Count Percentage
(%)
Resistant to o
trea 144 59.3%
Nephrotic Syndrome Type (NS) ] ] td_ 56 23 0%
Frequent relapses 37 15.2%
Responded to
treatment 6 2o%
Null 84 34 6%
FS5GS 62 25.5%
MCD 57 23 5%
Biopsy Results MPGN 35 14.4%
RPGN 3 1.2%
IgA Nephropathy 1 0.4%
PSGN 1 0.4%
NS Classification Primary 167 68.1%
Secondary 63 25 9%




Sex -

Age - 0.15
Congenital - 0.08
Relaionship - 0.05

PMH - 0.3

ANA -0.22 0.15
Alb -0.12 0.048

Whoc(blood)
Rbc(blood) - 0.09
Hb(blood) - 0.15

Pit{iblood) - 0,34 0.01

»
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Figure 1: Variable Interconnections in Pediatric Nephrotic Syndrome
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rf Classifier 0.90 094 | 090 091 089 072 074 0.57
Gradient Boosting

ghc Classifier 0.90 083 05 0%2 08% 073 070 0.36

Ir Logistic Regression (.89 091 089 091 089 072 074 0.75

VI SVM - Linear Kernel 0.89 0% 089 0% 089 072 073 0.24

ridge Ridge Classifier 0.89 092 082 09 08% 072 073 0.25

et Extra Trees Classifier 0.89 091 089 089 088 069 071 055

: Light Gradient
lightebm  pE0 . 089 050 08 089 088 069 071 030
ada Ada Boost Classifier 0.88 088 088 088 O0B8 069 065 034

|gg | oot DIE“"IF poumant | 088 091 088 089 088 068 070 034

dt Dﬂéi;“;;‘ilﬁgm 086 082 08 08 085 062 063 028
K Neighbors

— e 084 084 084 085 084 060 061 029

ab Naive Bayes 069 08 069 081 070 040 046 043
Quadratic

W | Diccrimiom faalysis| 065 | 071 065 073 067 027 029 032
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rf Random 080 094 0.7 0_80 078 0.73 073 0.36

et Extra Trees 080 095 079 080 0.75 0.72 0.73 0.20

lightsbm Light 0.79 094 079 080 0.78 0.71 0.72  0.67

xgboost Extreme 077 0.93 077 079 077 070 071 0.14

shc Gradient Q.75 Q.00 075 0. 76 0.74 Q.67 068 0.45
Boosting
Classifier

dt Decizion Tres 074 083 074 0.75 0.73 .85 .66 004
Classifier

knn E MNeighbors 072 089 072 076 0.71 0.63 0.65 0.05
Classifier

ada, Ada Boost 060 000 .60 0.60 0.59 045 047 .19
Classifier

Ir Logistic 057 Q00 057 0.55 0.54 042 043 0.63

Regression

ridge Ridge 0.55 000 0.55 0.54 0.50 Q.40 043 0.03
Classifier

lda Linear Q.55 Q.00 0.55 0.56 0.53 040 041 004
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et Extra Trees 0.67 0.87 0.67 0.70 m 056 058 0.29

Classifier
rf Random 0564 085 0.64 0.65 0.63 0.52 0.54 028
Forest

Classifier

shc Gradient 060 0.00 0.60 0.62 0.58 0.47 048 084
Boosting
Classifier

lightebm Light 0.58 0.79 0.58 0.57 | 055 0.43 044 | 067
Gradient
Boosting
Machmme

xghoost Extreme 0.56 0_80 0.56 0.56 0.54 041 0.42 020
Gradient
Boosting

dt Decision 0.56 0.71 0.56 0.57 054 041 042 010

Tree

Classifier

knn E Meighbors 0.51 0.75 0.51 0.53 0.51 035 035 018
Classifier

ridge Ridge 0.48 0.00 0.48 0.52 047 031 032 010
Classifier

Ida Linear 048 0.00 0.48 043 046 030 031 014

Discnimminart

Analyszis

ada Ada Boost 0.47 0.00 0.47 0.49 045 029 030 026
Classifier
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