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(BE] Bey #HEBD S BEMEFHSU) W logistic B M AR, FiE  FTEMRER 2020 %1 A
20235 1 AZRK G E B R 230 FIEA RS L, RAMMKEFREZHREE > AN A i, &
0115 41, R BARE SULAEL, RARDLEKE LS ®FHF (Lasso) \logistic B )2 247 fa B £ 5 &
A SU WM #Hm A & .2 % logistic 2 FRM AR Fu /75698, R D% SU KA F£%19.13%,3%4E48 SU
R AEEAR20.00%, FibMK B3 =30 mL P AL/ ke ik (NLR) A K #k % & & (HSP)70 #=
HSPYO K-FAG A B oG X A SUMMRET EREFP<<0.05) . BEHTHFEXZTEAGCH#F5. 0%8H
(Alb) K -FHAK A B £ (P<0.05), FRMAEA A logit(P)=0.409 X F#+1.288 X i o & —1. 335 X GCS
4 —1.126 X Alb+0. 452 X NLR+1. 483 X HSP70+1. 593 X HSP90 —10. 325, I %4 A A= ik 20 % X & T 4%
#%m(R()C)éwh%%T@ 2 (AUC) 931 4 0. 845(95%CI :0. 765~0. 906) ,0. 855(95 % CI ;0. 777~0.913) , & 4

B A 81.82%.90.91% & F E 5 A A 76.34%.70.97% . Hi® R M E logistic B )2 FAM AR, F AL A
ik fn e B A SU B — & 6 Fml 48,
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Study on the application effect of logistic regression prediction model for stress

ulcer after cerebral hemorrhage based on serum indicators”
WANG Liziang' s ZHENG Yue® ,FANG Chanchan' .YE Sisi' . ZHANG Yang' LI Yun'"
(1. Neurology Nursing Unit ;2. Department of Rehabilitation sthe First Affiliated Hospital
of Wenzhou Medical University Wenzhou ,Zhejiang 325000,China)

[ Abstract] Objective To construct a logistic regression prediction model for stress ulcer (SU) after
cerebral hemorrhage. Methods A total of 230 patients with cerebral hemorrhage admitted to our hospital
from January 2020 to January 2023 were prospectively selected as the study subjects. They were randomly di-
vided into a training group and a validation group using a random number table method,with 115 patients in
each group. The incidence of postoperative SU was statistically compared between the two groups. The least
absolute shrinkage and selection operator (L.asso) and logistic regression were used to analyze the influencing
factors of SU after cerebral hemorrhage,and a logistic regression prediction model was established and valida-
ted. Results The incidence of SU was 19.13% in the training group and 20. 00% in the validation group. In-
crement of age,blood loss =30 mL,higher levels of neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR) ,heat shock protein
70 (HSP70) and HSP90 were identified as independent risk factors for SU after cerebral hemorrhage (P <<
0. 05) ,while lower levels of Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS) score and albumin (Alb) were protective factors
(P<C0.05). The prediction model was logit (P)=0. 409 X age+ 1. 288 X blood loss — 1. 335 X GCS score —
1.126 X Alb+0. 452 X NLR+1. 483 X HSP70+1. 593 X HSP90 — 10. 325. The areas under the receiver operat-
ing characteristic (ROC) curve (AUC) for the training group and the validation group were 0. 845 (95%CI ;
0.765—0.906) and 0. 855 (95%CI :0.777—0. 913) ,respectively. The sensitivities were 81. 82% and 90. 91%,
and the specificities were 76.34% and 70.97% , respectively. Conclusion A logistic regression prediction model
was successfully constructed, which has certain predictive value for SU after cerebral hemorrhage.

[Key words] cerebral hemorrhage;stress ulcer;logistic model;heat shock protein 70;heat shock protein
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90 ; prediction

i b 1l 2 8 R A 0 T SO i A5 i R i M
W B 595 (stress uleer, SU) KA R ik 20%, & &
TR RRE 22— L T S e i v A Ak
WSR2 AR A A2 41 B s & M i, 95 & SUL i SU
K E R IE R AT 2 30 % ~50% L /N XU
U5 5% BB T (least absolute shrinkage and selection
operator, Lasso) [81 5 43 B ] X % 4 #F 17 B 4 Ak 24, i
e AEZ R AU H R ; logistic M1 & TR et BE 3
YT AY , o] A5 S 45 AL | P AR & R AR G L WO
TG i Wi K s fe I Z w1 AT Y A AR
M FE Y, B 2 X i LS SU T AR B £ 4 3E
BE AT 5T S A i R LS SU & Az 52 ) R 2R I 4 57
DALY, A i 1 0L JS SU & AR T 32 A % T 5L P B
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BB PEZEER 2020 4E 1 H & 2023 4E 1 A ABl0A
400G 1 1L BB 230 (A R BF 5T 4 4, SR T BE AL R 7
BB NG U, B4 115 6], P4l &
HHER E R G E X (P>0.05), L& 1,
AN AKRAE - (L) 2545 106 0 1032 W7 b T 5 (20 & 7 20 BF
2% B % (Glasgow coma scale, GCS) PE4* >3 4%,
HREFE T H W iz . H I A5 2 S 5 () k2 1T 6
ANHWIETF AR L5 5) 75 A WA i b 7 B R 48 1F . HE
BRERAE . (1A I BF B0 ™ B 5% 95 ol i i 5 (2) 4
e A e 2 ) B SO 0l 5 (3D M I BRI S s (4D
L P i JRE B 50 K IR T B4k A v o (5) A I
2R B B R R s (6) & I B I ) e
H5 (ORI 32 s e Wil 0] . AR B gY O 2t
ARBEHZ B A FALHF A S . (2021 5 (0212) 5 ],
HBE YA

x1 FAHBE-RABILE

i H W (=115

[ IRACZON!

£ 75(65. 22)
S 40(34.78)
BMI(z + 5. kg/m*) 23.5941. 80
R (ks %) 53.49+7.82
GCS W43 (x£5,4D) 9.84+1.42

WAL Le (%) ]
AT IX 40(34.78)
AR X 75(65.22)
FARG A2 (V)]
TF 5 i Jof 37 B AR 43(37.39)
i o 2 S 5 i AR 42(36.52)
it 25 PR I e i R AR 30(26.09)
L e W Wi i 1) (s, JED 4.74+1.18
PRRR L IALn (26 ]
2 B Rankin it £<<2 7 94(81.74)
2 B Rankin % >2 4 21(18. 26)

AR (n=115) X%/t P

0.078  0.781

77(66.96)

38(33.04)
23.71+1. 83 0.501 0.617
54.02+7. 88 0.512  0.609
9.8541. 46 0.053  0.958
<20.001 1. 000

40(34.78)

75(65.22)

46(40.00)

50(43.48)

19(16. 52)

5.01+1.22 1.706 0. 089
0.504 0.478

98(85.22)

17(14.78)

1.2 i
1.2.1 #BFHFF#*E

25 LI 50 G2 AT Bl ) ot T 3 R R L 4> B RR S
BEAT S AT RYE Sk 51 CT A6 235 55 0 o o P o1
P A L DX 3 B A7 5 2 ) e 2 ) i R R T O e s A
SURAE  RE . RIGT T LLE ML I BT R S5 3R 97 1
i . ST A JE 4 B Wl SU & A B, SU A B 4w
HEST IR ERIGYT 21 d P BRI ot sk T A HE L o
ME 2 7% R 45 R 2 SUL,
1.2.2 MEIERFTAH

AR B 58 X 52 I PR %6 E CA AL B, A 56 P 51
BMI L AF % L i 3407 | i a2 WA sl L RO L B
2 FARME] AL PG . GCS ¥4, WBC,RBC,PLT,
Hb . I 47 . 3l Bk i 4% (glucose . Glu) .

1.2.3  #nl b iF 3540

L 43 ) SR B T ALATE 5 %o 52 25 A1 JRD i i . 5
mL, LB D24 10 em.3 500 r/min % #LE L 10 min,
K ELISA 32 AR G850 G 7828 =)D A8 I 1fn 37
PR 78 1 (heat shock protein, HSP) 70, HSP90 7K °F-,,
R H 5L 7600 # 4> [ gl A Ak 4y BT AL 1 ifg 5 BE R YT
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a2 w0 I v 2R F Calbumin, Alb) K-, SR
FH XN-3000 4= F /i It 40 1 53 4 Crg 5t DL B 97 I Ay
FEN S T/NEIDY ol ok b vk B R N 1 IR S S B S A
Pk 20 9 / 3k B 40 i LY (neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ra-
tio,NLR),
1.2.4 WLEI 4

(1)K Lasso. logistic [F1IF 437 g H 1L 7 SU &
A B2 R 2R L FFREE AT logistic [MIIA FMIAR AL, (2) B
B 5 5 logistic A1 05 i I 455 7Y XF figg i 1 5 % £ SU
Iz WL iE .
1.3 %itsdam

K SPSS25. 0.R4. 0. 3 8448 14 B £ 1
WHRRL o s Fon AN BRI ¢ kg s 4k
TR UGB E A Fe R R AL EL R X KRR L A
YRR Ridit K556 (UD . SR Lasso 8154 4 %%
SCER I R A8 A 2E 47 B4, SR H 2 I &R logistic [\ H 43
T It 24 i 6 i 10 AH O 78 5t O o7 IO RS Y 4 1 32
i H T AERRAE fl £8 (receiver operating characteristic
curve, ROC) it 8 i & ~ 1 ! (area under the
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curve, AUC), % FI AUC ¥ #r ¥ I A% 7Y 51 90 1 g
AUCZ=0. 9 & LN X AFFEGF .0, 7~<C0. 9 & LR IX 43
BE RS, 0. 5~<C0. 7 % XK IX 43—, <<0. 5 & X
B AUC [X 43 B 4% 225 R o 5% il 48 43 M7 (decision
curve analysis, DCA) 5 IUAR Y (4 11 R el 25, DL P <<
0.05 NERASITFE L,
2 % R
2.1 KB SUZRAEHN
230 {91 oG H 1t 58 R, R S A BE IR A 45 i & A
SU,SU EHEFN 19, 57% (45/230) ; YA A 22
KA SULSU kA HHy 19. 13% (22/115) s B iF 40 A
23 Bl & SU,SU kA3 20. 00% (23/115) ; P4
SU BRI Z S LG #E X (X*=0.028,P=
0. 868),
2.2 AAL5 KA A SUEBZERTAHLEK
WL B E T, KSR KA SU BEER 1
A7 L IS AR 2 T R B )L GCS 143 . WBC, i £
Glu,Alb,NLR,HSP70, HSP90 /K ¥ [t #, Z %A
Siit2E i L (P<<0.05), W% 2,

x2 EESRELESUBERKRAREE

pIEzE] Livangz)
HH %7k SU KEHSU % SU KEHSU
(n=22) (n=93) wu P (n=23) (n=92) ©i P
P (%6)] 0. 030 0. 863 1.415 0.234
i 14(63. 64) 61(65.59) 13(56. 52) 64(69. 57)
x© 8(36. 36) 32(34.41) 10(43. 48) 28(30. 43)
BMI(z =5, kg/m®) 23.8141.86  23.54%1.79 0.632 0.529 23.9241.90  23.66=1.81 0.610 0. 543
ER G Es, %) 61.28+8.12  51.43+7.53 5436 <€0.001 62.0548.46  52.01=7.66 5.506  <<0.001
H I FEB A 2 (V6] 4. 684 0.030 5.990 0.014
FERATIX 12(54. 55) 28(30.11) 13(56. 52) 27(29. 35)
R Y IX 10(45. 45) 65(69. 89) 10(43.48) 65(70. 65)
2 (V)] 8.004 0. 005 10. 471 0. 001
=30 mL 14(63. 64) 29(31.18) 16(69. 57) 30(32.61)
<230 mL 8(36. 36) 64(68. 82) 7(30. 43) 62(67.39)
AR S L2 (%) ] 0.216 0. 642 0.819 0. 366
H 7(31.82) 25(26. 88) 9(39.13) 27(29. 35)
J 15(68. 18) 68(73.12) 14(60. 87) 65(70. 65)
YA L[ (9] 0.126 0.722 1..006 0.316
A 5(22.73) 18(19. 35) 7(30.43) 19(20. 65)
¥ 17(77.27) 75(80. 65) 16(69. 57) 73(79. 35)
IR E TR G+, b 4. 7370. 68 4,060, 55 4,903 <<0.001 4,800, 72 4,110, 59 4,793 <<0.001
BERIIR (V) ]
FRa I 14(63. 64) 54(58. 06) 0.229 0.633 15(65. 22) 56(60. 87) 0.147 0. 701
BERRIG 5(22.73) 17(18.28) 0. 227 0.633 7(30. 43) 16(17. 39) 1.957 0.162
e i AR 3(13. 64) 10€10. 75) 0.148 0.701 4(17.39) 13(14.13) 0.155 0. 694
GCS W (5,41 7.62+1.39 10. 36+1. 56 7.555  <<0.001 7.55+1. 32 10,4241, 51 8.347  <<0.001
WBC(z %5, X10° /1) 11.0243.51 13.1544.17 2.215 0. 029 10, 9543, 45 13.0844.12 2.285 0.024
RBC(z +5,X10%/1) 3.9140.52 4,060, 64 1.021 0. 309 3. 860, 49 4.024+0. 61 1.166 0. 246
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g2 EEESXREE SU BHIGKRER LR
PIEZ ) Lifani::|
JH %k SU KkEESU %4 SU Kk SU
(n=22) (n=93) 72U P (n=23) (n=92) X/ P

PLT(x=+s,X10°/1) 170.53+26.18  167.45+24.92  0.516 0. 607 171.46427.09 168.31+25.27  0.527 0. 599
Hb(x+s.g/1) 112.49+20.35 118.64+18.53  1.374 0.172 111.86421.47 117.59+19.68  1.226 0.223
148 G 45 »mmol /L) 3.2540. 31 3.9440. 38 7.909  <<0.001 3.1840.29 3.8840. 35 8.853  <<0.001
Glu(z £ ,mmol/L) 9.15+0. 82 8.14+0.76 5.522  <<0.001 9.21+0.85 8.23+0.78 5.294  <<0.001
AlbCr+s.g/L) 34874572 39.16+6.15 2. 980 0. 004 34.65+5.84 39,086, 11 3.137 0. 002
NLR(z=£s) 5.5141.46 4,27+1.33 3.860  <<0.001 5.60+1.52 4,31+1.37 3.951  <<0.001
HSP70(x =+ .ng/mlL.) 3.5240.77 1.850.49  12.741  <<0.001 3.60740.79 1.88+0.51 12,825  <€0.001
HSP90(x 5, pg/mlL) 158.46+21.39  98.75+19.62 12.617  <C0.001 159.13422.07  99.14+19.85 12,675  <<0.001

2.3 E;uﬁ}]lﬂﬂjlﬁlf"ii SU @%é’] LabSO/\#ﬁ’ 11 11 11 10 10 10 10 9 8 8 7 7 6 5 4 4 4 2

FEVN R, DU 3 0 )5 2 5 & A SU S AR i 147

R 2 M ERAGI R LI IRER A2 & (H 2 -

HIRE WL 3, #1T Lasso 2081, S5HR BoR.FEil . H .

I GCS #F43 . Alb .NLR \HSP70, HSP90 7K - 1] 1f 1.2+

HTM R E, WA 1.2,
*3 ATEWME

F B W)

8.4 HEEAE R JFEAA

H 1 A FERIET K =1, KT X =2
HY 1l <30 mL=1,2>30 mL=2
B 2T AR [H] SR R AAA
GCS 4> B  REAA
WBC LR FERERA

i £ SR REAAA
Glu B FENAA
Alb SRR FRMEAA
NLR LA REARA
HSP70 BELE e FHAAA
HSPY0 LR REARA

2.4 Mk f)E R A SU B A &89 logistic &2 547
FEN SR v, DG i )5 & A48 SU i AR &, LU
Lasso ik th AR ZAEH B 28 & (H 4 %M{EEL%@
3, T L N E logistic [MIH MM, 458 BoR. F R
Ih&ﬂg)%mLMRﬂﬁdﬁmoﬁH%%K
S 5 A i L IR & A SU R g ST G B R (P <
0.05), GCS P45, Alb /K Pl fIk A 97 A & (P <
0.05), L% 4,
2.5 kB & % SU® logistic = )2 T | AL A
TENNGRe i 2 I K logistic [81 15 43 #r i 1
H G T R 2R 2 logistic B FMAL AL, logit(P) =
0. 409 X AF iy +1. 288 X i IliL & — 1. 335 X GCS W53 —
1.126 X Alb + 0. 452 X NLR + 1. 483 X HSP70+
1. 593X HSP90—10. 325,

Tk i

o
1

.........
-----
990
.......
123
123
123
(29
(23
(23
(22
{2399

0.9

o
O...
o

0.8+

log(\)

B 1 Lasso BlAF T EHTEEE

0.20+*
0.15+

0.10-

Y

0.05+

0.004"

-0. 05+

log (M)

& 2 Lasso BIAZ X GIERESH A NEFTER

2.6 logistic & )2 T KL &) &9 I 4L

TE VI 2k 20 A5 IE 20 L 43 5] 25 logistic [B] )3
A 7R F5 N LS & A4 SU B9 ROC ik, 458 %
7N A IE 4 i AUC 43 51K 0. 845 (95 % CI
0.765~0.906).,0.855(95%CI :0.777~0.913) , R
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B4y R 81, 82%.90. 91 % , 4 AT T K 76. 34 % .
70.97% . WLIE 3, %l logistic B U3 F ) AEE 5 3 ) o
WG &4 SU 9 DCA, W78 1808 oA B 544 1F i)
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el S A IO 1 000 2 R SU XU T i H A R 4
Il R WL 4

F A4 Byt M 5 %2 2 SU &M B E B logistic B Y343 47

i H B SE Wald OR 95%CI P

AR 0. 409 0.186 4. 830 1.505 1.124~2.015 <<0. 001
1L 1. 288 0. 452 8.117 3.625 1.408~9. 331 <£0. 001
GCS ¥4y —1.335 0.527 6.419 0.263 0.115~0. 602 <<0. 001
Alb —1.126 0.431 6. 830 0.324 0.143~0.735 <<0. 001
NLR 0.452 0.226 4.008 1.572 1.103~2. 241 <<0. 001
HSP70 1.483 0.472 9. 869 4. 405 1.863~10. 417 <<0. 001
HSP90 1.593 0.483 10. 875 4,917 1.958~12. 350 <<0. 001

100
80
E 60
"
ﬁ 40
20
0
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 8 100
A 100~ (%) B 100-45 7 (%)
A UNZRA F0 ROC 4B 3 iE 4L il ROC #h4k .
& 3 logistic B FMRE FM SU B ROC B £
— i)l ZkEE — I8
0.5 i L - — =
0.4 0.4
wm i
%03 503
£ 0.2
0.1 0.1
0 02 04 06 08 10 0 02 04 06 08 1.0
A REmEN SRR B RimEN SRR
AR T DCA; B 55 E 41 # DCA.
4 logistic [E] 3 M4 & fi Ml SU B DCA
3 it ® i 1E , ] 5w M A LA | 22 E A 2R IR R, L mT R R AR

Fig 4 1t & A= AL AT RE 5 RS /0N S koo AR A AL | 1
A7 RE i 1 L 3 KR i 2 A A G, i I S AL A Ak
T o7 SRR A S M S L L 1 n T B N R, B A
F A2 TIRE L 5w H b A 2% 2 20t L £ (T 2 R Gk
ML, 3 SU & A KBS, A B 28 45 3 W, U 45
4 SU KAERN 19 13%, BUE4H SU & 4E XK R
20. 00 %% » 5 R A F 5 41 308 45 A L BRI R T4
F A L O A & A SUL It il 1T A R
5 it

Lasso B9 J& DL B 4 X {H 22 FIAE Ay 45 53 300, 42 {f
H5 AR X RIGM A A& REURSR , I X AE & ik 17

R B SE AR AE S . ARBFSEE F Lasso 18] 19§
TE TN AR B, 0 % AR & GCS 3T 43 Alb,
NLR.HSP70,HSP90 1E JJ it il (5 % , ik & 5 ik
WS SU HAT 30 AH M .

AR R E MURHCPURE 0 B W D Be 8 22 . L b
WS N B 7B U SU % A XU P # s L A BIF 5T
25 B R AR IR RO i s & A: SU B fa B &
I PR T4 7 o 08 7 O O i T R R kAT S
Wy, LB SU &4,

AR R e K R R 6 A7 R 4 ) A A ™
LR HHUR DY AR R B R, R =
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30 mL i I AR A R 5 & AR SU KU I &5 << 30
mL # (OR=3. 625, P<C0. 001) , & /% fixi tH 1f & i K
MR T KA SU, 434 IR R AT BE 2 il R R 53
Fi P G, AR T P G A5 A 32 ™ EE, R 2
PR3 b G R i TS 8 R A5 n R B R RS . I
PRIV 38 >4 A FH 1 ol 7] 15 66 R5E ) 470 70 45, 38 WT 9 22 AL
PR HCIR S BRI SU R A3,

GCS TF43 1T Sz e i H 1, £ 3 o 28 i 4 1% O T o
IR E S SU W& R EIEHKESY . R R
R, GCS PF4 M i i J5 & 4 SU BRI &, X
5 BEAE AT T 45 AR L AT RE R R O GCS 1 43 i I
MR ™ B X 2 O A B R B T &R L
TRk E Bl s gk Iy, BEAIG E RHE 2 AR A A 0k A Ay
WE R PR SU KAMER ., G RN W GCS W45
& . = Y SU & A AT REYE  7E 3697 DR & PE i
B IO T AT W AN E 3R LIS SR LR KT ), okt
% SU Kk,

Alb 7] 2 45 10 K AR B 3% e, Dl A il v %6 W R
A 35 i ALV AIG BE L A T 25 A P R W L AR R
J R AR B R AR AL R B R AR R S
i 398 o A R A TR R A A 405 X 3 S S A BR
AWFFE 45 H o, Alb KSR i i JE & 4 SU B £
PRE R Alb KA S i s SU &A% )
I,

NLR FF &5 A7 340 6 40 i 48 3 15 %, 515 i ik 5#
B 83405 7 Rt i L 0 — 2 0 A 20 R i, 1
INA S5 3 K 0 e KUK . A BIF 9T 45 2R @R . NLR
Sl i & AR SU W fa e & #2728 NLR K7
e AT RESEON A LS SU & AR RS . X2 H T NLR
b/ S A=A R 37N (RS8R = Al A s e
22 00, I L e R S AT R i R Ok A B
SU kMR,

SU % B/ L b HSP70 /K-F 75, 7]
AR A0 B N B B N IR ST T 1R B s R E R
B A Aol o B S BE B Bz . HSP9O AT 5 Ik A2 it
LR EE IV IR AT HSP9O /K- Tk, v 5 Toll
FERZAR 4 3k 30 E B A0 B A A R T B
AWFFE 45 B B oR, HSP70, HSP90 Jy i 4 1f J& & 4=
SU Wy & B 2 B2 7R I I 5 SU 2 1 i HSP70.,
HSP90 7K T BRIV A 7 B0 3 e I B ™ 5, AR
PP 38 e R K, SU 2 A RURS: k. I AL AR FE
N BCIR 2SR HSP70 . HSP90 7K &, ] & 1 2
P07, AR FE B AR E R . 2 5 SU RA i,

I A R in 56 X3 1M 3% Alb .NLR,HSP70, HSP90 %5
faf N EM MR, maFHEP R E, BN AERE T
VIR 25 %) 5w AT 55 25 0 3R 7 » L 4% 15 26 B i
i, AWFIEELR E T logistic [l A T M A5 40 , 4% 5 i
7 logistic |1 U5 75 30 455 74 380 0 A +F 0l J& & 42 SU Y
AUC H 0. 845, H HA 1F ] i+ UK 25 48 7R AR F 5% 4 2
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1) logistic [al 0o FoOImI A% 80 X fig ) 0L J5 SU & A= H A7 i
% Re B HAT — % 16 REOH .

Zi b r R, Wi & =30 mL.NLR # k. HSP70
F1HSPOO 7K -8 = 3 A i i )5 A& A= SU B £E B [
£ .GCS P4 Alb /K FEAR A R R &R 5T Bk
F T logistic [ I3 T I AR 28 X3 F 39000 i 1L f7 SU
RAEEHA—EMHE.

S % ik
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