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left one
(A)is based on training data(80%) and the right one (B)is based on testing data (20%). The AUC of
two figures are almost similar(0.719 V.S. 0.711).



2. Calibration
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ted the calibration capability of the prediction model. The result indicated that there was no

significant different between the predicted value and the actual observed value (y? =6.897,

P>0.05) and this predicted model had a good calibration ability.(B)The prediction probability of

each research objectin Contingency Table for Hosmer-Lemeshow Test was sorted from small to
large and divided into 10 groups according to decile.And each groupof actual observations
(Observed) and model prediction (Expected) were listed respectively and connected by smooth
line segments in turn.The model predicted curve is close to the actual observed curve, which

indicates that the calibration ability of the model is good.



