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ZFE LB ERSHRFOFERIKRD ST
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Tab. N4 X705 41tk B FHID accuracy & precision DFEEE (53 patients in Japan)

Prediction error

Root mean squared error

12 hr 24 hr 12 hr 24 hr
1 feedback 2 feedbacks 1 feedback 2 feedbacks
mean 3.5 —5.0 —7.0 13.2 16.2 16.2
—0.2 —9.5~ —11.5~ 11.7~ 13. 4~ 13.8~
o
95% c.i. 7.1 —0.5 2.5 14.5 19.0 18.6

185 4 —& « MhEE% YT log-normal 75 BHAERE LTS, Prediction error ZF#
EOBERNEI SEMECBRIHED &, BETEH-7- D Z KD (x), (exp(x)—1) X100
& Z5#a U prediction error % T# 7. Root mean squared error @ 95% {EHEMRA (ci) Z

Bootstrap #EICTRD K. MOBBBIIAIRIE.

A% 3.5 %o MPBEEFIHE UL TABRED
wpEhhE/ <5 2 —4 (Cl & Vo) ZHEE L, I
BE#BZYI2L—PLAEbOTH S AR
53 ZDBETNTILBNT, Ci s Co & Ca %
FRIL, CicBALTRESILC & C2FAL
TFHL, FHMEEEIMEOLBRET 7. LK
D5 E LT3 prediction error (PE) &, PE DI
5D % 5K root mean squared error (RMSE)
EROI. AFUT 0S5 L3085 4 —%, MH
B, BEOTNTY log-ERSHT 5 & RE
LTW3DT, THRIME EET T log £
LTfT~7z. Tab. it #20#EERT. Ci2HL
TC 2 FHILIEAD PE 3F3 3.5% TZ
D 95% EMERAIX —0.2~7.1% L 0 2A4ATH
n, 4> accurate TH B3, Ci 5 Cs (1 feed-
back) 8 & ¥ C1 & Co X Cs (2 feedbacks) O F
Wiz Ebic 5% BO0EEFT, B/PIFEMmLTH
BEEZZ o, RMSE |3, /v 4 1)y
7 13 F# (Bootstrap) % FINTZ D 95% (EHR
RERDTH 20, WTFhoHad 20% UTT
HD, -4 precise THBEEEZLLNS.
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