
IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON BIOMEDICAL ENGINEERING, VOL. 60, NO. 12, DECEMBER 2020 1

Detecting of a Patient’s Condition From Clinical
Narratives Using Natural Language Representation

Thanh-Dung Le, Member, IEEE, Jérôme Rambaud, Guillaume Sans,
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Abstract—This paper proposes a joint clinical natural language
representation learning and supervised classification framework
based on machine learning for detecting concept labels in
clinical narratives at CHU Sainte Justine Hospital (CHUSJ). The
novel framework jointly discovers distributional syntactic and
latent semantic (representation learning) from contextual clinical
narrative inputs and, then, learns the knowledge representation
for labeling in the contextual output (supervised classification).
First, for having an effective representation learning approach
with a small data set, mixing of numeric values and texts. Four
different methods are applied to capture the numerical vital sign
values. Then, different representation learning approaches are
using to discover the rich structure from clinical narrative data.
Second, for an automatic encounter with disease prediction, in
this case, cardiac failure. The binary classifiers are iteratively
trained to learn the knowledge representation of processed data
in the preceding steps. The multilayer perceptron neural network
outperforms other discriminative and generative classifiers. Con-
sequently, the proposed framework yields an overall classification
performance with accuracy, recall, and precision of 89% and
88%, 89%, respectively. Furthermore, a generative autoencoder
(AE) learning algorithm is then proposed to leverage the sparsity
reduction. Affirmatively, the AE algorithm is overperforming
other sparsity reduction techniques. And, the classifier perfor-
mances can successfully achieve up to 91%, 91%, and 91%,
respectively, for accuracy, recall, and precision.

Index Terms—clinical NLP, cardiac failure, machine learning,
feature selection.

I. INTRODUCTION

CURRENTLY, an abundance of data is available in the
clinical domain. Taking advantage of this opportunity,

clinicians have successfully combined the informative and
structured data, which includes laboratory test results and
medical imaging [1]. However, clinical narrative sources are
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imposed considerable constraints, which are short notes on
patients written initially by physicians. Although the notes are
continuously provided and stored in electronic medical records
(EMR), they are underutilized in clinical decision support
systems. The limitation comes from their unstructured or semi-
structured format [2].

Since 2013, the Pediatric Critical Care Unit at CHU Sainte-
Justine (CHUSJ) has used an EMR. The patients’ information,
including vital signs, laboratory results, ventilator parame-
ters, is updated every 5 minutes to 1 hour according to
the variable sources [3]. Mostly, a significant data source of
French clinical notes is currently stored. There are 7 caregiver
notes/patient/day from 1386 patients (containing a dataset of
more than 2.5 × 107 words). These notes are scribed exten-
sively from admission notes and evaluation notes. Admission
notes outline reasons for admission to intensive care units,
historical progress of the disease, medication, surgery, and the
patient’s baseline status. Daily ailments and test results are
described in evaluation notes, from which patient condition
is evaluated and diagnosed later by doctors. However, these
information sources are being used as clinical documentation
for reporting and billing instead of clinical knowledge for
predicting disease conditions or for decision support.

A. Problem Statement

One of the targets of the clinical decision support system
in CHUSJ is to early diagnose acute respiratory distress
syndromes (ARDS). Theoretically, it endeavors to improve
the respiratory disease diagnosis for children by detecting
the absence of “cardiac failure” as suggested by a board of
experts in pediatric acute lung injury in [4]. Therefore, in
such standard criteria for age, timing, the origin of edema,
and chest imaging with an acute deterioration in oxygenation
can be well explained by underlying cardiac disease. Then,
correctly identifying cardiac failure is vital in the diagnosis and
treating ARDS. This linked syndrome is diagnosed using many
clinical information and exams, including laboratory tests or
echocardiography tests. However, the patient cardiac condition
can be virtually found based on the stored clinical notes that
synthesized all this information.

Generally, there is a list of golden indicators to classify
the patient with cardiac failure. Those indicators could be
either from the medical history, clinical exam, chest X-Ray
interpretation, recent cardiovascular performance evaluation,
or laboratory test results. Medication, such as Levosimendan,
Milrinone, Dobutamine, is a surrogate to the gold standard.
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TABLE I: The clinical knowledge representation in detecting cardiac failure

[Label]
Cardiac failure

[Attributes]
1) Admission notes:

a) Medical history: Levosimendan, Milrionone or Dobutamine.
b) History of diagnosed terms: cardiomyopathie dilatee, choc cardiogenique, defaillance cardiaque gauche aigue, defail-

lance cardiaque gauche chronique, defaillance cardiaque post-operatorie (LCOS), surcharge liquidienne (hypervolemie),
myocardite.

2) Evaluation notes:
a) Evolution par systeme (Cardiovascular): FE (ejection fraction < 50%) and/or FR (shortening ratio < 25%).
b) Laboratory test result: pro-BNP ng/L (> 1000)

Its list can be retrieved from syringe pump data, prescrip-
tions, and notes. If any medication from the three is present,
there is certainly a cardiac failure. Besides, cardiovascular
performance evaluation also highly contributes to indicate the
cardiac failure diagnosis. One of the evaluations is ejection
fraction (FE) < 50%. EF refers to the percentage of blood
pumped (or ejected) out of the ventricles with each contraction.
It is a surrogate for left ventricular global systolic function,
defined as the left ventricular stroke volume divided by the
end-diastolic volume. The other indicator for cardiovascular
performance evaluation is shortening fraction (FR) < 25%.
FR is the length of the left ventricle during diastole and sys-
tole. It measures diastolic/systolic changes for inter-ventricular
septal dimensions and posterior wall dimensions. Finally, brain
natriuretic peptide, known as pro-BNP ng/L > 1000, comes
from laboratory test results being useful in the acute settings
for differentiation of cardiac failure from pulmonary causes
of respiratory distress. Pro-BNP is continually produced in
small quantities in the heart and released in more substantial
quantities when the heart needs to work harder.

Consequently, the clinical knowledge representation sum-
marizes detail attributes, which are the main essential contri-
bution to detect cardiac failure, shown in Table I. All notes are
taken into account if they are encompassed by the information
of the prescription history of Milrinone (mcg/kg/min), mea-
surement notes of pro-BNP (ng/L), dilated cardiomyopathy,
acute left cardiac failure, chronic cardiac failure, postoperative
cardiac failure, coronary microvascular disorder history notes,
notes of a measurement result of either FE-ejection fraction(%)
or FR-shortening fraction (%). As a result, a patient is con-
sidered to have a cardiac failure if he/she has one of the
criteria. Unfortunately, as all the mentioned information above
that helps diagnose cardiac failure is not readily available
electronically, we will develop a machine learning algorithm
based on natural language processing (NLP) that automati-
cally detects this desired concept label from clinical notes.
Specifically, the algorithm can automatically see whether a
patient has a cardiac failure or a healthy condition lacking gold
indicators from the notes. Technically, in such a situation, the
proposed algorithm can effectively learn a latent representation
of clinical notes, which cannot be depicted by traditionally
rule-based approaches.

B. Related Works

Within a decade, there is a 9 times increase in EMR
system adoption in hospitals in 2018 compared to 2008 [5].
Because of increasing EMR, the stored data in EMR also
proportionally increased, however, not all data is directly
used to analyze health management improvement. The data
must be preprocessed before use, and there are different pre-
processing methods in conjunction with varying limitations
for various data types. For example, clinical notes have a lack
of standardization [6]. Therefore, it increases the complexity
of the knowledge extraction from clinical text data. That is
why there is limited clinical text adoption in real practice,
although clinical notes are holding a developing position in
clinical research priority.

Fortunately, there has been a outstanding achievement of
machine learning-based NLP for clinical text knowledge ex-
traction [7], [8]. However, significant concerns are remaining
in the trajectory of clinical NLP deployment. First, one limi-
tation is how to learn the semantic and syntactic structure of
feature extraction for clinical texts. The information combina-
tion (semantic and syntactic structure) will lead to conflation
deficiency when a word level is tightened to the semantic and
syntactic level. Especially in cases of the clinical notes in
language other than English, the challenge is more difficult to
combat [9]. Hence, the target is cognizance enrichment during
the combination process instead of losing crucial information.
Second, supervised learning algorithms for classification have
reached their highest potentiation because they only learn the
discrepancy between instances from actual data distribution
and synthesized instances generated by the learning rules.
However, the underlying probability distribution of clinical
text is not known; thus, the solution to the classification is
deficient [10].

Currently, all the state-of-the-art for machine learning-based
NLP are focusing on deep learning for clinical notes to
solve the two limitations above [11], [12]. For example, to
predict the cardiac failure, deep learning (Convolution Neural
Network-based) shows its exceptional performance, F1 score
of 0.756, to the conventional approach (Random Forest) with
F1 score of 0.674 [13]. And, study [14] shows the best
performance to predict multiple chronic diseases (cerebral
infraction, pulmonary infection and coronary atherosclerotic
heart disease) by the combination of word2vec and deep
learning with the average accuracy and F1 score exceeded
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Fig. 1: The two objectives to learn clinical notes for detecting the desirable label.

90%. However, deep learning architectures generally work
well for large scale data sets with short texts, while do not
outperform conventional approaches (BoW) on smaller corpus
with long texts in clinical note corpus [15]. In addition,
automatic methods to extract New York heart association
classification from clinical notes [16] confirm that machine-
learning method, support vector machine with n-gram features,
achieve the best performance at 93% F-measure. Also, study
[17] proved the extraordinary achievement by the combination
of BoW and Naive Bayes classifier on clinical notes classifica-
tion for acessing hospital readmission offering an area under
the curve (AUC) of 0.690. This study again confirms that with
the small dataset TF-IDF and BoW have better performance
than other techniques on coronary microvascular dysfunction
classification [18].

To sum up, a large enough amount of data is needed to
have a good generalization capability of deep learning, while
this data availability requirement is not always provided [19].
Even, this study propose an alternative approach to deal with
both large and small amount of dataset [20]. However, the
limitations from these studies include: (i) the authors either
remove all of the vital sign numeric values or they did not
mention how to deal with numeric values and (ii) they ignore
the sparsity from the learning representation feature space,
although some studies extensively perform various features
selections.

II. MOTIVATION AND CONTRIBUTIONS

A. Motivation

As proven in the recent study [21], the feasibility of em-
ploying machine learning for cardiac failure was extensively
analyzed and confirmed. However, in our case, we are dealing
with two challenges from clinical notes in French, and a lim-
ited amount of dataset size. Fig. 1. shows the main objective
consisting of two sub-objectives which aim to overcome the
mentioned limitations, as follows:
• Which representation learning approach should be used?

The representation learning approach, which can retain
the words’ semantic and syntactic analysis in critical

Fig. 2: An overview of the proposed methodology to detect
cardiac failure from clinical notes at CHUSJ.

care data, enriches the mutual information for the word
representation by capturing word to word correlation not
only from statistically but also semantically distributional
learning of word appearance.

• Which machine learning classifier should be employed?
The machine classifier, which can influentially avoid
the overfitting associated with machine learning rule
by marginalizing over the model parameters instead of
making point estimates of its values, would be assuredly
accomplished to draw a high classification accuracy,
recall, and precision for the desired labeling concept.

B. Methodology

The methodology consists in empirical experiments of a
learning algorithm to learn the hidden interpretation and
presentation of the French clinical note data. Technically, an
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optimal learning algorithm will be achieved by minimizing
the empirical loss during the learning process of supervised
learning. Generally, a detection algorithm based on supervised
learning follows the same steps, including data collection, data
pre-processing, feature extraction, classification, and predic-
tion. Nevertheless, the performance of the detection techniques
strongly depends on the details of each step above. As shown
in Fig. 2, it is divided into four steps as follows:

1) Categories of clinical notes, including admission and
evaluation notes from CHUSJ databases are collected
in the data integration process.

2) Data pre-processing is performed to pre-process raw text
data. Notably, the information of the data is tightened
by applying lowercase conversion, stop words removal
and tokenization.

3) Representation learning model is built-in feature extrac-
tion. The model is trained to compress a text sequence
into a low-dimensional vector space, learn the word rep-
resentation, and integrate relation from lexical resources
into the learning process.

4) Machine learning classifier is iteratively trained to learn
the knowledge representation of processed data in pre-
ceding steps. Consequently, the final result must obtain
high accuracy in cardiac failure prediction.

C. Contributions

The main contributions of this work are as follows.
1) We formulate automatic label detection as a joint repre-

sentation learning and binary classification problem. The
new formulation avoids the shortcomings of the common
classification scheme while improving modelling perfor-
mance. Usually, other studies are immediately applying
different learning representation with machine learning
classifiers without any analysis and comparison. This
study shows a conceptual framework from the input
contextual to the output contextual downstream.

2) Four different experiments of numeric values decoding
are proposed for the clinical note preprocessing, instead
of losing crucial information from the vital numeric
values by removing them, then, we can find the best
way to treat numeric values.

3) we present and employ a simple and efficient TF-IDF
with a MLP-NN to conduct joint representation learning
and classification. To that end, with the limited amount
of data, a TF-IDF and MLP-NN have provided the
best performance for solving the joint problem with an
overall performance.

4) We further propose a generative learning approach,
namely an autoencoder, to leverage the sparsity reduc-
tion in the proposed framework.

Section III will discuss the data preparation including data
collection, data pre-processing from CHUSJ. Then, to solve
the first sub-objective, section IV will explore the possibilities
of various clinical note representation learning employing
different techniques. From then, we will continue to solve
the second sub-objectives, section V will show the results
from different machine learning classifier performance for

Fig. 3: An examples of clinical notes from CHUSJ sorted by
the longest length (number of characters).

the binary classifier. The results and discussion then will be
discussed in section VI. In addition, another improvement
for the classifier performance is also illustrated with the
employing of autoencoder to reduce the sparsity from the
first sub-objective output in section VII. Finally, section VIII
provides concluding remarks.

III. CLINICAL NARRATIVE DATA AT CHUSJ
A. Data Collection

The data integration process has been successfully com-
pleted at the Pediatric Intensive Care Unit, CHUSJ, for more
than 1300 patients. We only took information from two types
of notes, including admission and evaluation notes. Primarily,
we focused on medical background, history of the disease
to admission, and cardiovascular evaluation. Furthermore, we
only used notes for each patient’s first stay within the first
24h since the admission. If a patient had more than one
ICU stay, we only analyzed the first one. Two doctors from
the CHUSJ (Dr. Jérôme Rambaud and Dr. Guillaume Sans)
separately reviewed each patient’s notes; then, each note was
manually labeled “YES” or “NO” for positively cardiac failure
or under a healthy condition, respectively. Finally, to avoid
data contamination, we checked both the “patientID” and
“careproviderID” to ensure that there were not any notes being
present in the training cohort and the testing cohort at the same
time.

Totally, we have 5444 single line of notes with 1941 positive
cases (35.65% of total) and 3503 negative cases. Fig. 3 shows
an example of clinical notes with labels, which are sorted
as the top 10 longest length in total number of characters.
Besides, average length of number of characters is 601, and
704 for the positive cases, and negative case, respectively. And,
average length of number of digits is 25 and 26 for the positive
cases, and negative case, respectively.

B. Data Pre-Processing

Generally, it is proven that if the preprocessing steps are
well done, the result for the end-task will be improved [22].
Therefore, there are steps that were used as case lowering,
and stop words removing. Fig. 4 shows the statistics for the



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON BIOMEDICAL ENGINEERING, VOL. 60, NO. 12, DECEMBER 2020 5

Fig. 4: Clinical notes analyzing for stop words removing.

list of top words removed. From the list, all these words are
the definition in French, therefore, they do not contribute to
the learning representation. Besides, all the notes are short
narratives and the n-gram length distribution is shown in Fig.
5, the longest n-gram is over 400 words, but most of the n-
gram length distribution is between 50 and 125 words. Then,
the ratio of the number of samples/number of words per
sample is much smaller than 1500, as given by a tutorial for
small text classification from [23].

In addition, in medical expression, it is very important to
pay attention to negation. First, the negation criteria from
study [24] was used for detecting the negative meaning from
French notes. Then, a negation technique is applied [25]: a
term “neg ” will is added as a prefix for a term. For example,
a original notes as “Patiente ne suivi pas pour une cmd en
attente d’une greffe cardiaque. Respiration plus rapide, mais
état général préservé, parents n’étaient pas inquiets.” will
be tagged with a negation transform as: “Patiente neg suivi
pour une CMD en attente d’une greffe cardiaque. Respiration
plus rapide, mais état général préservé, parents neg étaient
inquiets.”

For the vital numeric values (heart rate, blood pressure,
etc...) cannot the representation learning accommodate the
numeric values effectively. Actually, most NLP models treat
numeric values in text in the same way as other tokens,
and it has proven that the pretrained token representations
(word2vec) can naturally encode the numeric values [26].
Unfortunately, it is required a large amount of data with
specific labelling progress for this tasks, while the numerical
reasoning results are less better (47%) compared with the
expert human performance (96.4%) for F1 score metric [27].
There is an study which only focus how to extract the number
not dealing with representation learning [28]. In our case,
because we have a limited data, we decide to keep all numeric
value for vital sign values (nearly 4% of the notes), and to
apply the decoding for those number values. We manually
performed four experiment to see the contribution from the
numeric value into the feature space and the classifiers. Table
II summarizes the four different approaches to decode the
numeric values including (i) keeping all of the original numeric
values and their units, (ii) removing all of the numeric values

Fig. 5: The distribution of length of notes in CHUSJ dataset.

and their units, (iii) encoding the decimal into a string named
dot, and (iv) decomposing into digits. Finally, we tokenized
the narratives into a vector of tokens.

For the note visualization, we apply the ScatterText [29].
Totally, we have more than 580000 (n-grams) word count
from the data shown in Fig. 6. The figure shows the most
frequent words for the positive case in the upper right corner;
the most frequent words for the negative cases in the lower left
corner; and, all less frequent words for both cases are in the
center. Besides, the top 20 words from the the positive cases
and negative cases are presented in the right hand side. Their
frequency distribution are also illustrated in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8,
respectively. In cases of positive, we easily see that, most these
terms following positively related to the cardidac malfuction:
milrinone (milri), aorte, aortique, and valve. In contrast, such
terms: urgence, ad, respiratorie, vers, toux, ivrs are relatively
contributed to the respiratory syndromes.

There are also medical terms, whose descriptions and
characteristics are summerized in Table III, and they are
compatible with the clinical diagnosis mentioned from Table
I. For example, there are CIV (Communication intraventricu-
laire), CEC (Circulation extra-corporelle), CIA (Communica-
tion intra-auriculaire) and FC (fréquence cardiaque), and IVRS
(Infection des voies respiratoires supérieures).

IV. CLINICAL NATURAL LANGUAGE REPRESENTATION
LEARNING

There is no doubt about the effectiveness of neural word em-
bedding. In this study [14], the author confirm that word2vec
representation for various disease classification from medical
notes. Especially for the French clincal notes, the study [30]
show that word2vec and GloVec were effective on embedding
the clinical notes. And, the word2vec had the highest score on
3 out of 4 rated tasks (analogy-based operations, odd one sim-
ilarity, and human validation), particularly regarding the skip-
gram architecture. In addition, as mentioned before from the
studies [15]–[18] confirm that conventional approaches (BoW,
TF-IDF) are better performance than other deep learning
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TABLE II: A summary of experiments dealing with vital sign numeric values.

Experiment Description Illustration∗

Exp 1 Keep all of the numeric values and units [vg, sévèrement, dilate, 64.8, mm, diastole, 58.3, mm, systole]
Exp 2 Remove all of the numeric values and units [vg, sévèrement, dilate, diastole, systole]
Exp 3 Encoding the decimal point into string (DOT) [vg, sévèrement, dilate, 64, dot, 8, mm, diastole, 58, dot, 3, mm, systole]

Exp 4 Decomposing numeric values into digits [vg, sévèrement, dilate, 6 tens, 4 ones, 8 tenths, mm,
diastole, 5 tens, 8 ones, 3 tenths, mm, systole]

∗The original notes are “VG sévèrement dilaté (64.8mm en diastole et 58.3mm en systole)”

Fig. 6: Clinical note illustration.

TABLE III: Important Abbreviations for Medical Terms

Abbreviations Descriptions Characteristics
CIV Communication intraventriculaire Cardiac malformation
CEC Circulation extracorporelle Treatment for cardiac failure
CIA Communication intraauriculaire Cardiac malformation
FC Fréquence cardiaque Cardiac frequency
IVRS Infection des voies respiratoires supérieures Virus responsible for respiratory distress
SOP Salle d’opération Operations
PO Per os (by mouth) Feeding

techniques on smaller corpus with long texts in clinical note
corpus. Therefore, this study we will evaluate the effectiveness
of two conventional representation approaches including BoW,
TF-IDF and the word2vec neural word embedding model.

A. Bag-of-Words

A bag-of-words model [31], or BoW for short, is a rep-
resentation of text that describes the occurrence of words
within a document. Technically, if documents have similar
content, they will be similar. It extracts features from the
text by considering each word count as a feature from a
vocabulary of known words. There is a theoretical analysis for

understanding the BoW model [32], it prove that the success
of BoW representation is not by using a heuristic clustering
process but by are generated by a statistical process and based
on statistical consistency. However, in the BoW representation,
any two different words drawn from the vocabulary are treated
equal if they are assigned with the same topic; in reality, it is
neglecting much correlation information among words. Then,
there are many variants to improve the limitation of BoW
models such as: collects high-level structural and semantic
meaning of the words by a network-based bag-of-words model
to reflect the relationship between nodes [33], construct more
predictive representation for each document by deliberating the
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Fig. 7: Frequency distribution of n-grams for positive cases (Top 20 n-grams).

Fig. 8: Frequency distribution of n-grams for negative cases (Top 20 n-grams).

identification of the objectively or subjectively discriminative
power of the words [34].

B. TF-IDF

The TF-IDF, first introduced in [35], stands for term fre-
quency (TF) × inverse document frequency (IDF). TF-IDF
weighting is commonly used in information retrieval for text
mining. The intuition is that term importance increases with
the term’s frequency in the text, but the term’s frequency
neutralizes it in the domain of interest. Given a collection of
terms t ∈ T that appear in a set of N documents d ∈ D, each
of length nd, tf-idf weighting is computed as follows:

tft,d =
ft,d
nd

(1)

idft = log
N

dft
(2)

Wt,d = tft,d × idft (3)

where ft,d is the frequency of term t in document d, and
dft is the document frequency of term t, that is, the number

of documents in which term t appears. Several variations
and adjustments were offered including normalizing tft,d and
optional weighting schemes.

Actually, TF-IDF and other its variations not only focuses
on the basic statistical relation of note representation. Its
theoretical arguments as [36], as well as, a probabilistic
theoretical are explained [37] for its heuristic. And, it is shown
that if TF-IDF is treated carefully with the bias, it will manifest
the best performanace of TF-IDF. [38].

C. Neural Word Embeddings
The neural word embedding was introduced in [39], and

named word2vec model. The central target word vector wc

and context word vector w0 for each word wi are the neural
word embedding parameters.

p(wo | wc) =
exp(u>o vc)∑
i∈V exp(u>i vc)

(4)

where vi ∈ Rd is the vector of the word wi when it is the
central target word, and ui ∈ Rd is the vector of the word wi

when it is a context word.
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The key to the success of word2vec is that it can compute
the logarithmic conditional probability for the central word
vector and the context word vector. Consequently, its compu-
tation obtains the conditional likelihood for all the words in
the dictionary given the central target word wc, and trained by
a neural network.

log p(wo | wc) = u>o vc − log

(∑
i∈V

exp(u>i vc)

)
(5)

where V = {0, 1, . . . , |V | − 1} is the vocabulary index. After
the training, for any word in the dictionary with index wi,
we are going to get its two word vector sets vi and ui . In
applications of natural language processing, the central target
word vector in the skip-gram model is generally used as the
representation vector of a word.

In this study, we adapted the instruction of how to generate
a good neural word embeddings [40]. Especially, the three
critical components in training word embeddings including the
model, corpus, and training parameters are well customized.
In addition, hyper-parameter choices are very important in
neural word embedding systems; therefore, we also controlled
the effects of data size and frequency range on distributional
semantic models based on the recommendations from [41].

V. MACHINE LEARNING CLASSIFIERS

Deep learning has proven its superiority to representation
learning and classification problems from various data struc-
tured such as medical imgaing, time seris data, clinical natural
language [42]. Unfortunately, not all cases can apply the deep
leanring, especially, with the limited amount of data.

Fortunately, when the ratio value for the number of sam-
ples/number of words per sample is small (< 1500), a small
MLP-NN that take n-grams as input perform better or at least
as well as deep learning-based sequence models [23]. Besides,
a MLP-NN is simple to define and understand, and it take
much less compute time than sequence models. There is a
detail explanation of using a MLP-NN in medical analysis for
small dataset [43].

Furthermore, study [44] observed in particularly small
datasets with discriminative and generative learning approach.
And, it confirms that the discriminative logistic regression
algorithm has a lower asymptotic error, while the generative
Naive Bayes classifier converges more quickly. Therefore,
in this study, we decide to go with three different machine
learning classifiers logistic regression, Gaussian Naive Bayes,
and MLP-NN.

Here we consider a binary classification problem. Given n
training samples D = (x1, y1)..., (xn, yn) where xi ∈ Rp is
a p-dimensional column vector and label yi ∈ {0, 1}.

A. Logistic Regression (LR)

LR uses a logistic function to model the probability of a
binary dependent variable (particular class or event existing)
such as unhealthy/healthy. Therefore, it is widely used in most
medical fields [45]. We first write the logistic function as
follows:

p(x;w) = p(y = 1 | x;w) = 1

1 + exp (−wTx)
(6)

where w is the weight vector of coefficients, and p() is a
sigmoid function. Here we assume that the n training examples
are generated independently. We thus can obtain the following
log-likelihood.

`(w) =

n∑
i=1

log p (yi | xi;w)

=

n∑
i=1

{
yiw

Txi − log
(
1 + exp

(
wTxi

)} (7)

B. Gaussian Naive Bayes (GaussianNB)

GaussianNB algorithm for classification is a set of super-
vised learning algorithms based on applying Bayes’ theorem
with the “naive” assumption of conditional independence
between every pair of features given the value of the class
variable. Bayes’ theorem states the following relationship,
given class variable Y and dependent feature vector x1 through
xn:

p(y | x1, . . . , xn) =
p(y)p(x1, . . . , xn | y)

p(x1, . . . , xn)
(8)

Using the naive conditional independence assumption that

p(xi|y, x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xn) = p(xi|y), (9)

for all i, this relationship is simplified to

p(y | x1, . . . , xn) =
p(y)

∏n
i=1 p(xi | y)

p(x1, . . . , xn)
(10)

Since p(x1, . . . , xn) is constant given the input, we can
use the following classification rule: P (y | x1, . . . , xn) ∝
p(y)

∏n
i=1 p(xi | y). Then

ŷ = argmax
y

p(y)

n∏
i=1

P (xi | y) (11)

and we can use the maximum a posteriori estimation to
estimate p(y) and p(xi | y); the former is then the relative
frequency of class y in the training set. However, the difference
between GaussianNB and naive Bayes classifiers is mainly
based on the distribution of p(xi | y). The likelihood of the
features is assumed to be Gaussian with mean µ and variance
σ2 for GaussianNB [46]:

p(xi | y) =
1√
2πσ2

y

exp

(
− (xi − µy)

2

2σ2
y

)
(12)



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON BIOMEDICAL ENGINEERING, VOL. 60, NO. 12, DECEMBER 2020 9

Fig. 9: An mathematical model for a biologically inspired
neural network [47].

C. Multilayer Perceptron Neural Network (MLP-NN)

The earliest work in the field of “neural network” is founded
and attempted to understand, model and emulate neurological
function and learning in brains [48]. Since then, a commonly
used neural network is the MLP-NN. In an MLP-NN, the
neurons are structured into layers, consisting of at least three
layers, namely the input layer, hidden layer or layers, and an
output layer [49]. Typical MLP-NN networks are feedforward
neural networks where the computation is carried out in a
single direction from input to output.

As shown in Fig. 9, xi is the ith input (axon from a neuron)
to an input neuron, and a weight wi is the effect of the ith

synapse on neural network. Then, the total effect of the input
on the synapse from the cell body is:

n∑
i

wixi + b (13)

Following this affine transformation of the weighted sum of
its input, a nonlinear activation function f(·) is defined for the
cell output. In general, this nonlinear activation function f(·)
enables the MLP-NN to learn and solve nonlinear problems. It
is proven that ReLU activation in combination with stochastic
gradient descent optimization algorithm shows a better con-
vergence and gives a better optimization in small MLP-NN
[50]. Therefore, we apply the ReLU activation for the hidden
layer as shown below:

f(·) = ReLU(α) = max(α, 0) (14)

Besides, based on the analysis for the selection of proper
neural network sizes and architectures [51], the structure of an
MLP-NN is used in this study with L = 3 layers where layer 1
is the input layer, layer 3 is the output layer, and layer 2 is the
hidden layer. The total number of neuron in the hidden layer is
Nt = 100 neurons. In addition, we also applied dropout [52]
(p=0.25) and GlorotNormal kernel initializer [53] to prevent
neural networks from overfitting.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

To implement, we used the scikit-learn library [54] and
Keras [55] in Python. The data was divided into 70% training
and 30% testing. To make our results more consistent, we

used the k-fold cross validation (k = 5) [56]; each dataset
was divided into k subsets called folds, the model was trained
on k − 1 of them and tested on the last left out. This
process was repeated k times and the results were averaged
to get the final results. Furthermore, we also employed the
univariate feature selection with sparse data from the learning
representation feature space. This selection process works by
selecting the best features based on univariate statistical tests
named SelectKBest algorithms, which removes all but the K
highest scoring features.

To deal with the imbalance, we apply the balance technique
Bayes Imbalance Impact Index (BI3) for the classifiers [57].
We decide to do that because we do not support the sampling
data as well as data augmentation. An extensive evaluation of
different sampling techniques and neural network architectures
recently confirm that the effect of sampling methods and the
architecture of the neural network on the results strongly
depend on the dataset, and the results become less consistent
[58]. Consequently, there are two reasons that encouraging
we are not interested in sampling approaches (i) there are
presence of characteristics in our clinical notes data, namely
small training example size, large number of features, and
correlations between features. And, it is concluded that there is
no clear winner between oversampling and undersampling to
compensate for the class imbalance, if we do not carefully take
into account factors such as class distribution, class prevalence
and features correlations in medical decision making [59]; (ii)
it has been focused only on the imbalance ratio when dealing
with imbalance problems, but ignored the lack of information
for the minority class, overlap, and disjuncts. In addition, the
lack of representation, which cannot be learned because of
not present in the training, is also suffered from the imbalance
[60]. And, the BI3 was proposed to overcome those challenges
in the imbalance. In summary, the BI3 for the whole data
set D is calculated by averaging over all Individual Bayes
Imbalance Impact Index IBI3 on the minority class.

BI3(D) = 1

Np

∑
(xi,yi)∈D,yi=+1

IBI3(xi) (15)

Np is the numbers of samples in the positive class, and
the IBI3 is the difference between the normalized posterior
probabilities of the imbalance case and the estimated balanced
case.

IBI3 =
f ′p(x)

fn(x) + f ′p(x)
− fp(x)

fn(x) + fp(x)
(16)

fp(x) and fn(x) are the posterior scores for positive class
and negative class, respectively. And, f ′p(x) is proportional to
the minority class posterior probability under the estimated
balance case. If IBI3 is small, the influence of the imbalance
on x is irrelevant. Therefore, it can measure how much a single
minority class sample is influenced by the imbalance.

To effectively assess the performance of our method, some
metrics including accuracy, precision, recall (or sensitivity),
and F1 score were used [61]. These metrics are defined as
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follows:

Accuracy (acc) =
TP+ TN

TP+ TN+ FP + FN

Precision (pre) =
TP

TP + FP

Recall/Sensitivity (rec) =
TP

TP + FN

F1-Score (f1) =
2?Precision?Recall
Precision + Recall

where TN and TP stands for true negative and true positive,
and they are the number of negative and positive patients that
are classified correctly. Whereas FP and FN represents false
positive and false negative and they represent the number of
positive and negative patients that was wrongly predicted.

Table IV presents the results of our method. First, among
four experiments for dealing with numeric values, the experi-
ment 3 yields better performance than others. By encoding the
decimal point into a string “DOT”, it has helped the learning
representation process retain the information from numeric
values from clinical notes. It is also interesting to mention
that in cases of keep all numeric values and do nothing
(experiment 1), the results is worse than we remove all the
numbers and their units (experiment 2). Experiment 4 confirms
that if the numbers are extensively encoded, it will have the
opposite effect of the result, which lowers the performance. In
short, from these observations, our findings again confirms that
the value of conducting human centered evaluative research
might impact the prospective evaluations of model accuracy,
as recently reported in a clinical experiment study [62].

The combination of TF-IDF and MLP-NN always outper-
forms other combinations with all overall performance, and are
the most stable in all circumstances. In the case without any
feature selection, the proposed framework yielded an overall
classification performance with acc, pre, rec, and f1 of 85%
and 84%, 85%, and 84%, respectively. Also, the representation
matrix from the TF-IDF above is sparse because every word
is treated separately. Hence, the semantic relationship between
separated entity is ignored, which would cause information
loss. Therefore, if the feature selection (SelectKBest) was
well applied and tuned, it could accomplish the improvement
up to 3-4% for each evaluation in the overall performance.
Consequently, it achieves the best performance with 89%,
89%, 88%, 88% for acc, pre, rec, and f1, respectively.

Furthermore, with the limited amount of data, the BoW and
TF-IDF have proven their capacity to better retain for the infor-
mation retrieval in clinical note representation. Especially, the
TF-IDF could exhibit a better performance when used on short
narratives (approximately 80 words per each example in our
case). While the neural word embeddings also showed their
potentiality to deal with learning representation for clinical
notes. Although the difference between these performances
was not significant, it may be more effective when the corpus
size is scale-up. When the data is small, neural network-
based models can underperform, but they are more reliable in
cases of increasing sizes and frequency ranges as proved by
[63]. Meanwhile, it is required that the corpus must correctly
represents the use of specific words in domain-specific when

increasing the corpus size [64].
Besides, with the same learning presentation approach

(BoW, TF-IDF, or neural word embeddings), the LR classifiers
had better performance than GaussianNB classifiers. The re-
sults align with the theoretical and experimental analysis from
[44], [65], LR performs better with smaller data size because
it effectively approaches its lower asymptotic error from
the initial learning steps. However, MLP-NN models always
dominated with their best generalization. They have achieved
their capacity of generalization because the misclassification
probability can be reduced and can be trained closer to optimal
points which cannot be trained with simple algorithms [66].

We also tested with the model CamemBERT, which is
specifically a transformer-based language models for French
languages [67]. It is motivated by the success of a Bidirec-
tional Encoder Representations from Transformers (BERT) for
natural language understanding [68]. Unfortunately, the result
was not as good as expected, where we could only achieved
the accuracy less than 60%. Even though, we applied the
drop-out technique as recommended from the study [69]. We
continued investigating with the simpler Transformer, which
solely based on attention mechanisms through the connection
of the encoder and decoder [70], and implemented by Keras
block from [71]. The result has achieved a decent performance
in comparison with advanced and complicated BERT-based
models. However, it is still far below the performance from
the simple MLP-NN, when the highest precision and recall
are continually fluctuating at around 80% as shown in Fig.
10, and 11, respectively. It is again confirm the limitation of
transformer for clinical natural language processing classifica-
tion task. One of the limitation is correctly identifying labels
in clinical text depend more on identifying a few key words
or phrases rather than understanding the contextual meaning
of sequences of text as given in [72].

Fig. 10: Precision performance based on the Transformer
configuration.

VII. AUTOENCODER LEARNING ALGORITHM FOR
SPARSITY REDUCTION

In numerical analysis, a sparse matrix or sparse array is
a matrix in which most of the elements are zero [73]. The
number of zero-valued elements divided by the total number
of elements (e.g., m × n for an m × n matrix) is called the



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON BIOMEDICAL ENGINEERING, VOL. 60, NO. 12, DECEMBER 2020 11

TABLE IV: Summarization of experiments performance evaluation

Representation ML Exp 1 Exp 2 Exp 3 Exp 4
acc pre rec f1 acc pre rec f1 acc pre rec f1 acc pre rec f1

W
/o

Fe
at

ur
e

Se
le

ct
io

n

BoW
LR 0.80 0.77 0.81 0.79 0.81 0.80 0.82 0.81 0.82 0.80 0.83 0.81 0.82 0.80 0.81 0.8
GaussianNB 0.77 0.72 0.80 0.76 0.78 0.76 0.81 0.78 0.79 0.78 0.81 0.79 0.79 0.76 0.80 0.78
MLP-NN 0.81 0.78 0.81 0.79 0.81 0.80 0.82 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.84 0.82 0.81 0.81 0.82 0.81

TF-IDF
LR 0.81 0.79 0.82 0.8 0.78 0.76 0.79 0.77 0.81 0.78 0.81 0.79 0.77 0.75 0.77 0.76
GaussianNB 0.79 0.75 0.81 0.78 0.77 0.74 0.80 0.77 0.78 0.75 0.81 0.78 0.76 0.74 0.80 0.77
MLP-NN 0.81 0.80 0.82 0.81 0.84 0.82 0.85 0.83 0.85 0.84 0.85 0.84 0.82 0.81 0.81 0.81

Embedding
LR 0.74 0.72 0.79 0.75 0.76 0.74 0.79 0.76 0.78 0.75 0.82 0.78 0.76 0.73 0.77 0.75
GaussianNB 0.72 0.71 0.77 0.74 0.76 0.71 0.79 0.75 0.76 0.73 0.80 0.76 0.75 0.72 0.72 0.72
MLP-NN 0.74 0.74 0.76 0.75 0.77 0.76 0.78 0.77 0.79 0.77 0.80 0.78 0.77 0.73 0.78 0.75

W
/

Fe
at

ur
e

Se
le

ct
io

n

BoW
LR 0.80 0.81 0.78 0.79 0.81 0.81 0.79 0.80 0.78 0.78 0.77 0.77 0.80 0.80 0.79 0.79
GaussianNB 0.80 0.81 0.78 0.79 0.80 0.78 0.79 0.78 0.78 0.79 0.77 0.78 0.80 0.81 0.78 0.79
MLP-NN 0.80 0.79 0.80 0.79 0.82 0.82 0.81 0.81 0.83 0.82 0.83 0.82 0.84 0.83 0.84 0.83

TF-IDF
LR 0.76 0.71 0.79 0.75 0.82 0.81 0.83 0.82 0.83 0.82 0.83 0.82 0.78 0.78 0.80 0.79
GaussianNB 0.80 0.78 0.80 0.79 0.81 0.82 0.79 0.80 0.81 0.81 0.82 0.81 0.79 0.78 0.79 0.78
MLP-NN 0.84 0.84 0.85 0.84 0.87 0.86 0.88 0.87 0.89 0.89 0.88 0.88 0.85 0.84 0.84 0.84

Embedding
LR 0.80 0.78 0.80 0.79 0.80 0.79 0.80 0.79 0.82 0.82 0.83 0.82 0.81 0.78 0.79 0.78
GaussianNB 0.77 0.76 0.78 0.77 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.79 0.81 0.81 0.80 0.8 0.79 0.78 0.78 0.78
MLP-NN 0.80 0.79 0.80 0.79 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.82 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.80 0.79 0.80 0.79

Fig. 11: Recall performance based on the Transformer config-
uration.

sparsity of the matrix (which is equal to 1 minus the density
of the matrix). Using those definitions, a matrix will be sparse
when its sparsity is greater than 0.5.

Fortunately, with the high sparsity ratio from the repre-
sentation feature space of TF-IDF, the SelectKBest shows its
effectiveness to increase the performance of the classifier by
reducing the sparsity, as discussed from the previous Section
VI. Therefore, we continue to explore the possibilities of deal-
ing to data sparsity. The motivation is how we can compress
the sparse, high-dimensional data to lower dimensional space
by reducing the dimension from the feature space of TF-IDF.

A. Data Sparsity Challenging

To dealing with the sparsity, many researches simply focus
on dimension reduction. Especially, when the training data set
is small, supervised discriminative approach Principal Com-
ponent Analysis (PCA) can outperform and it is also less sen-
sitive to different training data sets. [74]. For example, study
[75] proves that the PCA can increase the performance from
different machine classifiers for the cardiac failure prediction.
Besides, another possible way is primarily employing an un-
supervised generative Latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA) used
for estimating topic distribution (topics) by using observed

variables (words). For example, LDA shows the effectiveness
of overcoming the sparsity from feature space matrix of TF-
IDF [76]. However, the feature selection LDA is not much
improve with very small amount of data [18].

Then, we explored the possibility of PCA for the sparsity
reduction. The training was tuned and performed, and the
best performance was achieved with reduction to 2 principal
dimensions. Unfortunately, the test accuracy achieved 88%,
and it is lower than the the performance from SelectKBest
with 89%. Furthermore, as recommendation from [77], we also
tested with a statistical method Neighbourhood Components
Analysis (NCA) to reduce the dimensions of the dataset.
NCA has proven that it work well on a small dataset for
medical domain. However, the result is only slightly better
than PCA, when NCA only draws a accuracy at 89% (the
same with SelecKBest). As seen in Fig. 12, 13 we easily see
that the overlapping of the features, hence the classification
task hardly separate the boundary for the binary classification.
As consequently, either PCA or NCA cannot improve the
classification accuracy. The results confirmed the limitation of
these approaches by linearly approximate a feature subspace
to maximize class separability.

Fig. 12: Visualization of the representation space for 2 com-
ponents from Principle Component Analysis (PCA).
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Fig. 13: Visualization of the representation space for 2 com-
ponents from Neighborhood Component Analysis (NCA).

B. Autoencoder Learning Algorithm

In contrast with PCA or NCA, an autoencoder (AE) was
originated by [78] to solve a Nonlinear PCA in dimensional
reduction, and later famously promoted by training a MLP-
NN with a small central layer to reconstruct high-dimensional
input vectors [79]. Technically, AE takes an input x ∈ RD

and, first, maps it to a latent representation z ∈ RM via a
nonlinear mapping:

z = g(Wx+ b) (17)

Where W is a weight matrix to be estimated during training,
b is a bias vector, and g stands for a nonlinear function,
such as the logistic sigmoid function or a hyperbolic tangent
function. The encoded feature representation z is then used to
reconstruct the input x by a reverse mapping, leading to the
reconstructed input x′:

x′ = f(W ′z + b′) (18)

where W ′ is usually constrained to be the form of W ′ =
WT , i.e., the same weight is used for encoding the input and
decoding the latent representation. And, f is also a nonlinear
function. Then, the reconstruction error is defined as the
Eucliden distance between x and x′ that is constrained to
approximate the input data x (i.e, minimizing ||x − x′||2).
Then, the conventional AE relies on the dimension of the latent
representation z being smaller than of input x (M < D) which
means that it tends to learn a low-dimensional, compressed
representation.

It has been proven that training a neural network-based
by increasing number of hidden layers (in combination with
an increased number of units per layer), the results are less
consistent [58]. Therefore, in our case, we aim to use a small,
and simple AE. We employ an AE with three layer (one input
layer, one hidden layer, and one output layer). Especially,
to reducing the parameters from the latent space of the AE,
we applied the regularization technique to remove redundant
parameters from study [80]. After training, we use the weight

Fig. 14: Schematic structure of an autoencoder-based for
compression and prediction.

Fig. 15: Loss for training and validation for AE algorithm.

matrix from the hidden layer as a pre-train tool. This pre-train
latent space representation is subsequently used by a classifier
to perform the binary classification, as shown in Fig. 14. Fig.
15 shows the loss during the training and the validation process
for training the AE, it shows that the loss perfectly converges.

As a result, Fig. 16 show the comparison of box plot of the
5-fold cross validation for classifiers. Instead of performing
on MLP-NN, LR, and GaussianNB, we also tested with
other classifier as Random Forest, Multinomial Naive Bayes,
and Support Vector Machine. Again, the MLP-NN gives the
best performances; LR comes right after; GaussianNB is
comparatively similar performance with LR. And, all other
classifiers are less effective. The best performance from MLP-
NN was achieved at 91%, 91%, 91%, and 91%, respectively
for acc, pre, rec, and f1. The experimental result shows that the
proposed method improves the performance of the MLP-NN
classifier, and is more robust as compared to other methods,
and the result is similar to a recent work [81].

Further analysis, it is confirmed by [44] that as the number
of training examples is increased, one would expect generative
Naive Bayes-based to initially do better. However, Fig. 17
confirms that the training score and validation score of MLP-
NN is better than the GaussianNB in cases of increasing
the number of training examples. Especially, with the same
size of dataset, the GaussianNB have reached a plateau of
performance after around 2000 training examples, and the
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Fig. 16: A comparison evaluation of the box plot 5-fold cross-
validation results for classifiers performance.

cross validation score cannot improve. The MLP-NN shows
its potential improvement in cases of the increasing size of
dataset. Its cross validation score gradually increases, and
does not show any signs of achieve the maximum points. It
is also one of the limitation for GaussianNB, namely linear
discrimination characteristic for a real world dataset, which is
explained and comments from the study [82].

VIII. CONCLUSION

This paper has employed both learning representation and
machine learning algorithms to tackle the French clinical
natural language processing for detecting a cardiac failure
in children at CHUSJ. This study extensively conducted and
analyzed a conceptual framework from the input contextual
to the output contextual downstream in detecting a patient’s
health condition. Our numerical results have confirmed that the
feasibility of the proposed design by combining TF-IDF and
MLP-NN compared to others scenario can be achieved; the
proposed mechanism could also be improved with the feature
selection from the learning representation vector space.

We assumed that the vital sign numeric values are not
significant contribution to the classifier. Instead of losing them,
we address the different decoding approaches for numeric
values in our future work. By encoding the decimal point
into a string “DOT”, it has helped the learning representation
process retain the information from numeric values from
clinical notes. This basic adjustment confirms that the value
of conducting human centered explanation impact the machine
learning classifier model accuracy.

With MLP-NN learning algorithm, we can train closer to
optimal architectures which cannot be trained with simple
algorithms (LR, GaussianNB, Random Forest, Multinomial
Naive Bayes, and Support Vector Machine). However, BERT-
based models are known that they are not a good solution for
our problems (limited data, short narratives per each sample).
The final results suggest that while these Transformer-based

Fig. 17: Performance comparison between GaussianNB clas-
sifier (Top) and MLP-NN classifier (Bottom) in case of in-
creasing the training size.

methods perform less effective than existing alternatives, fur-
ther work may allow this to be used as part of an ensemble
for future models.

Finally, it has been proved that the sparsity reduction
for the feature space strongly affects the task-end classifier
performance. Especially, it has been proven that the first
stage involves training an AE to compress the feature space
from TF-IDF. The second stage involves using an MLP-
NN to predict the health status based on the compressed
feature space. Then, this efficient model can outperform all
alternative approaches. It concludes that AE can learn the
best representation of the training data because of it lossless
compression capacity.
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and Dr. Sans Guillaume for their data support of this research.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Abhyankar and et. al., “Combining structured and unstructured data
to identify a cohort of icu patients who received dialysis,” Journal of the
American Medical Informatics Association, vol. 21, no. 5, pp. 801–807,
2014.

[2] A. E. Johnson and et. al., “Machine learning and decision support
in critical care,” Proceedings of the IEEE. Institute of Electrical and
Electronics Engineers, vol. 104, no. 2, p. 444, 2016.



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON BIOMEDICAL ENGINEERING, VOL. 60, NO. 12, DECEMBER 2020 14

[3] M.-P. Matton and et. al., “Databases and computerized systems in picu:
Electronic medical record in pediatric intensive care: Implementation
process assessment,” Journal of pediatric intensive care, vol. 5, no. 3,
p. 129, 2016.

[4] P. A. L. I. C. C. Group et al., “Pediatric acute respiratory distress
syndrome: consensus recommendations from the pediatric acute lung
injury consensus conference,” Pediatric critical care medicine: a journal
of the Society of Critical Care Medicine and the World Federation of
Pediatric Intensive and Critical Care Societies, vol. 16, no. 5, p. 428,
2015.

[5] F. Jiang and et. al., “Artificial intelligence in healthcare: past, present
and future,” Stroke and vascular neurology, vol. 2, no. 4, pp. 230–243,
2017.

[6] K. Kreimeyer and et. al., “Natural language processing systems for cap-
turing and standardizing unstructured clinical information: a systematic
review,” Journal of Biomedical Informatics, vol. 73, pp. 14–29, 2017.

[7] T. Young and et. al., “Recent trends in deep learning based natural lan-
guage processing,” IEEE Computational Intelligence Magazine, vol. 13,
no. 3, pp. 55–75, 2018.

[8] S. Sheikhalishahi and et. al., “Natural language processing of clinical
notes on chronic diseases: systematic review,” JMIR Medical Informat-
ics, vol. 7, no. 2, p. e12239, 2019.
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de la Clergerie, D. Seddah, and B. Sagot, “Camembert: a tasty french
language model,” in Proceedings of the 58th Annual Meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics, 2020, pp. 7203–7219.

[68] J. Devlin, M.-W. Chang, K. Lee, and K. Toutanova, “Bert: Pre-training
of deep bidirectional transformers for language understanding,” in
Proceedings of the 2019 Conference of the North American Chapter
of the Association for Computational Linguistics: Human Language
Technologies, Volume 1 (Long and Short Papers), 2019, pp. 4171–4186.

[69] K. Pasupa and W. Sunhem, “A comparison between shallow and deep
architecture classifiers on small dataset,” in 2016 8th International
Conference on Information Technology and Electrical Engineering (ICI-
TEE). IEEE, 2016, pp. 1–6.

[70] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N. Gomez,
Ł. Kaiser, and I. Polosukhin, “Attention is all you need,” in Proceedings
of the 31st International Conference on Neural Information Processing
Systems, 2017, pp. 6000–6010.

[71] A. Nandan, “Text classification with transformer,” https://keras.io/
examples/nlp/text classification with transformer/, 2020-05-10, online;
accessed 2020-09-30.

[72] S. Gao, M. Alawad, M. T. Young, J. Gounley, N. Schaefferkoetter,
H.-J. Yoon, X.-C. Wu, E. B. Durbin, J. Doherty, A. Stroup, et al.,
“Limitations of transformers on clinical text classification,” IEEE journal
of biomedical and health informatics, 2021.

[73] N. Hurley and S. Rickard, “Comparing measures of sparsity,” IEEE
Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 55, no. 10, pp. 4723–4741,
2009.

[74] A. M. Martinez and A. C. Kak, “Pca versus lda,” IEEE transactions on
pattern analysis and machine intelligence, vol. 23, no. 2, pp. 228–233,
2001.
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