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Nowadays, there is evidence that several factors may increase the risk, for an infant, to require stabilisation or resuscitation
manoeuvres at birth. However, this risk factors are not completely known, and a universally applicable model for predicting
high-risk situations is not available yet. Considering both these limitations and the fact that the need for resuscitation at
birth is a rare event, periodic training of the healthcare personnel responsible for newborn caring in the delivery room is
mandatory.

In this paper, we propose a machine learning approach for identifying risk factors and their impact on the birth event from
real data, which can be used by personnel to progressively increase and update their knowledge. Our final goal will be the
one of designing a user-friendly mobile application, able to improve the recognition rate and the planning of the appropriate
interventions on high-risk patients.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The transition from fetal to extra-uterine life is characterized by a series of respiratory, cardiovascular and
metabolic adaptation mechanisms. Approximately 90% of newborns breathe spontaneously without the need for
interventions, the remaining 10% will need assistance at birth. Among the latter, most will start breathing after
the first assistance maneuvers (drying, tactile stimulation, alignment of the airways); 5% thanks to the application
of positive pressure ventilation (PPV). Estimates of intubation rates vary between 0.4% and 2%; less than 0.3% will
require chest compression and approximately 0.05% will need medication [1, 4, 5, 15, 16].
Neonatal mortality in Italy, for babies born after the 22nd week of gestational age, is estimated as 1.7 deaths

per 1000 births, compared to an average 2.1/1000 in Europe [11]. The inability of some infants to establish and
sustain spontaneous or adequate breathing, contributes significantly to these early deaths and also to the burden
of adverse neurological outcomes among survivors. For this reason, it is essential to provide care, ventilation and
resuscitation maneuvers to problematic newborns in a timely and effective manner[1, 4]. The early identification
of high-risk births is the key for timely intervention and favorable outcome. It is estimated that, in the absence of
adequate risk stratification, approximately half of newborns requiring ventilation may not be recognized before
birth [4]. However, a general model to predict the resuscitation risk or the need for intervention is not available at
the moment, and the list of risk factors reported in the clinical guideline for neonatal rehabilitation (see 1) is not
exhaustive [1, 3]. Moreover, there is no precise definition of influence degree of these factors, chosen individually
or in combination with each other, to define the risk and of assistance at birth and the severity of the newborn
conditions.

Considering the rarity of the resuscitation at birth interventions, and the issues mentioned above, it is essential
for the healthcare professionals to perform a periodical training, in order to be ready as soon as a newborn caring
in the delivery room is needed [4, 6, 7].

The aim of this project is to evaluate the impact of risk factors on the birth event by means of machine learning
techniques, with the final goal of defining a more comprehensive prediction model. The latter will be integrated
in a mobile application, to improve the recognition of high-risk patients and to plan appropriate and focused
intervention and preparation strategies.

2 MACHINE LEARNING FOR HIGH-RISK NEWBORN PREDICTION
This study includes 250 newborns from the Pediatric Department of the children’s hospital "Cardinal Massaia"
located in Asti (Italy), from April 2023 to June 2023. No exclusion criteria were applied. The Pediatric Department
is a SPOKE center which includes the nursery and neonatal pathology. Patients who require intensive ventila-
tory/circulatory support or specialist care are stabilized here, with potential support from the Anesthetist, and
then sent to the reference HUB center.
The following antepartum and intrapartum risk factors (Tables 1, 2, 3) were collected and stored on an

anonymized dataset. We considered only the risk factors considered as important to assess the outcome of the
newborn, according to international clinical guidelines [1, 3].
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Fig. 1. Neonatal Resuscitation Algorithm. CPAP indicates continuous positive airway pressure; ECG, electrocardiographic;
ETT, endotracheal tube; HR, heart rate; IV, intravenous; 𝑂2, oxygen; 𝑆𝑝𝑂2, oxygen saturation; and UVC, umbilical venous
catheter

.
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Maternal antepartum risk factors

Age > 35 years
Previous pathologies or smoking
Hypertension
Preeclampsia
Vaginal swab/rinoculture positive for Streptococcus group B
TORCH seroconversion
Gestational diabetes
Height < 150 cm
BMI > 25
Unfollowed pregnancy

Table 1. Maternal antepartum risk factors

Fetal antepartum risk factors

Major malformations
IUGR
Macrosomia
Oligodramnios
Polidramnios
EG < 37 weeks
EG > 41 weeks
Birth weight
Twin pregnancy
Foetal anaemia
Lack of steroid prophylaxis in preterm
Fetal hydrops
Table 2. Fetal antepartum risk factors

Intrapartum risk factors

Operative delivery with suction cup/forceps application
Vaginal delivery in the breech position
Placenta detachment
Intrapartum bleeding
Prolapse of funiculus / Cord knot
Urgent caesarean section
Fetal CF pattern type II - III
General maternal anaesthesia
Shoulder dystocia
Chorioamnionitis
Amniotic fluid tinged with meconium

Table 3. Intrapartum risk factors

Among the 250 real patients, the following outcomes were registered:
• 18 were given an APGAR score ≤ 7 (sampled at 1 minute of life)
• 12 were ventilated at birth
• 18 presented respiratory distress after birth
• 8 were transferred to the NICU (Neonatal Intensive Care Unit)
• 84 were transferred to Neonatal Pathology
• Of those who had a brain ultrasound performed: 13 patients had a normal ultrasound, 1 patient had a
pathological ultrasound

• 1 patient underwent passive hypothermia while awaiting STEN
• 5 required NIV after birth (cPAP, HFNC)

We adopted machine learning to predict these outcomes using the risk factors as input, in order to con-
firm known correlations, as well as to possibly find unknown ones. Different supervised-machine learning
methodologies, namely Decision Tree (DT) and Bayesian Networs (BN) classifiers, were considered [12, 14, 18].
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The two most frequent outcomes, namely APGAR 1 (sampled after 1 minute) and Ventilation at birth, were
given particular attention.

2.1 Results obtained using Decision Trees
A DT is a predictive model, where each internal node represents a variable, an arc towards a child node represents
a possible value for that variable, and a leaf represents the predicted class on the basis of the variable values on
the branch. Classifiers based on DTs thus exploit a model that allows the class to be identified by traversing the
tree from its root to one of the leaves, based on the values of the observed variables. These classifiers are able
to build the tree structure during the training phase, offering a model to be used for inferring the class of new
objects provided as queries.
We trained a DT to predict the APGAR 1 outcome (Figure 3). As the acronym suggests, the APGAR score is

based on the evaluation of “activity”, “pulse”, “grimace”, “appearance” and “respiration”, and is evaluated at least
at 1 and 5 minutes of life for each newborn, assigning a score ranging from 0 to 2 for each item (total score equal
to 10). About 90% of newborns receive an APGAR 1 > 7, and in these cases no other interventions are usually
necessary. In fact, the newborn with an APGAR 1 score in this range presents spontaneous crying, normal skin
color and good muscle tone [1, 9]. Otherwise, birth support interventions may be necessary. However, APGAR 1
score alone cannot be considered an index of asphyxia, and it does not predict the possibility of neurological
damage or perinatal death [9].

Due to the low number of "pathological" newborns with APGAR 1 ≤ 7 (class 0), the dataset was heavily unbal-
anced. Therefore, we used a statistical approach called SMOTE [8], to balance the rate between overrepresented
and underrepresented cases. After the adoption of this technique, the number of patients with APGAR 1 ≤ 7,
initially 18, was raised to 54. The DT obtained with the latter dataset is shown in Figure 2.

The leaves of the tree represent the classes, i.e. the values of APGAR (class 0: APGAR 1 ≤ 7, class 1: APGAR 1
≥ 8), while the other (internal) nodes represent the variables that contribute to the assignment of the class, on
the basis of their values.
As it can be observed from the Figure, three variables were identified as relevant for prediction:
• Ventilation at birth
• Maternal hypertension
• EG < 39 weeks

This finding is coherent with the medical knowledge. In particular, there is a correlation between patients
with a low APGAR score at birth and the probability that they will be ventilated on the neonatal care device.
Concerning maternal hypertension, it is known that those born to mothers with non-severe/well-controlled
chronic hypertension do not appear to be at risk of complications [2]. However, when the mother suffers from
severe hypertension, the risk of premature birth, IUGR, placental abruption appears to be increased compared to
the general population [17]. Lastly, it is certainly known that preterm newborns often need help in the transition
from fetal to extra-uterine life.
Our model reached an accuracy of 97.2%. The results are shown in Tables 4 and 5.

Class TP Rate FP Rate Precision Recall F-Measure MCC ROC Area PRC Area Accuracy
0 (APGAR 1 ≤ 7) 0.89 0.01 0.96 0.889 0.923 0.91 0.92 0.91
1 (APGAR 1 ≥ 8) 0.99 0.11 0.98 0.991 0.983 0.91 0.92 0.96
Weighted Avg. 0.97 0.09 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.91 0.92 0.95 0.972

Table 4. Results obtained by the Decision Tree classifier with the SMOTE technique
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ventilation at birth

hypertension

= no

0 (48.0)

= yes

1 (234.0/4.0)

= no

weeks

= yes

0 (2.0) 1 (2.0)

<= 39 > 39

Fig. 2. Decision Tree obtained using APGAR 1 as a class by increasing the sample with the SMOTE technique (𝑎𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 =

97.2%)
.

a b <– classified as

48 6 | a = 0
223 0 | b = 1

Table 5. Confusion matrix for Decision Tree classifier with the SMOTE technique

2.2 Results obtained using Bayesian Networks
A Bayesian Network (BN) is a probabilistic model that allows the graphical representation of the statistical
dependence relationships between the variables of a system. Bayesian classifiers are based on a BN model,
which describes the probabilistic interrelationships between attributes and classes. During the training phase,
the structure and probability distribution of the network are calculated in order to maximize the relationships
between the data and the corresponding classes. Then, given a new item, the classifier applies the value of its
attributes as observations in the network and then assigns the resulting class with the highest probability.
In our application, the use of a BN allowed to recognize which variables statistically influence others when

predicting the class (outcome APGAR 1 ≤ 7), as graphically represented in Figure 3.
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ventilation_at_birth

Age35mother

Pathologies

hypertension

weeks

EG_min_37 EG_mag_41

preeclampsia

BMI_mag_25

DMG

TVR_positive TORCH

twins

anaemia_fetus polidramnios

oligohydramnios

TC_urgent

idrope
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IUGR

significant_malformations

pregnant_unfollowed trasf_in_emergency_room
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AGmother

detachment_placenta
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chorioamnionite

distocia_di_spalla

LA_tinto_of_meconium

umbilical_cord_prolapse

distress

NIV

hypothermia

Age35_mother

Fig. 4. Bayesian network obtained by using Ventilation at birth as a class (𝑎𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 = 89.16%)
.

Fig. 3. Bayesian network obtained by using APGAR 1 as a class (𝑎𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑦 = 90.2%)
.

The accuracy of this model was found to be 90.2%. As can be seen from Figure 3, the correlations/causations
found are much more numerous than those found using the DT, but always well justified by medical knowledge.

We also learned a BN classifier predicting the outcome "ventilation at birth" as a class (see Figure 4), obtaining
findings which are coherent with the literature as well.

It is important to note that, in Figure 3 and Figure 4, inter-connections and correations were also found between
the different risk factors. These correlations are:

• EG> 41weeks, withmacrosomia and ventouse/forceps (variables EG_mag_41,macrosomia and sucker_forceps)
• EG ≤ 37 weeks, with twin pregnancy (variables EG_min_37 and twins)
• Maternal age > 35 years with maternal pathologies (like hypertension) and transfer to emergency room
(variables AGmother, distress and trasf_in_emergency_room)

• Urgent CT, associated with category II or III CF, oligohydramnios, chorioamnionitis (with IUGR) (variables
TC_urgent, FC_fetal_category_II_or_III, chorioamnionitis and oligohydramnios)

• EG ≤ 37 weeks, which in turn correlates with twins and maternal BMI > 25 (variables EG_min_37, twins
and BMI_mag_25)
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• Respiratory distress and NIV (Non-Invasive Ventilation) (variables distress and NIV )
• Macrosomia, related to intrapartum bleeding and EG> 41weeks(variablesmacrosomia, intrapartum_bleeding
and EG_mag_41)

These findings are meaningful. The correlation between twin pregnancy and prematurity is well known.
The correlation between oligohydramnios and IUGR is also known as normal fetal growth is determined by
genetic heritage, maternal factors and placental "health". Intrauterine growth restriction occurs when the genetic
potential of the fetus is not reached due to alterations in one or more of these factors. Endo-uterine growth
restriction determines a risk factor for the development of oligohydramnios, which occurs when the balance
between the factors that cause an increase in amniotic fluid (fetal diuresis, pulmonary secretion) and factors that
cause its reduction (swallowing , reabsorption at the level of the uterine mucosa), is unbalanced towards the
latter [13]. The association present in the literature between advanced maternal age and placental abruption and
the increased incidence of maternal pathologies, which could have consequences on fetal well-being, was also
confirmed [10].
In conclusion, the machine learning predictors we adopted were able to confirm known correlations and

causations between the variables at play, and made them explicit within more comprehensive models; in particular,
the BN model was particularly rich, and was able to highlight inter-connections between the variables which are
less trivial.
Interestingly, both Bayesian classifiers and Decision Trees also provide a graphical view of the classification

model, which improves explainability.
Such models can therefore be proposed to the personnel of the birth room with educational purposes, given

their simplicity and interpretability.
Figure 5 shows the workflow of our educational tool. In particular, the neonatologists, by using a mobile app,

through a minimalist interface, can insert some risk factors and sent a query to a server (steps 1 and 2 in the
Figure). The server applies the prediction models, and sends the results (e.g., predicted APGAR 1 score) to the
mobile app, easily usable in the delivery room (steps 3 and 4).
This educational tool is under development at our Computer Science department.

Neonatologist

1

4

• Decision Tree
• Bayesian

Network

ventilation at birth

hypertension

= no

1 (12.0)

= yes

1 (234.0/4.0)

= no

weeks

= yes

0 (2.0) 1 (2.0)

<= 39 > 39

ML Algorithms

<Predicted APGAR 1>

3

2

ML Server

Fig. 5. The workflow of the educational system

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: March 2024.



Towards an educational tool for supporting neonatologists in the delivery room • 9

3 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
Thanks to the supervised machine learning techniques used, it was possible to learn models, such as Decision
Trees and Bayesian Networks, able to classify the patients in our the dataset and to highlight correlations between
intrapartum and antepartum factors and the consequent neonatal outcomes. These correlations confirm some of
the findings described in the literature, making them explicit in easy to read comprehensive models.

Our models show that adding interplaying risk factors increases the probability of unfavorable outcomes. This
is a non trivial result, that was provided by the analysis of the BN models. Such an outcome could allow for a
better recognition of risky situations and can be considered as an added value in the clinical practice.

These first results testify the applicability of the approach to, on one side, improve the treatment strategies for
problematic newborns and, on the other side, to tailor the educational tools for educational purposes, suggesting
the trainees the more appropriate procedures and pre-alert strategies when a risky situation is about to happen. In
order to further improve these results, a broader collection of cases should be provided to train more informative
machine learning models. These models will be integrated, as a final step, into a user-friendly mobile application,
tailored to the needs of the resuscitation personnel.
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