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Figure 10. LSTM-based network architecture for multitask learning.

a lot to reduce overfitting. In fact, all LSTM-based baselines for in-hospital mortality prediction task (where the problem of
overfitting is the most severe) use 30% dropout.

For multitask models we have 4 more hyperparameters: λd , λm, λl and λp weights in the loss function. We didn’t do full
grid search for tuning these hyperparameters. Instead we tried 5 different values of (λd ,λm,λl ,λp) : (1,1,1,1); (4,2.5,0.3,1);
(1,0.4,3,1); (1,0.2,1.5,1) and (0.1,0.1,0.5,1). The first has the same weighs for each task, while the second tries to make the
four summands of the loss function approximately equal. The three remaining combinations were selected by looking at the
speeds of learning of each task.

Overfitting was a serious problem in multitasking setup, with mortality and decompensation prediction validation per-
formance degrading faster than the others. All of the best multitask baselines use either (1,0.2,1.5,1) or (0.1,0.1,0.5,1)
for (λd ,λm,λl ,λp). The first configuration performed the best for in-hospital mortality, decompensation and length of stay
prediction tasks, whereas the second configuration was better for phenotype prediction task. The fact that λd , λm and λl of the
best multitask baselines for phenotype prediction task are relatively small supports the hypothesis that additional multitasking
in phenotype prediction task hurts the performance.

All LSTM-based models are trained using ADAM75 with a 10−3 learning rate and β1 = 0.9. The batch size is set to either 8,
16 or 32 depending on the memory available at the computational unit. We did not do extensive experiments to check whether
tuning the hyperparameters of the optimizer and the batch size improves performance.

Finally, we evaluate the best baselines on their corresponding test sets. Since the test score is an estimate of model
performance on unseen examples, we use bootstrapping to estimate confidence intervals of the score. Bootstrapping have been
used to estimate the standard deviations of the evaluation measures76, to compute statistically significant differences between
different models77 and to report 95% bootstrap confidence intervals for the models26, 78. Providing confidence intervals also
helps us to fight against a known problem of all public benchmark datasets – overfitting on the test set. To estimate a 95%
confidence interval we resample the test set K times; calculate the score on the resampled sets; and use 2.5 and 97.5 percentiles
of these scores as our confidence interval estimate. For in-hospital mortality and phenotype prediction K is 10000, while for
decompensation and length-of-stay prediction K is 1000, since the test sets of these tasks are much bigger.
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