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N B LMEIL 09% Th o7z, ITEIERAT— VI,
23% Nk EO BRI L, 2% 6 » HLUWIZED
BEEARLLEE Lz, Zoft, fECmigmd okt
HOFEMIT Table 2 (278 LT,

RAFIh=ET NV

Table3 ICPHFE SNT=ET L OY <Y —L& LT, &
ET VKA SN2 THIZEE D HR O R HEE E &
95%CI, Ao P EZ R L7z, RCS LA L7z
RN DN TIBIE Ry & IERRIE R 1253 1 TS
iz R L, £72. RCSWLHEEIT S BROA Y vF L
T—=HIZBIT D/ FOALEL Table S9 (278 L7z,

Model 1 & 2 {23V VT, CED F§ S04k & BMI O
MR RSY 5 K OSERIE Ry HEDH & SBP DR RSy
BGEAEE (28 . Hardly ever) O Sometimes, 1 3
B EDOFIEDOREHY (B No), MERICK D+
DIRRER L (B Yes), MAEHOBEEHY (&
B2 No) | BROEE 7LD EDOBE ESH V(B
No)., fTENVZER AT — (&M : Maintenance) DN
Preparation 723 HERIENEE T & HEH PRI A E 72 B
AR L7z, Model 2 I8\ T, MIRMRARE R D 5 6
EHLRRIEMEE AT & BT ERICA B R EE AR LD
(T HbAlc & Hb OFUL Sy DA TH 7z,

Model 3 TIX(BMI [kg/m2] * Age at CED [years]) *
0.2 3B HIEEME B I & MFHARICA RIS L T
AV

£ /)LD Apparent performance

Discrimination D $51% C & % Time-dependent AUC (%
Model 2 T & @2 72 (0.759,95% C10.758, 0.760)
Model 1 ® Time-dependent AUC % Model 2 £ ¥ %

IZA% < (0757, 95% C10.756, 0.758) . Model 3 CThx
Bk 572 (0.722,95% C10.712,0.723)

Calibration O &EIJFEEE Td> 5. Calibration slope
SHEEMIZATOET /LT 1.000 THY, [FHEX M
bt alE % TH o7 (Table 4), %5 E 7T /LD
Calibration plots /% Figure 1 {Z/RL7=, 3 DDET /L
7 48 » ARERLCTOTHI CIF 3R ZERIO CIF & —
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HLTWe, L2L, Model3 DAHDOT N TiEd 50
0-0.75% & 1%LARETHHE & DT TR & VME A AT
57 (Figure 1 (C)),

e R PPN &2 FREE L 72 DCA O fE5H1% Figure
2(ANT/R L7, Model 1 & 2 13 pe 1-2.5%D#PHIZ B U
C. Testnone & Testall DHHE XK U ¢ net benefit 23
o7z, Model 3 @ net benefit I p; 1-2.0%DEiFH T
Test none & Test all XV bE2ro7z, F72, Model 1
& 2 @ net benefit % p; 1-2.2%DHiH T Model 3 % I
[F] > Tz,

£ /)LD Optimism-corrected performance

Single imputation nested bootstrapping D F, &€
7 JL @ optimism-corrected Time-dependent AUC |%
Model 1 T 0.755, Model2 T 0.756., Model3 T 0.721
T& Y. Apparent Time-dependent AUC & 1FIX—E L
TU 7z (Table4), Optimism-corrected calibration slope
1%, Model 1 T 0.992, Model 2 T 0.987. Model 3 T
1.001 THH ., ZH 5 b4k Apparent performance &
—FH L CT\W7= (Table 4),
curves b [AIERIC, 2 TDOET VIV T Apparent
DCA curves & IFIZ—E L TV 7= (Figure 2(B)),

Optimism-corrected DCA

D. B

AWFFE T, BEFBLORBRE N — 2 D2 R
Aok s FRERERZ T — Z N R TR SR S VTR BR A
DEMEZFRIT, FrERDZ OfE R %2 WV CEHLERIE
MBI 2 THIT 2T VOBR ENREEEZIT - T2,
AWFFED FERFERITLLTO®EY Th o, OFF ek

PZTCHESNL2HEAON, FEEMNEMEIZEEND
HH L 4R, BMI, JEPH, SBP, DBP D&% v iz
Model 1, Model 1 (ZMLiERRATE H 212 72 Model 2
1T, e T L L LT OST #8404 L7z Mode 3 & b
~C calibration OFEE X[ Tod > 7= (calibration
slope: Model 1 = 0.992; Model 2 = 0.987; Model 3 =
1.001), F7=. calibration plot (ZTHEH U 27 L DT
ALY Model 3 THTNICREVHAIN A DN, @
Mode 1 & 2 @ discrimination (%, Model 3 & Fr#g L T
DT TIX D D D3 E D> T2 (optimism-corrected Time-

dependent AUC: Model 1 = 0.755; Model 2 = 0.756;
Model 3=0.721), & 5|2, optimism fifi IEf% D DCA |Z
BWTH, RELE p1-3% DN 1-22% DHiFH T
Model 1 & 213 Model 3 LW HHITh -7z, @Model
1 &2 OMBEITIFERBE TH -7, OFKIS, N
HIRRAE CHEE L 7= optimism-corrected performance 7>
b, BT /LD overfitting ZR~ET 5= BT
IfFohienol, ZRHDORERNG, AFFEO
gL Tp oot & REOERICENT, KET L
ZE A ATEE T D AIREME S R S vz, £ 72, Model
1 &2 OMERBIFFFEE TH D Z & Model 1 DT
WAL OB D722 & ML RARS RN HE J7 ik
WX T ARBHELRH DL L EEBET D &
Model 1 "FEHE FHFHEEZ BN, B, Film s
BMI O ZFIH L7z OST DSKZR Td 5 Model 3 b .
ZOMOET L & Helg U TSI EREDS S D L D
TETURIELNT, EEEAMEEL LN,
712U ARRFZEIC TRHER E 72> 72 40 PAE 60 AT
DA T HUERENE B 3T 0 BT A FITK 0.6%
LIWIAERN T2 2 2B ET D L. WHERRY M
FEREVWETLVZRMT LI ENEELNEEZD
ns,
AHFZETEI%E L2 BT L0 4 4ERF A £ TOEHME
SEMEE IR A TR OMEREIZ- DU T, discrimination
FERE T & % optimism-corrected Time-dependent AUC %
Model 3 3%/INC 0.721, Model 2 A3 K C 0.756 T
- 72, Calibration D¥5#E T % optimism-corrected
calibration slope I% Model 1 7 0.992, Model 2 T 0.987,
Model 3 T 1.001 TH Y, RA4F72 calibration &7~ 1
WZIERITIEVME Ch » 7=, F 72, calibration plot 2> 5
ETIIIEET VL & 2T X7 2T M
W/ INEE T DA DN HALTZ, KERFE DFEIBER
W], 70 M ADER, HNTZETVOENRE
SEZ R BTN TH 505, AAD 40-74 5%
@ﬁ‘ﬁi’%ﬁ% 2K 10 FH CoOBMBRIERITRAET
B DOMERE 2 F-AIG L 72 JeATHFSE ™ Tl BEEE DN
%@-ﬁb@HMX@AUNiMwT@okOTX
U DAEED 50-64 DLz %5 & LT Rtk SEtT
ST P IRV ThH, AR T U7 ERIE Ltk
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JERI LIZIF D AUC [T O 72 LD FRAX 23
0.65, OST 78 0.62 T -7z, F7=. FHFENTALE
BT T ThHLIRMEICET DI A TEAAL D
calibration slope (%, "B E DIF#A 721 FRAX Tl
1.12, OST Ti£0.87 ThH-o7= ™, 7=72L, kLol
FTRZE B XBEAE D ) A7 T A A 2 b OSMIRGE
DFERTH Y | AWFZEIINIIBRFEOR R TH D Z &
M6 AL TRRIE SALTZE TV OMERBIZAMIRRGE
FRICIR T P52 A TPlIchD, UL, A5
TR 97 HADRBUET —F 2 TnDH 2 &,
optimism-corrected performance & apparent performance

ITIFEE—E L TEBYET /LD overfitting D AIHEMEZ

RYWMERT ET U ATHEGE TE o722 &b,

] 55 D 4l D 2 22 KPR E TV DAMIRRRE 21T 9
BA. BERVEREOK T AN Z 5 aTREME IRV & &
bbb, ThoxBEx sl AFETHEE SN
-2 TOETNAOMREIL, BFOV R THEAA
FEHEBLTHLMNMILE>TND EIFE LT, IR
TE2HHATH 2,

ARBFFETIL, HEEET L E LT E L7- Model 3
AT, BEREZ THO DD R RIS E
FNDHHEHE & Fn, BMI, IEFH, SBP, DBP # H /-
Model 1 & Model 1 |Z LR ARG F 212 7= Model 2
IX calibration & discrimination, FgARBA FH OB
PO DOTNICBA e A R Lz, F7o, BLBREN
Z L 1Z, Model 1 {2 i1 A5 F b 1R 72 Model 2 &
Model 1 OPEREIFIZE A EEZRR -T2, FIDIT
Model 3 (2T Model 1 & 2 D calibration &
discrimination, EGREIA AN BIF7Z 728 & L
Tl Model 3 TIETHIZE L B RLFRIENEE I O FERR
T OBH % 5 [ C& TR —J7 T, Model 1 & 2T
IaER A S A RCSIL LTl 0 TS & i HLERIE M
BITOIMEORRELZBE O TETNDL T ENEX
Hivd, £z, MEHH O G X, flREO KA S
MUZEFR DREFE B4 72 BRI U & LT B HIERIEE S
OV 2RI NFEELTHNDZ EbIEEDM EIC%
HELTWabDEEXxbND, ok, BHROKEN
Model 3 & HE#E L C Model 1 & 2 TIEZ N2 &b,

E7 /LD overfitting (2 XY Time-dependent AUC 73

Model 1 & 2 T < HIZZATREME A E TE 720, L
U RBEFED Y > T NA A X397 Ti40 L HERITRE
SENDYREY T NA A X (34905 41) & RE <
ERl>Tns Z &, e &L BbARMEEICE N T
optimism % % i L 7= Time-dependent AUC % apparent
Time-dependent AUC & AR DFERTH L Z &
overfitting D A[REM:Z 7R §" calibration slope 4T
ETFATIEHT VITGEVETH DL Z E0nh, ZDE
ai/J\éu\}:%zéo KIZ, Model 2 & g L T Model
3 OMREDWFIIREN TH -T2, ZOHEHED—D
& LT, Model 3 TihN & 72 > 7o ifn i i A2 2 13
Model 2 IZFENTWD FHRIKFIZBE L TR | i
WARARE R OIBINT K DM U 7 T RGO 55 53
FRERI T o o AlREMENE 2 v D 8182, il 2 13, b
R BEE T2 FPG X° HbAlc AT HERYE R ZE o 1.
Bz T ORI MBI 5EM, HDL =2 L A7 1
—/VTEREORE 2 N 2 3oR I+ 2 -
<° BMI. JIE[H. Hb (% BMI R°ERIZEDM#A 3 [ 2L o
HEORBRENENIHTEDEZELZDND, T
HE | BB HERED S < O TR DR DD
2 Model 1 28 L CWA EEX BV,

E7 L ORRARA HPEIZE LT, optimism i E#%
® DCA TIE%E L7z pt 1-3% DN 1-2.2% DOHiH T

Model 1 & 2 i3 Model 3 £ ¥ net benefit 23& 02> 72,
ZORERIT. EICEHBRIERZOEHRIEA 2 ) —
=7 (DXA 72 E) OFEfizBZET DI p kit
% B E AR IT VT Model 1 & 2 A% Model 3
;D%@ﬂfwé_k%mﬁféofﬁbB\OH
Z U8 L7z Model 3 TIZRXE I NG D ptilifF D EHE
OF T, FHRERZOEHRIEA S ) —= T %
179 RELMLZWUNIBIRTE AR H D, —
J7C. K9 2.2%LARE Tl Model 3 & @ net benefit D 7=
FTTHE, 19 2.5% LU TIEAE T L O M#ITITE
—3 L. &5 treat none HEHE & DFZEHL /IS 7eo
e, ZOBERTIEET VEMIC X 5800
R 7R ERIRAA AMEIXIRERI T D &2 DL, 72
L, ZNEARETVOBKRIAEAMEZEET S
DTERV, LA, ZOHFMAMIEIHZE - A7V —
= 7 DOYNRT 2 b O FE i A FLE AR B E TR
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ST ALGmICEFT L TWD LRI, RIFED
KRIT. MEFHEEFIRECREM 7 v aaLvF as NE
M2 EOW L@ ) A7 KT 54T 5 ZMEZBRD
7240-59 s LTI B, LI2Ds > TAMFZE DS R,
U A7 BEARTII R, Fake) A7 %
KWL « A7 ) —=2 7550 etiic ik b B
%, USPSTF'" 1% 65 sk A D PR &+ 43105
Lo HL Y R 7 B — /L DBRA%E « MRGEZ PSR &
LTETTND, ABFEITZEOXGERM & 522
—H LN bDD, ZIRTI R EHEBRIERD - A
7 ) —=2 7 OXRIZE T HEREEFERICBIT 5 S
52 DR DRI + s O E DU T REME &R
KT, ZOREICEET 2HmAEZRIET D EH
bbb,
ARFFEDFRIAFILL T D 7 2 TH D+ OEFEHED
PRERE N — X ORI - FrEZT — 4 N— A%
Az iz I BEERELS YTV T RAT
A & over fitting DY A7 [HERNEBZ HNTNWDH T
& ORBER—ADT —HRXR—ATHLIDT 7
NI L THLEHBRETTORELLOBS Y 27
Tl HIELIT K BB T IR 2 LB TE A L
THIENTETWDHZ &, @OFHRE I ERZ
TH—7 4 =V ESNLHE DA 2 HWTED
BHORIE 2 2 FBNEN & @QFFERZ TS S
NAHEHRITEETEELM TN TND Z &, O
“ Y A7 %EE LT Fine-Gray &7 /L% W\ TTH|
ETNERFELIEZE, @V AT EAXAL MO
WL EN D TR MR L Z G L L= 2
E.@OETVLTHA L TW D PRI 1344, BMI,
MR, fE & EREOHHE DA Th DD, HAD
EDITHRFEREZ BN —T 4 — 2 TITDLALTWRWE
BV THORHGICFEEETHLZ L TH D,
—J5. AR TIZLL T ORREBTFET D20,
EELEROMRNSMLETH S, 1 DHIL, RIFET
FIUH L7zl - frefde 7 — % OofRforTthd b
RERFIIREENFLTHDZ ETHD, Lo T,
H/NMEZEICE) D Dt L & LTCEIZBIT 5 E
TNAEREONIRGENLETHH EEZDHND, 2D
Hix, ARBFZE T T HIK 0 KBIEIE D3m0 - 788

KEEDOLMENRRI SN TOD R TH Y, s
DL T HHMRFEES EEN D, 3 DHIE, B
RIEFITOERPZK 72— FORIZHES N TN D A
ThHO, 7O M LOBRBIAIZ L DA T ANRAET
TWA ARG E TE R, O MIZOWTIL,
SEATIIIE 2570 % BE |\ TR R & O Wi o ot
BT RX—FP Th D AR mVMERA LT ¥
NI LDEEDBIRINT D BEENL OB OZM
a— FROREIME 2 — R ERfFH ST 254
X7 U R LB EHE LW E, RO ATHE
PEZ e/ NRIZIN 2 Bt LTz, 4 D Hi, TR
NI ) AT TR A AL FD10FETIE/R< 44
Tholiz®, BEFD 10 U A 7 F51E & OEHE g
AREMEIIRE SN AR TH D, 72720, THIEFARE
TVORRRIA A EHIZEZR 9 6 D TRV,
USPSTF! (X 10V AV & A7 U —=2 7 FEfED
BMPBEEE LTHWAZ 2B LTRLT, U
AT THAAY NEIHL ETEBMAZ Y —=2 7D
EROHWr 25 b0 EMESIT WS, Lz
Mo T RET VL0 FEOEFI ) 27 2 FHT 2
V=L OREBFL LTTIERL . MZ2OZBEES A
7 U —= 0 VRO B O E & SRS D B 78
VAT TERAA L N LTEHT 208U TH S
EEZLND,
INOEBEZD L. ABITPNMEEICED DL
PERIRIR AR D M2 R RITHIBGREZAT O 2 &
YATTEAA L S OMRBIZAFEIZ L > TR L]
REMENR D D72 7 ESNHR I D NFED 2otk % %t 52
ANIRRREZAT 5 2 & BIEMENGE R T — 2 02 bF
HAREE T2 ERT 2% Y 27 VT Y XL EER
T5Z L 10 R TOERMBRIEETIREY X7
B HLRRIE ORI DR EERGET S Z &
T NOEIENEHERIERZ OZ LR, BHRIED
B IR, OV T B HERIEEE T O TS
FHETDOINERIET HZ L ENRROLNS,

E. f&i
ARUFIE CIEEE A OZERINGE R « FrEld2T
— A NR— TR R L L COBREE S L TUN T 40-59
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ik DM Z R, BHRRIEEE O U 27 TR
AV RELT, ez chRGINLEHRE AT
4 M OBHEBRIENEEITREY A7 2 FHT 5T
JVORA%E & NIRGEZ 1T > 72, 4, BMI, EPH, 1
JE, BEREEREICE EN D AEEEICEES Y
&R U727 MENIIRGEIC B W T S BAF 2t
REZR L, FHOHHRIERZSCA 7 V—=v 7 D%
it D BN A5 5 2T, OST O ZERET /L
RLeERE - 2EBREOKIK LV LAHTHL A
REMEA R S Tz,
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Table 1. XFRF DFROFE

Process HREH BASThAB
20 A EoEtE 6,809,127
BIBAIAEEIC 40 A EA D 60 A H O 2,226,596 4,582,531
BROVELE GEBRBRSAH A5 2 R E TOHMICE T 5 158K)
I BRREODHI— Fafd53 N TW/=Z % (ICD-10: M80 to M82) 2,186,787 39,809
2: BHESEMBIFROZHI— FEHEahTWieglt (77 FHALEBLER) 2,183,240 3,547
3 BHEREDBREEDNF - FAiMfTEEI N TW -k 2,168,950 14,290
4 BOZL22LFa4 FOMFI—REAGSENTW LY (L VDV BETRSEN SmyB O RENTRHA 90 ALl L) 2,163,002 5,948
5. BEEAGBODK I — 2SI N TWkM (ICD10: C40, C41, C79.5, D160, D480) 2,160,092 2,910
6: BEHREZZIEBMRBESEEITOY X7 ERZEBOZHI— REfESh T Lk 2,159,433 659
7: TARZX—EREEONF I - FEEINT W&k 2,154,935 4,498
B DR EAE
975,381 1,179,554

WHRBEEOLE EA: B2T — 21 50%ULOLETRE L TW=7-0)

* O HURE E IR EHBRIESE BT O U A7 L7 DBRBIFLLT O L O % ETe : osteomalacia (ICD-10: M83); Chronic kidney disease, stage 4 (severe) (ICD-10: N18.4); Chronic kidney
disease, stage 5 / End-stage renal disease (ICD-10: N18.5); Dependence on renal dialysis (hemodialysis/peritoneal dialysis) (ICD-10: Z99.2); Transplanted organ status (kidney, liver, heart, lung,

etc.) (ICD-10: Z94); and Failure or rejection of transplanted organ (ICD-10: T86).
% 5%: ICD-10, International Classification of Diseases, 10th Revision.
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Table 2. XIBHFD— 2T 1 L DEE

Characteristic

EXZN

N
BB BH AR O AR, years
A4 n (%)
1940s
1950s
1960s
1970s
1980s
IBBRBARLE, n (%)
2007-2009
20102014
2015-2019
2020-2023
BMI, kg/m?
Missing
JEFH, cm
Missing
BALEME; yes, n (%)
Missing
BRI B, 1 (%)
FEAERND
g 4
& H
Missing
[FIAEAR & Lhig U CHMTIREE 33, 130, n (%)
Missing
R AL b B RTEB) O FEHE; 13\, n (%)
Missing
IR E O RIEE O FEfE; 130, n (%)
Missing

3 EILL EDOEORE; IV, n (%)

975,381

46.5 (41.6, 51.8)

489 (<0.1%)

33,346 (3.4%)
322,153 (33%)
492,611 (51%)

126,782 (13%)

4,767 (0.5%)
62,178 (6.4%)
434,037 (44%)
474,399 (49%)
21.4(19.5,24.1)
109,851 (11%)
77 (71, 84)
118,572 (12%)
137,809 (16%)

117,580 (12%)

404,940 (50%)
269,904 (33%)
133,030 (16%)
167,507 (17%)
346,369 (44%)
190,236 (20%)
111,062 (14%)
182,347 (19%)
286,500 (36%)
183,933 (19%)

170,045 (21%)
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Characteristic

EX:N

Missing

MER T+ REZE LTV D; 130, n (%)
Missing

MEZ T 2EOF|H; 130, n (%)
Missing

MpE 2z T2 E1T A 2 U OFH; 130, n (%)
Missing

BB % T 2ZEORHAL 13V, n (%)
Missing

J I AR B DBETE. (255 130, n (%)
Missing

DI EREOBE (POENOIHEZE); 130, n (%)
Missing

TTENERAT =, n (%)

HEFRFH]

B
e RS,
Missing

SBP, mmHg
Missing

DBP, mmHg
Missing

FPG, mg/dL
Missing

HbAIlc, % (NGSP)
Missing

HDL cholesterol, mg/dL
Missing

ALT, U/L

181,202 (19%)
422,812 (54%)
189,724 (19%)
50,589 (5.9%)
121,986 (13%)
11,908 (1.5%)
163,313 (17%)
31,815 (3.9%)
163,320 (17%)
3,918 (0.5%)

190,528 (20%)
7,323 (0.9%)

190,462 (20%)

71,283 (9.1%)
75,414 (9.7%)
128,323 (16%)
327,837 (42%)
177,581 (23%)
194,943 (20%)
114 (104, 126)
110,154 (11%)
70 (63, 79)
110,154 (11%)
90 (85, 96)
207,569 (21%)
5.40 (5.20, 5.60)
182,229 (19%)
71 (60, 82)
110,989 (11%)

14 (11, 19)
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Characteristic EXLN

Missing 112,082 (11%)
GGT, U/L 17 (13, 25)
Missing 112,304 (12%)
Hb, g/dL 13.2 (124, 13.9)
Missing 289,041 (30%)
BRI, months 35 (16, 56)

T =2 IR (Q1,Q3) F7idn (%) TE/R LT, KD H BEEIZSONTIE, Kl (%) bFERLT.

W% 3E: ALT, alanine transaminase; BMI, body mass index; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; FPG, fasting plasma glucose; GGT,
gamma-glutamyl transferase; Hb, hemoglobin; HbAlc, hemoglobin Alc % [National Glycohemoglobin Standardization
Program: NGSP unit]; HDL, high-density cholesterol; SBP, systolic blood pressure.
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Table 3. FHIET LDV <V —

X Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Predictors
HR (95% CI) P-value HR (95% CI) P-value  HR (95% CI) P-value

BHRBH AR DA i, years 1.194 (1.171,1.217)  <0.001 1.193 (1.170, 1.216)  <0.001 N.A. N.A.
1B BB 4RI O 4F iR, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) 0.965 (0.944, 0.986)  0.001 0.968 (0.947, 0.989)  0.004 N.A. N.A.
BMI, kg/m? 0.867 (0.842,0.893)  <0.001 0.872 (0.846,0.899) <0.001 ~ N-A. N.A.
BMI, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) 1.141 (1.093,1.191)  <0.001 1.133 (1.085,1.183) <0.001 N.A. N.A.
FEBE, cm 1.028 (1.017,1.039)  <0.001 1.028 (1.017, 1.040) <0.001 ~ N.A. N.A.
FE [, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) 0.987 (0.973, 1.002)  0.084 0.987 (0.973, 1.001)  0.076 N.A. N.A.
SBP, mmHg 0.992 (0.986, 0.998)  0.007 0.991 (0.985,0.997)  0.003 N.A. N.A.
SBP, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) 1.005 (0.999, 1.012)  0.115 1.005 (0.999, 1.012)  0.093 N.A. N.A.
DBP, mmHg 1.005 (0.996, 1.013)  0.276 1.006 (0.998, 1.015)  0.159 N.A. N.A.
DBP, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) 1.002 (0.992, 1.011)  0.726 1.001 (0.992, 1.011) 0.778 N.A. N.A.
BRAERUE, 130U (ref. LVWR) 0.989 (0.910, 1.074)  0.787 0.999 (0.918, 1.088)  0.983 NA. N.A.
BB (ref. 1TEAERLY)

Ry 4 1.127 (1.064, 1.193)  <0.001 1.071 (1.007, 1.140)  0.029 N.A. N.A.

&0 1.023 (0.970, 1.078)  0.406 1.007 (0.955, 1.062)  0.800 N.A. N.A.
FIEMR L B L THITREAREL,; LW (ref. 1Y) 0.967 (0.909, 1.029)  0.285 0.963 (0.905, 1.025) 0.234 N.A. N.A.
FEELNUEDOBHEFDOERE, WA (ref. 1ELY) 0.932 (0.851,1.022)  0.133 0.937 (0.855, 1.027)  0.162 N.A. N.A.
EREOBEEHORER, LA (ref. EWY) 1.004 (0.940, 1.073)  0.899 1.008 (0.944, 1.077)  0.803 N.A. N.A.
B3 EUEDHRORE, (L (ref. LR 1.209 (1.117, 1.309)  <0.001 1.200 (1.108, 1.300) <0.001  N.A. N.A.
BERTHOLAREZ ENTUSD, LWLR (ref. 1FLY) 1.091 (1.026, 1.160)  0.006 1.088 (1.023, 1.157)  0.007 N.A. N.A.
ME% T 2EOFA, WA (ref. 1EWY) 0.961 (0.861, 1.071)  0.469 0.972 (0.871, 1.084)  0.609 N.A. N.A.
MiE%E TIF2EEEA P RY Y OFE, LR (ef. 1ELY) 0.888 (0.714,1.104)  0.284 0.888 (0.689, 1.145)  0.359 N.A. N.A.
JEEZTIT2EOFM, LWWA (ref. 1ELY) 0.995 (0.865, 1.144)  0.944 0.992 (0.863, 1.139)  0.904 N.A. N.A.
MM BB OBEE BZEF), (£ (ref. LWL R) 1.732 (1.284,2.335)  <0.001 1.726 (1.279,2.329)  <0.001 N.A. N.A.
SMERBOBRE GROEACEERE), 0 (ref. LWV 1.082 (0.818, 1.433)  0.579 1.080 (0.816, 1.429)  0.589 N.A. N.A.
THERAT— (ref. H#EIFH)

R1TH 0.985 (0.899, 1.078)  0.736 0.980 (0.895, 1.073)  0.662 N.A. N.A.

SN GE: 0.911 (0.841,0.986)  0.021 0.910 (0.841,0.986) 0.021 NA. NA.
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Ba/0 A 1.017 (0.946, 1.094)  0.644 1.018 (0.947, 1.095)  0.623 N.A. N.A.

mBIOHA 0.992 (0.921, 1.068)  0.827 0.991 (0.920, 1.068) 0.817 N.A. N.A.
FPG, mg/dL N.A. N.A. 0.998 (0.991, 1.006)  0.636 N.A. N.A.
FPG, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) N.A. N.A. 1.003 (0.996, 1.010)  0.378 N.A. N.A.
HbAlc, % N.A. N.A. 0.784 (0.632,0.973)  0.027 N.A. N.A.
HbA ¢, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) N.A. N.A. 1.139 (0.946, 1.373)  0.169 N.A. N.A.
HDL cholesterol, mg/dL N.A. N.A. 0.997 (0.992, 1.001)  0.161 N.A. N.A.
HDL cholesterol, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) N.A. N.A. 1.006 (1.001, 1.011)  0.011 N.A. N.A.
ALT, U/L N.A. N.A. 1.012 (0.997, 1.026)  0.107 N.A. N.A.
ALT, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) N.A. N.A. 0.987 (0.969, 1.005)  0.149 N.A. N.A.
GGT, U/L N.A. N.A. 1.005 (0.997, 1.014)  0.243 N.A. N.A.
GGT, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) N.A. N.A. 0.993 (0.978, 1.009)  0.395 N.A. N.A.
Hb, g/dL N.A. N.A. 0.951 (0.912,0.992) 0.018 N.A. N.A.
Hb, nonlinear component (RCS; 3 knots at 10/50/90%) N.A. N.A. 0.995 (0.951, 1.042)  0.836 N.A. N.A.
(BMI [kg/m?] * :EFFEALA K DFHS [years]) * 0.2 N.A. N.A. N.A N.A 0.560 (0.548, 0.573) <0.001

Hmisc::respline.eval I\ T RCS{t (/ v b4% : 3knots, / > MLE : the 10th, 50th, and 90th percentiles) % {T-7z. ZE T L D/ v b OfElT Table S13 (278 L7z, B2 AT
TR ZEIT 5 5E, RCSILALEREIT O LERHD.

U 0%l L8N E W TEREZITS 2L T, 48 y ARERTOMKT Y A7 OFMEIT ) ZERFRRTH D, AFRTIE, ETNVIEDOR—RATA VORY 7T 4 A B
v g U — K (basehaz(..., centered&=TRUE)Z # & L 7=.eta_ raw=sum(beta j*x & T 5. AV PVFNT—F ¥y MIBITD, R—AT7A4 VOBV TT 4 AR Bt g
W— N EBE TR T-OFEEZNEILHO 48 , Ip mean &35 &, LUTOFAKXTERY A7 25HTX %!

pred _risk 48 =1 - exp(- HO_48 * exp(eta_raw - Ip_mean)).

TR BARMETIX, ZEMTEEITH> CWVDHT20H, HO 48 & Ip mean [THIEHROET — Xy FOEWEERE L TN 5.
Model 1: HO_48 =0.00476388858359615, Ip_mean = 6.81441039245127.
Model 2: HO_48 =0.00470394168810565, Ip_mean = 4.96422683263494.
Model 3: HO_48 = 0.00446502522938077, Ip_mean = 2.92318397903768.

W% 3&: ALT, alanine transaminase; AST, aspartate aminotransferase; BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; FPG, fasting plasma glucose; GGT, gamma-

glutamyl transferase; Hb, hemoglobin; HbAlc, hemoglobin Alc; HR, hazard ratio; HDL, high-density lipoprotein; LDL, low-density lipoprotein; N.A., not applicable; NGSP, National
Glycohemoglobin Standardization Program; RCS, restricted cubic splines; SBP, systolic blood pressure.
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Table 4. THIE T LD RAED T OMERERS X O Optimism % B [§ L 7= 1%88

##%51]: Time-dependent AUC

% IE: Calibration slope

FLNT OPERE (95% CI)

Optimism #fi IE#% DOPERE

TV FL T OMERE (95% CI) Optimism #fi IE# D62
TV 0.757 (0.756, 0.758) 0.755
ET L2 0.759 (0.758, 0.760) 0.756
ETIL3 0.722 (0.712, 0.723) 0.721

1.000 (0.968, 1.032)
1.000 (0.969, 1.031)
1.000 (0.963, 1.037)

0.992
0.987
1.001

TRTOMERIEEL, BAEVAZE2ZBE LR LT, g~ b URE=WEG9MEE3T) 12D\ T 48 2> R CRFAfi L 72. Time-dependent AUC I, IPCW {EIZHEE-S\

THEE L7z, Calibration slope (%, ##JE Tl T % L4 § & L7z Weighted Fine-Gray calibration model (2 & 0 #E7E L 7= (slope = 1 [ZFAEM R EZRT) . Fo T OHH

=
B

I, JEOaF— MIBWTELENRA (m=30) ZH\>, Rubin ®/L— /L&A L THIE L7z, Optimism (X, %7 — A NT7 v 7 H T AATE—-RA M=1) 21T
ARAT Y R e T—=hA LT v 7E B=200) IZLVHELE, £7— AN v IKEIZBWNT, 77— AN vy TH TV TRNTOMEREEZFEHL, TOak

— hTT7 A MEREZ T L7z, Optimism (X, 7— FMA NT v 7T N TORNMNTOMEEE T A MEREOZE L L TES L7z, Optimism ffi1E#% OMEREIL, JTO BT

DOHEEAEZ> B Optimism DB 2 LE[< Z & TR,

fi%#&: AUC, area under the curve; CI, confidence interval; IPCW, inverse probability of censoring weighting.
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(A) Model 1 (B) Model 2
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(A) Apparent performance
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