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Supplementary Figure S1: (A) multivariate logistic regression of the predictors (B) Receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) curves of two different predictive models. Nomogram(red) vs.
Nomogram+WBC+SBP(blue)(AUC 0.83 vs. 0.845, p=0.26). WBC, white blood cell; SBP, systolic blood

pressure
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Supplementary Figure S2: Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves of different predictive

models using logistic regression (red), support vector machine (green) and decision tree (blue).
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Supplementary Figure S3: Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves of three different
predictive models. AUC in Nomogram(red), Nom+Stenosis%(blue), Stenosis%(green) were 0.830,

0.839,0687, respectively.



