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Abstract

Electronic Health Record (EHR) audit log data are increasingly utilized for clinical tasks, from workflow modeling
to predictive analyses of discharge events, adverse kidney outcomes, and hospital readmissions. These data
encapsulate user-EHR interactions, reflecting both healthcare professionals’ behavior and patients’ health statuses.
To harness this temporal information effectively, this study explores the application of Large Language Models
(LLMs) in leveraging audit log data for clinical prediction tasks, specifically focusing on discharge predictions.
Utilizing a year’s worth of EHR data from Vanderbilt University Medical Center, we fine-tuned LLMs with randomly
selected 10,000 training examples. Our findings reveal that LLaMA-2 70B, with an AUROC of 0.80 [0.77-0.82],
outperforms both GPT-4 128K in a zero-shot, with an AUROC of 0.68 [0.65-0.71], and DeBERTa, with an AUROC
of 0.78 [0.75-0.82]. Among various serialization methods, the first-occurrence approach—wherein only the initial
appearance of each event in a sequence is retained—shows superior performance. Furthermore, for the fine-tuned
LLaMA-2 70B, logit outputs yield a higher AUROC of 0.80 [0.77-0.82] compared to text outputs, with an AUROC of
0.69 [0.67-0.72]. This study underscores the potential of fine-tuned LLMs, particularly when combined with strategic
sequence serialization, in advancing clinical prediction tasks.

Introduction

The audit log data of electronic health record (EHR) systems passively document metadata that objectively captures
system users' granular interactions with the EHR interface. The audit log data contains various information, including,
but not limited to, user ID, action performed (characterized by free-text descriptions), patient ID of the accessed EHR,
and time of access. This data, mandated by the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996!, was
originally designed for forensic purposes and to enhance patient privacy protections. However, it has since garnered
substantial interest in its potential to serve as a resource for modeling and measuring clinical workflow and burden.
EHR audit logs have been successfully used for measuring clinician engagement with EHRs?, characterizing clinical
workflow patterns®*, examining physicians’ workload to identify potential burnout’, and analyzing disparities in care
delivery®.

Notably, due to their ability to capture a healthcare professional’s real-time assessment of a patient’s health status,
EHR audit logs have proven effective in improving clinical outcome prediction tasks’®. For instance, in a recent study
on predicting inpatient discharge within the next 24 hours, researchers found that incorporating healthcare
professionals’ interactions with the EHR system enhanced prediction performance, increasing the area under the
receiver operating characteristic curve (AUC) from 0.86 to 0.92. In another study, integrating EHR audit logs into a
machine learning model for forecasting major adverse kidney events within 120 days after ICU admission in acute
kidney injury patients significantly improved AUC from 0.79 to 0.88%. Additionally, for predicting all-cause hospital
readmission within 30 days after discharge in acute stroke patients, the AUC increased from 0.63 to 0.74.

To date, most relevant studies have focused on incorporating EHR audit log data as structured features within
traditional machine learning models. User actions described in the text were usually categorized and represented as
atemporal features that are encoded in a vectorized format, which does not capture the semantic meaning of each
action. However, the rich temporal and semantic information contained in EHR audit logs provides an opportunity to
further inform clinical prediction tasks. Yet, harnessing the temporal aspects of audit log sequences is a non-trivial
endeavor. In a prior study, researchers found that a bidirectional RETAIN-based model—a variation of a recurrent
neural network (RNN) with a custom embedding generated by Word2Vec to capture the temporal relationship of EHR
audit logs—performed worse than standard tree-based models (specifically, Light Gradient-Boosting Machine
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(LGBM))’. In the Word2Vec approach, instead of using the sequence of textual descriptions, each audit log action
type was encoded as a unique ID. Therefore, one of the likely reasons for this underperformance is that the
autoregressive model, along with the word embedding strategy, was unable to adequately represent the patterns in the
sequence of textual descriptions.

This discrepancy in performance highlights the limitations of traditional machine learning models and word
embedding techniques for handling complex sequence modeling tasks. Recently, large language models (LLMs) have
led to breakthroughs in many areas of natural language processing®!?. To the best of our knowledge, there is currently
no research on the utilization of LLMs for analyzing audit log data. Thus, we conducted an empirical study to evaluate
an LLM’s ability to process EHR audit log user action sequences and their performance in real-world clinical
prediction tasks using these sequences. Specifically, we aimed to answer the following questions. First, how
effectively can LLMs encode EHR audit log user action sequences and leverage the extracted information for
predicting patient outcomes? Second, how does the performance of using an LLM for text-level classification, where
the model generates textual outputs of discharge status, compare to logit-level classification, where the model is fine-
tuned to predict discharge status by mapping its hidden states to binary classes? Third, how do different methods for
converting structured EHR audit log user action sequences into natural language inputs (i.e., serialization) affect
performance? As a case study, we evaluate GPT-4 128k and LLaMA-2 on the prediction of 24-hour inpatient
discharge.

Related Work

The transformer-based architecture of LLMs has shown exceptional capability in complex nature language processing
tasks, particularly in handling long-range dependencies!!. Pre-trained LLMs, such as GPT-3 (175B parameters), GPT-
4 128k (allegedly 1.76T parameters), and LLaMA-2 (7B, 13B, and 70B parameters), have demonstrated impressive
performance across various tasks—even in zero-shot settings (i.e., without any task-specific training data)—such as
question answering!? and information retrieval'’. However, studies have shown that, for tasks with data types that
LLMs have not been explicitly pre-trained on (e.g., tabular data), zero-shot performance can be worse than traditional
machine learning models, such as Logistic Regression'*. An LLM’s ability to perform clinical outcome prediction
tasks is often limited due to the lack of real-world healthcare data in its training dataset, as well as a lack of alignment
with clinical outcome prediction goals'>. Few-shot in-context learning has demonstrated effectiveness in aligning
LLMs with clinical prediction tasks, such as drug pair synergy predictions in rare tissues, where data is limited!°.
Furthermore, when computational resources and appropriate data are made available, supervised LLM fine-tuning
may further improve performance for specific clinical tasks’.

Methods

This retrospective study was approved by the institutional review board (IRB) at Vanderbilt University Medical Center
(VUMC) under IRB#191892.

Data

This study utilized EHRs and EHR access log data from VUMC, a large academic medical center in Nashville,
Tennessee. VUMC migrated to the Epic EHR system in 2018. We collected data from all adult inpatient visits in 2019,
focusing on those with complete demographic information, a length of stay greater than 24 hours, and discharges to
either home or care facilities. For patients with more than one inpatient stay in 2019, we retained the first visit to
mitigate potential dominating effects from this subgroup. We focused on the prediction task described by Zhang et
al.’, which aims to forecast whether a patient would be discharged within the next 24 hours, with predictions made
daily at 2:00 pm. We divided each inpatient visit into daily instances, each containing EHR audit log information from
the preceding 24 hours. This yielded data for 31,688 unique patients and 152,490 instances.

EHR audit log data

EHR audit log data are an extensive and detailed data resource that captures the granular interactions between
healthcare professionals and the EHR system. They record every action performed by the users of the EHR system,
including healthcare professionals, administrative personnel, and other authorized individuals. More specifically, EHR
audit logs document who performed what action(s), in which patient’s EHR, and at what time. EHR vendors typically
provide an expansive list of user actions, along with free-text descriptions, ensuring that any action taken is accurately
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logged with context. Table 1 provides an example of an EHR audit log user action sequence for a single patient. This
example includes user ID, patient ID, user action type, and the timestamp associated with each action.

Table 1. An example of an EHR audit log user action sequence of a single patient.

User ID Patient ID EHR audit log user action Timestamp
U001 1 Flowsheet data saved. 2/1/2019 12:05
U001 1 Patient report accessed. 2/1/2019 12:15
U002 1 Lab results viewed. 2/1/2019 14:10
U001 1 Print out activity. 2/2/2019 6:20
U003 1 Medication tab selected. 2/2/2019 6:25

Serialization methods

Considering the sensitivity of LLMs to input formats and their limitations regarding input length, this study focuses
on various strategies for serializing user action sequences. We investigated three serialization methods, each varying
in input length and complexity. Our analysis includes an example of a raw user action sequence, represented as
A—B—B—C—B, as shown in Figure 1a.

1) Order-preserving sequence serialization: This method simplifies user action sequences while preserving
their original order by removing consecutive duplicates. Each set of duplicates is replaced with a single action
notation along with a count of the occurrences, as illustrated in Figure 1b.

2) Feature-selective sequence serialization: Building upon the order-preserving sequence approach, this
method creates sequences composed of actions identified as the top £ important features for discharge
prediction as determined by LGBM in Zhang et al.’. For example, if actions A and B rank among the top &
action types, then the sequence becomes A—B—B (Figure 1¢). We considered £ = 10 and 30 in this study.

3) First-occurrence sequence serialization: Using the sequence produced by the feature-selective sequence
approach, this approach retains only the first occurrence of each action. For instance, the sequence is reduced
to A—B (Figure 1d).

a b c d
Actions

A: Flowsheet accepted Order-preserving sequence | | Feature-selective sequence | | First-occurrence sequence

B: Notes viewed

B: Notes viewed
C: Patient device added B ﬂ n ﬂ n

B: Notes viewed

Figure 1. Overview of the serialization methods. a, An example of raw EHR audit log user action sequence for a
patient within the past 24 hours. In this example, ‘Flowsheet accepted’ and ‘Notes viewed event’ actions were among
the & most important features for discharge prediction. b, The order-preserving sequence serialization. ¢, The feature-
selective sequence serialization. d, The first-occurrence sequence serialization.

Large Language Models for Classification

We explored two distinct paradigms for applying LLMs to discharge status prediction: 1) text-level classification and
2) logit-level classification. In the text-level classification, as shown in Figure 2a, both the input and output of an LLM
are in free-text format. The output layer of the LLM maps its hidden state to a sequence of words with the highest
conditional probability. We designed LLM instructions to prompt the model to produce JSON-formatted responses of
either “Discharged” or “Not discharged”. These textual outputs were subsequently mapped to positive or negative
predictions accordingly. This method enables the direct application of pretrained LLMs for zero-shot tasks and few-
shot in-context learning tasks. In contrast, logit-level classification (Figure 2b) involves fine-tuning an LLM for a
specific task to generate a numerical probability. In this paradigm, the output layer of the LLM maps hidden states to
two classes and outputs the corresponding logits.
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Patient demographic and clinical data were serialized using a text template format: “The column name: value”. They
include 1) age, 2) gender, 3) insurance type, 4) hospital stay duration, 5) prediction day of the week, 6) admission
diagnoses, and 7) historical diagnoses over the past 10 years.

You are an experienced physician in
predicting whether your inpatients will
be discharged from hospital in the next
24 hours. Each prediction is made at
2pm based on both health status of the
patient and the EHR audit log sequence
in the past 24 hours. Your responses
should always be formatted in JSON as
[{"Status": status}]. Status should be
either "Discharged" or "Not Discharged". LLM

Do not return any texts other than the
JSON structure. [{"Status": "Not discharged"}]

[{"Status": "Discharged"}]

Flowsheet accepted, Notes viewed. [—> —>| Logits

Today is Friday. The patient has the
following characteristics: Gender: male.
Age: between 70 and 80. Admission
diagnosis: Urinary tract infections. EHR
audit log actions from the past 24
hours: Flowsheet accepted. Notes
viewed.

Figure 2. An illustration of LLM prediction paradigms. a, In the text-level classification task, the LLM generates text
following a predefined format, using a user action sequence as the input. b, In the logit-level classification task, the
LLM produces a set of logits as its output.

Experiment Design

For LLM evaluation and fine-tuning, we randomly selected 10,000 instances as the training dataset and 1,500 instances
as the testing dataset. We ensured no patient data appeared in both datasets. For feature selection, we utilized 85% of
the instances to train an LGBM model and utilized SHapley Additive exPlanations) (SHAP) values on 10% of the
instances to identify the £ most important features. Further details on training the LGBM models and identifying
important features can be found in Zhang et al.”.

To answer our research questions, we prompted GPT-4 128k with zero-shot and one-shot strategies and fine-tuned
LLaMA-2 in our experiments. To evaluate LLM’s capability in understanding EHR audit log data, we conducted both
zero-shot and one-shot (i.e., using one randomly selected example with a positive label from the training dataset)
experiments with GPT-4 128k for the text-level classification. The prompt for GPT-4 128k consists of a user action
sequence using the order-preserving sequence serialization and serialized demographic and clinical information,
providing the most comprehensive information compared to non-GPT4 models.

To evaluate the performance of using an LLM for text-level classification compared to logit-level classification, we
used the first-occurrence serialization with £ =10 in LLaMA-2 (7B and 70B models). We applied the Quantized Low
Rank Adapters (QLoRA) technique, which uses 4-bit quantized models and incorporates a small set of parameters
into the model for efficient fine-tuning'®. We fine-tuned all models with a LoRA rank of § and alpha of 16, loading
models in 4-bit using nested quantization.

To evaluate how different serialization methods affect prediction performance, we focused on the logit-level
classification task and experimented with LLaMA-2 7B using both feature-selection serialization and first-occurrence
serialization with different feature numbers (k= 10 and 30). The most effective serialization method was then applied
to the LLaMA-2 70B model to examine how model sizes influence prediction performance. We did not include
serialized demographic and clinical information in experiments using LLaMA-2 due to the token limits and observed
performance degradation with increased context length. Additionally, to evaluate the influence of serialization
methods in the zero-shot setting, we ran experiments with GPT-4 128k using only the audit log user action sequences
with the first-occurrence sequence to compare the performance with GPT-4 128k model using the order-preserving
sequence serialization combined with demographic and clinical information.
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In addition, we conducted multiple ablation studies. First, we compared the classification performances of LLaMA-2
7B with a smaller alternative-Decoding-enhanced BERT with Disentangled Attention (DeBERTa-v3-small)!’.
Second, to assess the impact of feature selection on prediction performance, we conducted an experiment by randomly
selecting 10 user action types from those that were not included in the top 50 most significant user action types.
Additionally, we evaluated the performance of LGBM using all EHR audit log user actions.

We utilized two NVIDIA A100 (80GB) GPUs for our experiments. Area under the receiver operating characteristics
curve (AUC) and F1 scores were used for evaluation purposes. For calculating AUC in the text-level classification
setting, we converted the textual outputs from GPT-4 128k into binary numeric values (1 for “Discharged” and 0 for
“Not discharged”). To calculate F1 scores in the logit-level classification setting, we selected the threshold at which
the recall was approximately 0.8. We then bootstrapped the testing dataset 1,000 times with replacements to calculate
the 95% confidence interval (CI) for the AUC and F1 score. All experiments with GPT-4 128k were conducted using
the secured Azure OpenAl API, managed by VUMC.

Results

Table 2 presents the summary statistics about the dataset used in this study. The average number of EHR audit log
user actions was 2,231 with a standard derivation (SD) of 1,178 in the training dataset and 2,128 (SD = 1,279) in the
testing dataset. The ratio of positive to negative instances was approximately 1:4 in both datasets.

User action sequence input lengths were measured in characters because variations exist in token counts across
different models’ tokenizers. The order-preserving sequence serialization method generated the longest input with a
mean (SD) input length of 38,197 (24,975) characters in the test dataset. The feature-selective sequence serialization
method considerably shortened the length lengths, with a mean (SD) length of 9,025 (5,899) for £ = 10 and 18,073
(11,826) for k=30 in the test dataset. We excluded the k£ = 50 condition from the experiment because the input length
at k = 30 has already reached the token limit of 4,096 for the LLaMA-2 models. The first-occurrence sequence
serialization resulted in the most concise input sequences. The mean (SD) of the input length in the test dataset was
80 (51), 394 (163), and 642 (245) for k equal to 10, 30, and 50, respectively.

Table 2. Summary of the dataset used in this study. x + y indicates the mean + one standard deviation.

Characteristics Training Dataset Testing Dataset
Number of EHR audit log events 2,231 £1,178 2,128 £ 1279
Positive: Negative ratio 1:4.4 1:3.9
Input length (characters)
Order-preserving sequence serialization Not applicable 38,197 £ 24,975
Demographic and clinical information Not applicable 898 £435
Feature-selective sequence serialization
k=10 9373 £5347 9,025 + 5,899
k=30 18,713 £ 11142 18,073 £ 11,826
First-occurrence sequence serialization
k=10 80+49 80 + 51
k=30 410+ 139 394+ 163
k=50 671 +200 642 +245

LLMSs’ prior knowledge of EHR audit logs

Combining the EHR audit log user action sequence of a patient and their demographic and clinical information, GPT-
4 128k achieved an AUC of 0.65 and an F1 score of 0.42 in the zero-shot setting (Table 3). This suggests that GPT-
4’s pretrained knowledge may not sufficiently cover EHR audit log data, as well as the predictive signals from the
data for discharge prediction. When shifting to the one-shot setting, providing GPT-4 128k with a randomly selected
example, the AUC reduced to 0.62 and the F1 score to 0.40, suggesting that the additional but limited context has the
potential to degrade the model’s performance, particularly with the data that the models were not trained on in the
pretraining stage.
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Table 3. The performance of GPT-4 128k with zero- and one-shot settings.

Serialization Approaches Learning paradigm | AUC [95% CI] F1 score [95% CI]
Zero-shot 0.65 0.42
Order-preserving sequence + demographic [0.62-0.67] [0.39-0.46]
and clinical information One-shot 0.62 0.40
[0.60-0.65] [0.37-0.44]

Comparison between text-level and logit-level classifications

For the text-level classification task, LLaMA-2 7B, which utilized the first-occurrence sequence serialization with
k=10, achieved an AUC of 0.62 and an F1 score of 0.40 (Table 4). LLaMA-2 70B exhibited an improved performance
with an AUC of 0.69 and an F1 score of 0.54. This improvement suggests the potential benefits of larger model sizes
for enhancing predictive performance after fine-tuning. However, LLaMA-2’s performance with the EHR audit log
user action sequences for the textual output prediction task remained poor.

Table 4. The performance comparison of GPT4-128k and LLaMA-2 in the text-level classification and logit-level
classification utilizing the first-occurrence sequence serialization with £=10.

Model Classification task Learning paradigm | AUC [95% CI] F1 [95% CI]
GPT-4 128k Text-level Zero-shot 0.68 0.45
[0.65-0.71] [0.42-0.49]
LLaMA-2 7B Fine-tuning 0.62 0.40
[0.60-0.65] [0.34-0.46]
LLaMA-2 70B Fine-tuning 0.69 0.54
[0.67-0.72] [0.48-0.59]
GPT-4 128k! Logit-level Zero-shot - -
LLaMA-2 7B Fine-tuning 0.79 0.43
[0.76-0.82] [0.39-0.46]
LLaMA-2 70B Fine-tuning 0.80 0.44
[0.77-0.83] [0.41-0.48]
' GPT-4 128k output logits are not accessible for this analysis. ‘

Additionally, we tested GPT-4 128k using the same serialization method (i.e., first-occurrence sequence serialization
with k£ = 10) in a zero-shot setting. In this situation, GPT-4 128k achieved an AUC of 0.68 and an F1 score of 0.45,
which surpassed its performance with a more comprehensive, though lengthier, input (i.e., order-preserving sequence
+ demographic and clinical information), as shown in Table 3. This observation indicates that while GPT4-128k
enables a larger context window, its predictive capability degrades as the length of the input context increases,
highlighting a phenomenon known as the “lost in the middle” problem!'®,

When utilizing LLaMA-2 for the logit-level classification, we observed a substantial performance improvement
compared to the text-level classification. With the same serialization method (i.e., first-occurrence sequence
serialization with £&=10), LLaMA-2 7B and 70B models achieved an AUC of 0.79 and 0.80 and F1 scores of 0.43 and
0.44, respectively, which contrast with an AUC of 0.68 achieved by the zero-shot GPT-4 128k model for the text-
level classification task. Additionally, in contrast to the large performance gap between LLaMA-2 7B and 70B in the
text-level classification task, for the logit-level classification task, 7B and 70B models performed similarly with an
AUC 0f 0.79 and 0.80 and an F1 score of 0.43 and 0.45, respectively.

Optimal strategies for serializing EHR audit log sequences

At the logit-level classification setting, we evaluated the performance of LLaMA-2 7B across different serialization
methods for EHR audit log sequences. As shown in Table 5, in the experiments with the feature-selective sequence
serialization, the results indicated that the LLM processed shorter sequences more effectively. Specifically, when
using k=10, fine-tuned LLaMA-2 7B achieved a higher AUC of 0.69 and an F1 score of 0.41 compared to k£ = 30
(Table 5). When the sequences were further reduced with the first-occurrence sequence serialization method, fine-
tuned LLaMA-2 7B exhibited comparable prediction performances across different values of k. Comparing first-
occurrence sequence serialization and feature-selective sequence serialization with the same value of k, we observed
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that feature-selective sequence serialization, which produces more comprehensive, but lengthier, input does not yield
better predictive performance.

Table 5. A comparison of LLaMA-2 models for logit-level classification with different serialization strategies with

LGBM as a baseline.
Model Learning Serialization Approaches | k AUC [95% CI] F1 [95% CI]
paradigm

LGBM Training Not applicable - 0.86 0.53
[0.84-0.89] [0.49-0.57]

LLaMA-2 7B Fine-tuning First-occurrence sequence 10 0.79 0.43
serialization [0.76-0.82] [0.39-0.46]

30 0.81 0.45
[0.77-0.84] [0.41-0.48]

LLaMA-2 7B Fine-tuning Feature-selective sequence | 10 0.69 0.41
serialization [0.66-0.72] [0.38-0.45]

30 0.53 0.35
[0.50-0.56] [0.32-0.38]

Ablation studies

In the comparison of the DeBERTa model using the first-occurrence sequence serialization of 10 features with
LLaMA-2 7B, the fine-tuned DeBERTa model achieved an AUC of 0.78 and an F1 score of 0.43. The performance
was slightly lower than the fine-tuned LLaMA-2 7B (AUC = 0.79). This finding illustrates the robust capacity of
DeBERTa for the classification task with a brief input sequence. In terms of feature selection, the fine-tuned LLaMA-
2 7B model exhibited a substantial reduction in performance, as highlighted by an AUC of 0.52 and an F1 score of
0.32, indicating the critical role of feature selection strategy for reducing input sequence length.

Table 6. The performance of ablation studies on the logit-level classification task.

Model Learning Serialization Approaches | k AUC [95% CI] | F1[95% CI]
paradigm

DeBERTa-v3-small Fine-tuning | First-occurrence sequence 10 0.78 0.43
serialization [0.75-0.82] [0.39-0.46]

LLaMA-2 7B Fine-tuning | First-occurrence sequence 10 0.52 0.32
serialization (randomly [0.49-0.56] [0.28-0.35]
selected 10 features
excluding those in the k=
50 list)

Discussion

Our study investigates the opportunities for adapting LLMs that are pre-trained on general domain data to medical
classification tasks. In our analysis of EHR audit log user action sequences for discharge prediction, we found that
GPT-4 128k, in a zero-shot setting, demonstrated poor performance. This finding is consistent with previous studies
that reported weak zero-shot or very-few-shot performances by LLMs such as GPT-4 128k on medical domain tasks'4,
potentially due to their limited exposure to medical data during pretraining. This problem becomes even more
prominent in our setting, which may be attributed to the absence of publicly available EHR audit logs. Our findings
underscore the need for the development of medical domain-specific and data type-aware LLMs to achieve sufficiently
high performance on clinical outcome prediction tasks.

Fine-tuning is a strategy to improve LLM performance by adapting them to a specific task. However, when using
LLMs for classification, there exists a trade-off between leveraging the models’ prior knowledge and optimizing task-
specific effectiveness. When applying LLMs for text-level classification, direct application of LLMs without fine-
tuning is possible but may suffer from poor zero-shot capabilities and limited gains from one-shot in-context learning.
On the other hand, adapting LLMs to function as logit-level classifiers requires model fine-tuning on a specific task
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and thus can achieve better performance than pure inference at the expense of computational costs. Thus, it is in the
best interests of practitioners to assess both approaches based on their specific datasets and classification tasks.

Moreover, our experiments demonstrated that the serialization strategy has a non-trivial impact on an LLM’s
performance. As shown in our results, serialization methods greatly influence an LLM’s performances in both zero-
shot and fine-tuning settings, where shorter inputs generally result in higher prediction performance. In the zero-shot
setting, GPT-4 128k performed better with shorter inputs as opposed to more comprehensive but lengthier inputs. In
fine-tuning experiments, we observed that LLaMA-2 models using first-occurrence serialization inputs outperformed
those using feature-selection serialization inputs. These results suggested that effectively summarizing EHR audit log
user action sequences into concise formats that capture essential information can substantially improve the predictive
capabilities of LLMs.

In the comparison of LLMs with traditional tree-based models, we observed that the tree-based boosting model
outperformed the fine-tuned LLMs. When comparing LLMs to a small-size pre-train language model, the fine-tuned
DeBERTa achieved a slightly lower performance than the fine-tuned LLaMA-2 model but much higher performance
than GPT-4 128k in the zero-shot setting. These results align with prior observations in the literature where LGBM
and XGBoost outperformed LLMs on various classification tasks'*. The inefficacy of general domain LLMs highlights
the importance of pretraining on medical domain data for improvement in medical classification tasks.

Recently, LLMs specific to the medical domain have been developed, such as Med-PaLM 2'° and HuatuoGPT%,
which are trained or fine-tuned with medical-domain knowledge to better align with clinical tasks. These models have
shown great promise in medical question-answering tasks, including US Medical Licensing Examination-style
questions. Some clinical-focused LLMs?!"?* were trained on EHRs, such as MIMIC-III**, to accomplish clinical
prediction tasks. Despite this progress, further investigation is necessary to compare the performance of medical-
domain LLMs in classification tasks with traditional models. Furthermore, the broader impact and usefulness of
medical-domain LLMs to the health systems remain unevaluated®.

Limitations and Conclusion

There are several limitations of this study that we wish to acknowledge. First, we did not evaluate the performance of
fine-tuned OpenAl models. Future studies should explore how the performance of OpenAl models is influenced by
the number of fine-tuning examples. Second, our study focused only on a single task of discharge prediction. To more
comprehensively evaluate the potential of LLMs with EHR audit logs, additional clinical prediction tasks should be
evaluated. Third, future studies should explore variants of LLaMA with extended context length, such as
LongLLaMA?® to determine their effectiveness in handling longer sequences. Finally, the implementation of our
proposed method requires access to GPU resources, which are increasingly accessible through cloud computing
services.
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