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3.4.1 Decision Tree 1 

For all 99 patients in this study the mean probability of mortality within 1 year of 

diagnosis was calculated as 27%. Further discriminative analysis showed that this 

probability rose to 75% for patients with a pre-treatment haemoglobin level of less than 

7gm%. For the remaining 91 women with haemoglobin levels above 7gm% the mean 

probability of succumbing to the disease within I year was readjusted to 23%. Amongst 

these women the chance of dying from the disease within 1 year was increased to 50% 

for patients aged 36 years or less. After exclusion of these two risk factors (age and low 

Hb) the mean probability of mortality within 12 months of diagnosis dropped to 21 % for 

the remaining 85 women. However, in the presence of hydronephrosis the probability 

increased again to 37% for 19 of these women. All 66 patients without any of the three 

risk factors reduced their chance of mortality to 17% for the first year (or increased their 

chance of survival beyond the first year to 83%). 

Figu re 2: Decision tree 
analysis with specific 

reference to risk factors of 
low Hb, age <36yrs and 

hydronephrosis 
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3.4.2 Decision Tree 2 

As in the previous analysis the mean probability of dying from the disease within the first 

12 months of diagnosis was detennined as 27% for all patients. For women with 

pretreatment haemoglobin levels below 7gm% and vaginal involvement of more than 1/3 

the probability increased to 100% as none of these patients sruvived the first year. For the 

remaining 93 patients the chance of demise within 12 months could be readjusted to 23%. 

Ofthese, women who were less than 36 years old with evidence ofhydronephrosis had 

an increase ofthe mean probability to die within the first year to 40%. If, in addition, 

these women had bilateral parametrial involvement to the pelvic side walls or unilateral 

extension to one pelvic side wall with >50% parametrial involvement on the opposite 

side, the probability of demise doubled to 80%. Patients without any ofthese risk factors 

had a 84% chance of being alive after 12 months. 

Figure 3: Decision tree analysis 
with specific risk factor 
combinations of low Hb, vagina 
involvement, hydronephrosis, 
young age «36yrs), and 
parametrial involvement 
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