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Rolling Correlations between Downsampling and Accuracy / EC - UTIResistanceReduced
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Figure S1. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the UTI Resistance dataset. Trend lines were established with
locally weighted regression and smoothing [25].



0.90

°
&

°
©
3

Accuracy or Consistency

0.75

0.95

°
©
8

°
&

Accuracy or Consistency

°
©
3

Accuracy or Consistency

0.95

°
©
S

°
&

Accuracy or Consistency

0.80

Rolling Correlations between Downsampling and Accuracy / EC - Transfusion
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Figure S2. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
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downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the Transfusion dataset. Trend lines were established with
locally weighted regression and smoothing [25].
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Rolling Correlations between Downsampling and Accuracy / EC - Diabetes
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Figure S3. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the Diabetes dataset. Trend lines were established with
locally weighted regression and smoothing [25].
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Rolling Correlations between Downsampling and Accuracy / EC - Diabetes130
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Figure S4. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the Diabetes 130 dataset. Trend lines were established with
locally weighted regression and smoothing [25].
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Rolling Correlations between Downsampling and Accuracy / EC - HeartFailure
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Figure S5. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the Heart Failure dataset. Trend lines were established with
locally weighted regression and smoothing [25].
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Rolling Correlations between Downsampling and Accuracy / EC - MimiclVReduced
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Figure S6. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
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downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the MIMIC IV dataset. Trend lines were established with
locally weighted regression and smoothing [25].
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Rolling Correlations between Downsampling and Accuracy / EC - Parkinsons
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Figure S7. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the Parkinsons dataset. Trend lines were established with
locally weighted regression and smoothing [25].
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Figure S8. Correlations between Average Error Consistency and
downsampling percentage, as well as Overall Accuracy and downsampling
percentage from the SPECT dataset. Trend lines were established with locally
weighted regression and smoothing [25].



