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APPENDIX 1 
Figure S1 Partial response curves of selected predictors in the (a) pre-1990 conversion model and the (b) ‘probability of conversion’ model from 1990 to 2001. The y-axis shows the partial contribution of each predictor variable (the relationship of the response variable to the predictor considering the other variables in the model). The x-axis shows the selected predictor variable. For each continuous predictor, the response is represented by a fitted non-parametric smoothing function. Partial response curves of selected predictors in the (c) 1990 to 2008 ‘probability of conversion’ model, (d) ‘area of conversion’ model and (e) difference between pre-1990 vulnerability and 1990–2008 vulnerability. Table 1 in the main text describes each predictor, including those represented by abbreviations
.
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Figure S2 Interactive dot diagrams used to validate predicted probabilities of conversion in models based on (a) pre-1990 conversion and (b) 1990–2001 conversion. Negative and positive observations of conversion between 2001 and 2008 are separated on the horizontal axis and predictions from the models are shown on the vertical axes and displayed as dots in the diagrams. The horizontal line indicates the best separation (minimal false negative and false positive results) between the two groups. The corresponding test characteristics sensitivity (proportion of actual positives which are correctly identified), and specificity (the proportion of negatives correctly identified) are shown at the right side of the display.
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�But is this relevant anywhere? I don’t see abbreviations discussed anywhere in paper






