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Early Mycosis Fungoides Recognition Based on Multimodal Image Fusion

XIE Fengymg ZHAO Danpel , WANG Ke', LIU Zhaorui®*, WANG Yukun®®, ZHANG Yilan',
LIU Jie*?

(1. Image Processing Center, School of Astronautics, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China;2. Department of Dermatology,
Peking Union Medical College Hospital, Beijing 100730, China; 3. Peking Union Medical College, Chinese Academy of Medical
Science, Beijing 100730, China)

Abstract: Early mycosis fungoides (MFs) may present as erythematous scaly skin lesions, which are
difficult to distinguish from benign inflammatory skin diseases such as psoriasis and chronic eczema. This
paper presents a new method based on multimodal image fusion for early mycosis fungoides recognition.
The method adopts the ResNetl8 network to extract features of single-modality images based on
dermoscopic images and clinical images, designs the cross-modal attention module to achieve feature fusion
of two modal images, and uses the self-attention module to extract the key information and reduce
redundant information in the fusion features, thereby improving the accuracy of intelligent identification of
early mycosis fungoides. Experimental results show that the proposed intelligent diagnosis model
outperforms the comparison algorithms. At the same time, the proposed intelligent model is applied to the
actual clinical diagnosis of dermatologists. Through the changes in the average diagnostic accuracy of the

experimental group and the control group, it is confirmed that the proposed intelligent diagnostic model can
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effectively improve the clinical diagnosis level.
Key words: dermoscopic image; clinical image; multimodal image fusion; clinical application; computer

aided diagnosis

51 5

F R A A — i A A WL 55 g JEk 3 e K L Bz A 2 T4 5 ) R €8 3R IS P TR 3 BT B R R 45 R e Tk
P95 W DA 5 85 AN W ) AT 25 T B L T 6 T Ik 5 TR 45 14 g I o 1 ML B 2 Wy 2 2 i 2
AR SR S 5 5 R B Wi BOR o LI B R R A B2 W vk R I TR S L
B3k I SCEk [ 2 1R I 437 A 36 SO B TR IR R AF , - O08E H1 18 A~ B BEARRAE | fiv 5 R S 3 ) &= ALk
AT 28, SRk AR S5 0 ol 3k 1) 92,34 % A1 93.33 %405 SCHIk [ 3 1M\ B2 5t IX S $2 I T 25 £ | Sr B AN TR IR AR
BT Adaboost J7 AT 48 25, 4RA5 T 85 %0 M Re S BE R 90 Yo Y BHURR B ; SCHR [ 4 19 IO AR P (B0 %
P SCHE A BB B A SA R RRAE T TN SR BE L AR AR 2 S8 g, LR S R EURR R 3 0l ik B 4406 AN
97% o VA bJ5 kB TR GE R LA 7 2] O s, T S U R AE R 2 2 IR GURRAIE , 51 iz A RE ) Ao

UTAE R, 3 TF VR B 2 o 1 Jz DR PR 1 s 0 B ik T IR AT BiZE 0K 24 5 U 2 I 4 b 47
EPIG R R — 0 2% 1% i R D PR S T — G 2 g A T T B S LER B A ) 4% i 1
) Bz 4030 B . Yuan %3 T Jaccard B B A0 15 2 5RBOR HE R 430 0 45 11 o il B, 3% A5 SRS 90 A9 S 1 IX
. Esteva%:''fF GoogleNet Inception-v3 [ 4% b 3% FiE 4% 2% 1 Xf B ik 186118 1k 47 3 1 3 19 40 26 . 7 3
Folt J JOK 35 95 0O ol Bz JER 52 998 1) 43 AT 55 43 3R AR T 72, 100 M 55.4 % By 4r NG FE XA R T 44
Bl BE A 2 W7 K P . Matsunaga 650K 224N TR B b 20 0 4 IR AT 44 SC PR T SR B0 0 3R ARG vk
F Ak 3T R IR Y 22 43 25 . Jojoa S5 il P B T S AL AN DX I 14 25 AR ol 428 1) 4% 0 09 Bz A0 DX B8R, OF i T
5% 2% M 4% (Deep residual network, ResNet) HE ZL5 T (8 2980 995 28 4328y B M ol v |, fe 048 90.4 % 11
U

FENG RIZ W, Bz R B2 AR 58 0 23 27 0k B LG ORIG R PR 0 A5 I ke ) Bz JIR o B L 2 W B2
JoR 558 T A48 75 Bz 460 P e B L R VR E RS B ER A S R LR AR o T I DA T AR U 2 e SR A BIL
FOHR, O OC T Re A0 o0 A B R A TR B 6 R AR R B AN RIS AE B IR R AR S R A A
7o, ME LA BRI . BRIt Sy T MG B BRI PR A2 W 1Y) S B B0 E— 25 4 e Bz R 5 9 R R A2 W I HE T
HEFNIFFH T T ZREN R S W R G, Yap 200 I A5 B R Rz 0k 5 1% (] i 4y A
ResNet, #2515 &R P 25 19 20 2 i o . B4 42 h — 7l 3% 422 I 4% HeCNIN T il 4 1 A [
15 0 7 0k 5 PRI 4%, S B0 M 40 9 RSP 43 2, I X 9 28 3% T A I 5 L R B S S AT TR . Tang 25
P T —Fh T 25 K R 532 1 I Y Be 2 B S 7L FusionM4Net, SEHL T 78.5 %0 (Y 73 A w5 .

R TTARAR BE TR R e SR B2 W Y R (HL S B AR L O TR BB I2 B ik Y BE
98, EAT LA S AL 2 W e R R A B SE H bR o 76— 28 0F 58 TR, O 1 SRR i £2 1 O VR A Aot L &
HEAT — 28 AHLXF FE A S5 o 0 AN SCHR [ 7 176 =00 AL S5 ML RATE 55 b O B BE s i Bi 8 5 Ll B2 2k
112 W 45 R AT X EE Sk 7 B i AR R T AR EAE 2 WK . SR, B RIS W R
— A B2 W5 R I R I2 KK P B9 4 T AR O T R A 12 KK P B 4R R T er R BE A2 W SR
Tl R B TR IR B2 2R 2 WK P S 21T B R B AF Y AR A 5 1 T Y DG T .

AR SCR TR B 5 20 7 5 5 i R PR 5 1 0k B8 LR AT Rl G L AR 52 BEAE 19 28 b (Mlycosis fungoides,
MF) 198 G812 WA 1Y, -4 8 BB 12 W A5 20 17 FH T 1 R R 2 T B2 A4 (2 W vE A 38 . MIF S dic i DL 1) B2 B
T 40 Jif 34k B 988 (Cutaneous T cell lymphoma, CTCL) . #&4t1F, 5 MF &3 5 4 Bk 47780 85.8%,
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el MF H & 109 5 AR AR R 41%~68.5% ", M itk , MF W0 B 22 a7 T BoA BR, i 5301 0 &
IR RENS R H PR, BA 2 PR S 530 MIF 1) B2 A5 I PR i 78 366 30 08 K 1 DO B BICFE 2 A R/
AN B BE /BB 2 T I 28 46 T AT 20 /IN 8 TR Bz JER B P 150 T UL B LR i A RS R 1 A K
B G TE SR XA RRAE o PRI 3 o 45 MU ) B TR B 1T 45 I R 1T 4%, ) 2l i 7 R R BE 20 BT B R Y
BT A B S B MF 57 1012 18

AR SCHY) F B TTRREL AR - (1) $ 1 — 0 5 T30 55 0 LA 5% e 450 PR Rl 190 265, 32 I 46 4 1l IR P4 5
B VR P A il 5, S5 BRI S0 B DA 25 e 0 038U 5 (2) H BT 32 11 1R BE 2 BT S R 5 IR AR 12 W 4 R AT
XF e AT, SR 7S RL ARAT ROPE 5 (3) K R REASE AL NN T T S PR Y 1l R A2 W, B TR AR B4 I PR 12 W v
P, AN TR BT IE SRR Wi S Pral G 3t T %
1 FaioEERIT

iy A P21 450 AR Bz Jik 458 Pl 45 A0 D il DA b e 6 AL 1) ) 266 2 A S AR i RS 1] 5 5 8] B2 904 % WL 45 440, Bz
Ik 556 PR 453 R B 5 TR 2 S0, — AR B A FE, O B R R AR SR A T B S BRI o R, B Y
B AR BB B2 Wi 7 15 R 22 2 T B TR B 18, 5 =2 1l DR PR B0 % IR AE R o B A, el 7 B R 5 1T A5 A i
PR VA5 25 T8 R A 22 S5 R, AT A9 il 5 73k DR 22 10 T AR 2o 0 0 e 6] 448 1) £ O B T 15 8L TR e i A
REAT R AR 2SR BT I AR IOMR BT A . AR SCE I T — 26 138 B 0 LR A9 DU 25 il 5 07 3, %
5 1L A A T T ) A B S IR S I A AR AN, O BT R T R A B R A B B
M52 T+ MF U3 B A 2 o 121 1 R ik T T 3 0 LA 5 0 6% ) A 2 A T 32 TR 2% ply R I 4 JROAE
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P 5 0 o BPLASE 285 1 402 AP 4 JEL 5 RURRE 285 il 45 M B, 1 S P B A 285 T 5 0 ) B R A 285 =2 () 1Y SR B
F R SRR A A B AN 5 SRS S T R AR A B A TR AR A PN AR SCAE T O A A R A A
SR R AR R B G A A T A EE B

X B5 A T ) (Cross attention) , — B8 X #08 F A, 75 — RIS X, /8 0 BB S ALK
L3 531 RS 3] 9 A A ] #9245 18] A 30 7 16 e, IR R e KR A TR0 REL I Q5 A% R s AR 4 T ) 1 T 0 4T
o3 77 2TH R AT AR M Q AR AR M K 2 18] A AH SG A , 284 softmax 4R 44 1 2 ) 734 attention, fie 200 X,
5% (R [ VAT R T 23 A attention A 3fe /AT 74 B BL A X 5 TS X, 19 5 B2 R AL 1) B 9T A
W

T

(1)

attention = softmax

VD
H =V X attention (2)
KD R A B 4E B s H R % i
WL 1T 7R FF B2 R B R R R 75 VR X I IR R R R 5V X, 8 9 2 0 S0 o — O E AL it
P PSR T, AT B P B RSR tH H oy v, M H, xR HEEEAT DF R4 RIRT A5 210U 25 K0Hs 19 5
B RAE
R AT L ST i AR B PSR DG 4 T AS RS LA O 3 O A L T I A 2k % i o
BEBTIAMGEBIURMB . U TERSEE MR 7 EAR A, B3 ZIIPLH A
M Q EHH B KORIEL AR B V347 o i AR IR B SR T R 745 380 9 Rl & R AIE R
Z= self*attention(HXIQX_,@HXZQ;Q) (3)
Kp O HPrEEE . W AEE N, MRS B R A A R IE, S 2SR M 288 1.

2 LWHEWE

2.1 HBPEBHAANTE

[ B P 8 A 2016 4F 1 3 2 2020 4F 12 3 b 5t U A B B J IR AL T2 812 10 5399 MIF 8 25 RI PR 35 31
5 Z ALY 5 M B ke CHR B s A8 PR IR 92 IR T M R R CBCEREZ Rl o B AR ) B . I AARIE: (1)
FLUHT MF ¥ 28 20 8005 B2 e Al Ak T 40 M A2 R 3 I o HE A A S5 00 12, 45 6 WO 8 RE TR 9T F R 1 41
(European Organization of Research and Treatment of Cancer, EORTC) PA K [# Fr J7 Jik 9k B 98 2% 25 (In-
ternational Society for Cutaneous Lymphoma, ISCL)#2 i i) 511 MF 2 Wi ok 5 (2) MR 358 I PR 3 81 L % jk
BE ZH 2V B G 09 9] TR T SO A R 2 67 28 3 B JBR A 1 U ELAT 28 56 1 5 JER AR B il A [ Akt 8 0 1 2
JRA B2 5 (3) AZHTT 1A H AR I Z RGBSR FBIA YT s (4) ¥4 R BE A A , % T MF S, 8 U 0
(BE R 9] S g s i) fe kA7 20 0 o HEBRARUE : (DAL R K 30 1 55 AR ik 3 67 32 3R 9 191 5 (2) Bz Bk
Ko A R AN T M &
2.2 EBRHERE

B0 e 67 A8 7 R R i PR AR [] Esf AR i Rl 40 3 T 155 200, R i 41 16 122 0 =X i 41 ' Al 122 9 =X B A
PG 2 AT e IR B G R B AT 7500 CBEAE S Sk 5 R 22 1) R R A L T R AR Bl 20,30
A0 RE o B A SR AR IR IR IR 1~2 5K, >R 4R B2 R UG A T i AN S5 W e o 118 S8 s S 6 43 IO oo
SEMPENE . LA 144498 1], 1045 48 1) B3 MF 583 96 191] 98 AE M J7 Bk He 3 (AR O V12 Mk V%
i i P e 58 BUBRBEE I P ) L IR ISCER BB R 996 i e IR IR 277 i o H T B ) R R
Il IR G E H 2 T B R B RS K B A i 4 22 B2 B 48 8 B 1) DY I DR ER B H 3 22 5 1 ik
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i MR B AR, 388 05 =X 78 5 s U W B AL
il foe 2645 B 58 B — — Be X (— 78 B Bk B 11450 i
— kIl R R ) 1 Z A E R 4 . 144 5 B I
i 117 5), Hovh MF A 40 5] | 48 5 1k K Jik o 77 1)
CHR B 9 20 49 12 PR 5 20 ) | - 5 8% 17 1] R () M (0)Eseriasis (g Ghredicieczema
MRz & 10 61 CBCERRR S 10 49 5 k4R 27 ), B
T MF A5 8 19, 9 E 1k B ks 19 ) (4R i o 5 1 12
IR 50w S &5 2 4 41 I8 W PR R 4 34 B
Wz 26, B 245 T — 41 kB MR S ),

(d) Lichen planust (e) Seborrheic dermatitist (f) Pityriasis rosea

B JRAR AT LU 21 ME 5 HC A 5 5 A8 4 2k g 2 Fig.2 Dermoscopic images of early MF and inflamma-
A HRARL A I IR e 3 tory dermatosis

3 XWHERSMN

A SCAE Pytorch PR BT T I 2R A SCHR M 0 56 T 2 B8 9 B BB 2 Wi AL o 9 2% 9 Il ok R BE AL 2 R
k% (Stochastic gradient descent, SGD) ik 2% , 3¢ UM 1 2 pRA B (3 28 B8 3 AN EE) , I P o ih 2% )
YR 0.01, I A [ 8 HL vk 15 2 > 300 520, AL B /Ny 32, AU 398 0.001, [A] ) R A Dropout
W R B = B ()32 AR BE 77, Dropout B BRI E(E N 0.3 L5 h Il ZR§8 K epoch LR 100, % & pa-
tience 24y 30, 4 Yl 24t 2k 55 FF 304~ epoch A5 AN Ak 2 T [ B 4L hy 199 286 Wi 83, 452 1k I 5, DR AF AR 2 %0
AR JE b, GO % 0.5 B BE R BE ALK T % B B A% |, e f% £ 30° LU N Y Af B2, DA sl ASE AU X6 181 F 4 5%
Bz Akhe g -

YIZRAEA 117 B 51, 56 W — — B X 5 3 883 M EIG XS o H I 2 4 44 s 191 5 3 40l 43 5 0y, R FH AT
A& S AIEVE R 03 JER R AT U SR, i A TR RS R0 2 T SR AR b S A5 2R, LAY RIE b v 22
(T £ )R, IR A XS R g 4 7 24 p (R B 2H N Bl 2 1 B W& 22 5 p=>0.05 R IC
EHER.

A R BUEE Sen 5 Spe MERA EE Ace BHYEFUNE PPV LK B4 B0 00 (6 NPV ok 3% 5 1 9
SRS HERE AR A

B TP
Sen—TPR—m (4)
Spe =1—FPR=1— ke IN (5)
FP+ TN FP+ TN

TP+ TN
A= b T FP £ TN + FN (6)
PPV:L (7)

TP + FP
NPVZL (8)

TN+ FN

. TPR W EIEZRHFPR Jy IEZER s TP Oy 52 bR iE 2 1 B0 1E 26 80 F s FP AR 52 B B 26 1 1t il
IEZMECH s FN O SEBRIE M 528 9 8 H s TN S S2Br 8 W0 5 2K 9 8 H o BB AR 34 5L
(EB R, Bk 9 S R PR RE A4

X T BRI T AR L (9 73 FEVEREGE VT A b, 20 3% I8 23 JE AN 1) 3 JE W AR B0 o 46 P A0 3
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27T W), 58 L —— P X )5 4k 224 %F EUR XS o 4% R G325, B — 2H I DR S+ B BR B R — A 4 28 45
L SR AR R X 224 % RO I 3 R S5 R G vt . He ] 43 2 X — AN 061 14 T A Bz R LA ORTI IR
BEGT HEAT 53 28 B ik 20 4 A 5 AT $ 58 VR i 0 (9 e 6 A3 S 25 5 o W4 rp 8y 27 s 491, ¢
5 1143 e X 27 AR G
3.1 HEeisWERENSKXMERRKIE
3.1.1 BHis kBB S £tk

T 58U B R A PR AE 5 im R RS Rl 1175 % 23 2R PE BB Y 22 Ak, A SC S 80 56 T ResNet18 Y FFAE 2
B 2%, 6 5 TR AR SRR S | B TR A5 R I DR R SRR 285 % 18 T %F MIF tEA TR, 32 145 8 T PR 3 28
5 AWM AR FHeER K Gt 45 38 (7 £ 5). W LR I AHER T 5 2R B R k58 IR 43 28, R Bk
BE MR AE 5 I R ER Gl & 5 L 0 19 20 2838 b AR A5 81 T 42 71, 0 B B 2 1) B 0k 8% R A S R AE 1R BN
% = & E DL 4 T R AR R E A YRR AR T OBURE S Rl I 45 ) T LA Ak b R Rz R B PG I R A TR
J2 S0 BRI DR R Y B 403 8 WA 1, — 35 5 L E R Ab 58, NITE& T+ T MF i TR I A %

1 MEEKEERGHENIBXILER

Table 1 Experimental comparison results before and after fusion of dermoscopic images %
ViRiS R E TR HERG I A 39 0 1 I3 47 78 30 1
Je RS 73.71+8.33 69.4347.79 70.44+7.03 67.47+8.12 74.30+8.21
WA il A 78.05+7.97 89.12+4.21 83.94+4.24 86.52+4.82 82.3945.80

3.1.2 EEAIH RS R ER

TS UEAS ST A B AL MF JRU AR A0 52 e, AR SCBTH I Rl S5, BE T ResNet18
MRFE SR B 26, 3 0 #5 NS ST B ) A TR EESEE NI MATE NS GG M4,
Xif H A3 A 3 Rl R 4 45 T4 JEAE A, LIRSS SR LR 20 T LA B AR SCBETT B S Rl R 45 A E (S
B E AL A T S HLE A RS 2, BT A 4R bR YRS T BT H b e R i 4R s T 3.7 06 AN
5.89% , RAELEE 43 B HE R T 1.07 % F12.6 %0, R 5 BE 4 545 1 5.7 %0 R 8.4 00 I A B B 1 7 AT LA
TG b, S S RS 2 TA] B R RS L, B R D AT DL TG b A o Rl RS Y N SRR AR B S (R AR A
R TTER B O NG, S SR T TR RS W ry R IR

K2 FRAEBHANHMZH XL R

Table 2 Experimental comparison results of different attention mechanisms %

Uik R E R YE ) ISET A 93 00 9 42 i )
BRI 76.9848.45 83.4246.86 80.244-4.95 81.5645.37 79.67+7.33
ERES=w)| 75.4548.55 80.72+8.17 78.0545.74 78.724+7.87 78.1447.04

ERSEEN+AEREN 78.05+7.97 89.12+4.21 83.94+4.24 86.52+4.82 82.3945.80

3.1.3 B Riume ke xbit

AR SOREAS SCHE Y A T T = LA A 5 B v 5 A Y 2R Rl 5 T i AT X LE L A 45 R B Con-
cat J7 P i B il A M 4% (Tensor fusion network, TEN) " FI{K fk £ #24 f@l & (Low-rank multimodal fu-
sion, LMF) 5 3%, H it TEN X A [l 25 R A0 A7 45 1 JR BT, AR HROAS [l A 255 JEL 22 18] B4 T A 58 AR
JH,LMF & TFN J5 ¥ 19 T 9, SR FMR B A 43 i e 0l /0 28080 IR THB AR . S g R WK 3, 7T LA
BRI T 2B A A L A SO e 2808 b s 30 T fe i, U0 5 SCER R AR L, AR SO 22 A Rl
B S R T A RO il DR UG RN DR R, AR IBCHEAR DG B AME L, 32 T 9 28 X5 MIF (8 TR A 3
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R3 FRAMEEENIEIILER

Table 3 Experimental comparison results of different fusion algorithms %
Ji ik RYE 5 B TER 2 I ot 19344 o 00 L
Concat 76.31+8.63 83.00+7.45 79.70+£5.58 80.5446.85 79.57+7.39
TFN 74.88+8.13 82.97+7.76 79.45+6.17 79.30+6.73 79.904+4.78
LMF 75.12+9.09 89.26+3.36 82.66+5.01 86.40+3.16 80.12+6.37
ATk 78.05+7.97 89.12+4.21 83.94+4.24 86.52+4.82 82.39+5.80

3.1.4 L5 Ae R B AR AT AT

K ARSI B 1 B0 20 25 Rl B A 0 TR 1 A5 HL At 4 o Bz R 5 1R 5 0 SIS SR AT X LE , DA IE AR SC
U R T R BT PR AR KERE A B 0 R B . S EG 45 R O 3R 4, b SENet!'™™  DenseNet ™ Al
EfficientNet-BO*" & F T 3 Jok 8 R 4 26 (19 9 45, ARL _ResNet' "' & /£ ResNet J:filf 1= 42 t 9 Bt 55
%o ATLVE B, AR SONEAE A f8 4R L0 T X Sk U WA T Al © A 09 B4 R0k AR SO T
TE AL A UURE 285 Tl 5 B30 0 B B A0 B O i b B A AR AR AR B, R B A A R AR iR ) Az
fLRE T BT T R 28X MF Bz ik s i iR 3 Be T

R4 FRERBRSEEENIZH/XLLER

Table 4 Experimental comparison results of different skin lesion classification algorithms %
J7 ik R 5 A FH P 500 I3 P T
SENet 57.36+8.17 81.94+5.06 71.26+5.04 70.76+6.90 71.68+£5.45
DenseNet 65.88+8.31 76.40+8.66 71.98+3.16 68.76+4.01 74.9444.50
EfficientNet-BO 72.82+5.54 80.96+6.96 77.48+3.57 75.18+6.54 79.684+3.97
ARL _ResNet 74.71+£7.54 77.58+5.26 76.28+2.87 76.28£5.65 76.59+3.57
ATy 78.054+7.97 89.124+4.21 83.944-4.24 86.524-4.82 82.394+5.80

3.2 5EEAECEHERWITEE S

AR SCKE b R U 25 4 1 R B AT TR N T R R B B AR I PR A2 B, O 36 IE 6 T I PR A2 W 1 il B A
fHo Sz Wil i iy f R BB I — 247 10 44, Hoh SC g A R AL AL R AE 5 5 44 . I 2 51280
B IR B2 0 18 28 3 K R GE2 W i 5501 BB Al W e B TAR DL B IR R A . T A S 550
B B A B A5 2 — 1 [l 2, 9 TR — R aEAT T A R A 15 . SO ZH 09 B R E AT 2 W s i 3k 4
rh B B0, BE AL 25 1k R R A 1k B IR B R[] I 2 H R RE AR A T Sy MIF R HoAth 4% ik
B JHR 0 A MR A B O R AS R 3 2 L s R At s PR AR AR 5 X0 B AT N T2 .k IR Y B
A HEATIZ WA, BRI AR A B A BB, 4 S S G 4 IR A A ] A 1K R RIS RN 1 5K e K B AR
B 7 AN HIR R 2 WiB A 4328 e B4 235 SR sl H At I DR ARRAIE 5 0 T X8 320 1) iE 47 N g W .

AR A3 SR A 1 AR X 27 {505 1) 912 W R B AR SR LA R S A R IS e A A
B H S50 2 PN SR RS TIUFS AR 1 - 3 M IR A 95 %6 19 A5 X [H] (Confidence interval, C1) 3k K~ iz 41
A I B AR I2 W K- .
3.2.1 AL E LSS RN

F 525 T B AR 2 Wi B 5 X R4 R AR 2 W W A5 R ST, B BB T 1Y oy R G T B S
BG4 25 T 95 ) 70 ZE PRl O (p (H Y KT 0.05, AL N B4l C W P22 ) o &FXF AT i o2 ik
WY SR b o R M RE AL TR R A SRR o X R B Ol SR A Y B AR AL SR B 43
A, B Y R R B G R SE A AE S AR R AR AN B B B R AR RT R o Y4 1 2 AT 0 28, 20 R
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Table 5 Comparison of diagnosis results between intelligent diagnosis model and doctors in control group

b o 2 R A CNN #% K4 4 25 CNN % 45% f81] 73 2%
HE(95% CI) HE(95% CI) HE(95% CI)
REE/ % 70.00(39.41~100.00) 79.97(75.28~84.65) 80.96(74.95~85.24)
RS/ % 93.68(85.16~100.00) 89.40(85.12~93.68) 94.64(91.72~97.56)
HER B/ % 86.67(75.59~97.74) 84.37(81.78~86.97) 90.13(86.78~93.48)
B 1 000 1/ %% 84.48(62.25~100.00) 88.95(83.96~93.95) 87.20(80.24~94.16)
BF 1 o 00 1/ %% 88.67(78.36~98.98) 80.33(78.09~82.58) 91.36(88.97~93.75)
p1E 0.473 0.180 0.503
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Table 6 Comparison of results before and after clinical diagnosis assisted by intelligent diagnosis model

. X HE 4 % A ST A R A CNN $i¢ 45 1] 43 2
BIfE(95% CI) PIE(95% CD) PIE (95% CD)
RIYRE/ % 70.00(39.41~100.00) 95.00(86.50~100.00) 80.96(74.95~85.24)
FSE/% 93.68(85.16~100.00) 96.30(93.05~99.55) 94.64(91.72~97.56)
WM E/ % 86.67(75.59~97.74) 96.30(93.05~99.55) 90.13(86.78~93.48)
PR 44 T 4/ 94 84.48(62.25~100.00) 93.06(85.15~100.00) 87.20(80.24~94.16)
ISH 4 i 0L/ Y 88.67(78.36~98.98) 97.95(94.46~100.00) 91.36(88.97~93.75)
p1E 0.473 0.489 0.503
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