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Survey of Multi-view Matching in Mammogram

Chen Houjin, Li Yanfeng, Peng Yahui
(School of Electronic and Information Engineering, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing. 100044, China)

Abstract; Mammography is one of the most widely used methods for breast cancer detection. The tech-
nique and theory of image processing and pattern recognition can be used for mammogram analysis. The
analytical results can assist radiologist in finding missed tumors and identifying false positive tissues,
leading to low false negative rate and false positive rate. The method using image processing should simu-
late the mammogram interpretation of the radiologist. Thus, the breast cancer detection and classifica-
tion method based on multi-view is rather suitable in clinical practice. Determination of the correspon-
dence between multi-view mammograms is the foundation for multi-view detection. Here, an overview of
recent developments in determining correspondence between multi-view mammograms is presented. Nip-
ple detection and pectoral muscle segmentation are first summarized. Both advantages and disadvantages
of different methods are compared. Then two-view matching and bilateral matching are discussed. Final-
ly, the problems in the existing matching methods are analyzed and improvements are suggested.

Key words: mammogram; multi-view; image matching; landmark detection

51

i

il

TR 780 4 B B P9 2 g B L ) — il B P IR 5 2012 4 A Bk ek LR B 3 0 51 29 0 167

ELWE:HERAKRP%H4 (61571036, 61502025) % Bh3 H ; {845 Rl 2 3k 4 (2015M570029) ¥ B T H 5 46 5% 3¢ K2 A A 54
(2015RCO2H) ¥ Wy H .
W7 B HI:2016-07-15; 81T H#H:2016-09-22



846 HIEREEHLA®E Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 5, 2016

T3 o5 A e A 25960 0 AL 20 T4 90 AEARIT bR BROE 4F R A E R LI SE TSR B TR I
ARAR KR 11325 T 208 0 0 R B 5 A 7™ . b [ 2L B s R 2 D K g R A LR
FRIET AR BT R LR R SRR BE T R ANV O R [ 2R g R R K
T RE VO B R PR T A A BRI P O B R AR

INZERE AR P FIE X 485 R (Mammography) J& HRi G S FLIRER N FTEHE R Z
— U B R v T R A 2L B AT R G HORE FL B 0 = A S5 A R O A R 0 e
MEBE B EMBEARSHAREGAE - ENER, LR X LR LZ T EXZ4L WML 5
WRA% &0 2L B A & W A4S A I8 1% . sk B 7 (Craniocaudal, CC) F1 &} ] £ ( Mediolateral oblique,
MLO) 75 B R B 7505 B BE AR 25 A 4w R B 22 Sk B2 A (Left CC, LCC) | Z2 M &40 £37 ( Left
MLO. LMLO) 4l 3k B2 (Right CC. RCC) Fi A5 il B0 {2 (Right MLO, RMLO) 75 24 Il 45 5% . 40
AR 75 e B0 — A 0] BE B9 O ) (X 8, (Region of interest, RO, B 4E ¥ Ze i & A5 M (9 AH [8) 40 A b 5%
ROT X i /9 X 3%, 251 X3 5 77 &8 ROT AHL. W AT &8 ROT AR 45 7T BE & AR AR 20 21 . 3 M A1 [=) 40 £6 A9 L 4
SRR R A3 AT . B AR s 0 E R 55 — A AR 55 AT B8 ROT X R i X8, 5 i% IX 3 5 ROT N ABL
W] B ROT AR A AT BE A2 M 1A B i 3 152114 A B 2 DX 3 [l 00 A ) 40 1 %) T A 0 A A S BURR £ 4 4 8¢ Tm] )
I3 6

TE B2 2 g 728 A6 v, B8 T TG A B S R B 20 BT O R AT )Tz I 8 S i PR % 3R 4R (Magnetic
resonance, MR) B4 14351 1 W7 J2 R 0 4 50 45 o Bl BS 2 U R I & 8 B8 2 TG ey SRSt
BB R R Z B G i 2 0 R IR e O = 40 22 )2 RS UG BOR 1 & i 5 B0 A9 1]
ALREAL & LA 5K A i PR Al 5 B A R AT T 3 o0 ) DARRE AR ME S i . B T EMR AL B O e i s — AN )
T2 N R S AT G 1 T AR A R R e e R R

FUMR IR 1 32 3R PR AL 45 GRS 1h i Iib B LS5 4 1L il LA AR X B PE B0 L | T 4 ol A2 AR EHR
PR R 2545 N A TRD S — PR 1 45 A AR 0 R S X 4 B AR AT AR . BROESfE S AR RLIR X B B3R
A /NS s HLIE R DAES AR s R T 2L B B85 Al RS I 7 3k A 45 i T AR B S 0 O L T AL
S JTIR AT AR FLRR X AR B 1 RIS MR R IR B (R A A LA R R R 0 X B b B
I T A A8 3 T AR AL 19 07 32 L35 T BB A 05 0 DA B3k AL 22 2 i 7 ik T 2 R Lk 7E FL
Ji X LR R b 2 R B R T B O DR [l 4 A PRI B i R AR L A il HL 3R B 3R] AR P 8
T 55 i B RS A G TR L o 45 R AL ARGy A T R R AR A o AN Sk R B R R L B A A
AN TR A J 30 B30 IX s LA PR A% b R R o A o i AR s DR T 0 3 o A B A 5 AR R A

H T B A= B R B 23 X 22 TR AT L e, DXL AF 90 56 22 40 1 L I 8 A 5 43 26 O 1 TN
Ik PR PR 25K i A [ R A ] % ) 1 DS T O 3R 2 22 R A 2L I A 0 1 6 A o — S R 4l 2L R AR b iy 3
FpbR ST VC L SE &R . 3 FibR o I LR 0 2 L FL Sk 0 B DA K B WLl 2 . LR 3 2 — i 2t 1
B 75 15 AT A4S BT A 43 0 2385 3% o i 2L Sk 5 1 L G 0 R T A i . A L IR ARSI 5 4 2K O R Y R A
SCEE SVES T AR R B 0 A Bl Oy i JUEE SO A 8 R 5 43 2 U 1L 5 A LR 3R SCEE AN ] AR SORE
2L A VCTE J5 3 #EAT S 45 AL 46 ZL S A 0 L B JUL 4351 L X0 A3 DS T8C A K 33 DR TRE B Jim % 22 40 47 DT TE 7 3%
FEAE 10 [ 880 LA R o 38 5 e 0 47 3098 o

1 FRELR
L1 FLkmm
18 200 A1 LI PR DS B 5 v LSk 2 — o T A A B LSRRIy 2 T LA ST R AR 5 26

(DT, FURA TR S R # RN Z 2. L. Petroudi % 4
H 0 7 AR DX 3 S AT 119 7L Sk RGN D 9 o % 7 ik SO I A AR DX L A 5 R A A IR X



MELE F.5MANUMKR X XBIETE G &5 847

S o 308 5 R 3217 R DX S ) P 30 % R AR 0 Sk AT M AR 00 B i E L Sk I

(O FET SR I 6 HE T e B T R R FLR e FLIR L 4 E B A B R 52 B . Tzikopoulos 2
I SR G N 10 mm 5 BE 1Y DX S R 7L Sk $8 3 XL SR A 4 2% X SR R AT B (23 A 21 3L Sk A
B TG E S SCERL 23 T rp i FLIR A ) 23 0 5 1 B0 B E LSk A B 25 R A Al FL IR B 5 0 T ik
I 5 B T PR A TR . Yin SRR T A A B S B R AR T R LSk DX e A A LR 4
FE X — A IR TR TP 2K B B AR D 2% B R AE A e R 1 240K R L A8 s BRI D L Sk Ao
B LTS R R R B OR s A L IR ST R PR AR A 2 Mk B [ I 0E LSk W RE R B A7
EAT B LA LK P4 IO sl Y 3 i 30 2% DR A 0 9 FL 3k o Chandrasekhar 4877 SR I 3 B T 3L R34 %
V14 5 B o6 BE AR S R AT 3L Sk A 32 T 9 4R A1 157 B (FL 52 W7 R SPL AR 30 45 - T R RE A S R RK

() TSR AR 5 % . MCndez %8 O FLHR A % b B 28 M BE L e i AE M FLR AL . X T CC
P b BE 26 Oy TR 1930 2 %07 A 00 20 B FL Sk 7 B AOHER . 0F T MLO $LMf %05 2 P IR
SRR - ()l BE 2R 73 3 (9 15 5 P 5 () sl fad A8 v 2L B i BF I TR AR A7 B S bR e SRR i 22 SR L .
Mukhopadhyay %" 1 4l 5 - o B 28 32 R 285 IR DX 38l 98 05 i e T M RE 2R 0 D 1) T A S 920 AR
DI DAt bR DXCIORS L A 1) O 7Lk 255 AR AR T R LSk L

(O FRIRIUCEL Y J7 % . Tglesias 2 i 10 0 C AR v 2L Sk 37 B 4500 5 R K6 000 114 o 2L 3% #9
(EE B SE HPRE 10 i O s 7 PRl 45 e v 380 o A6 D00 5, 45 21 10 AN A TR 1) ) o Lk 102 L SR TR 10 )
U Lk A0 B HEAT A B R A LK L.

(5) 3T FUMR AL LS5 K 1) J5 1 3205 105 1 B A D 30 2L B b 9 4L R ST 7L Sk o Zhou Y I SE R
FHILART WSS 53 A7 A L Sk A48 2R DX 08, R SR P P MR 320 5 114 ) 23 R 7L R 0 5 1N 8 AR 0 11 ¢ B2 o
TUE B 5 7L Sk (W0 0 00 i i i T 80 B SIS AIE A5 B 7L Sk 19 B 28 B . Chakraborty 457" 1 58 R ]
Gabor J§ % i 21 32 R b 59 07 1] 235 PEA5 H L SR )5 X0 Gabor &5 Y 18 B2 € {8 #£ 47 Radon & 4. it T
FLIR A LT 3Lk A L R Radon 28 4 )5 fie 22 B AH S 1 SR 3Lk 5 .

Ik Dubrovina 55 ity — i B 145 B 22 19 265 10 2L Sk A W0 D7 v+ HG 1 b DI 4 A b i LK Ao
BHEATARIC » SRS G AR I B 19 PG 200 2 i o AEL G A 0 RE O B AT 8 im0 » 2 B D DR PR B e b
AT B FL Sk AR AR BOR 28 7 - R B B 2 I 26 2 ) ORI o SR ZLIRAG I 5 i 5 SR AN 181 1 B .
B AR 3 A R X L P 14 % T ARG b v AR 2 S S RN T R T 1o TG U R TN B OE B 1) 7Lk
BEE S WAL 1) B [ i D A I B A PLk A, 5 RS M FLSk M B AT AE BN IR 22 . BT S ik ik
T LIV 0 45 4+ 2 L AT A0 I AR L T Al L Rt i Ak L Sk P A A ) e R R L e 3 T
56 B WY 5 1% T AR 2 I A R DN 45 2R, A BT 1(b) B o T 5 30 IR O 9k 1 35 SR 22 R U FL b 19 B
s MU b o AR B 22 S AR 1 Co) BT » 2 0 DR 28 BRI L 322 26 R 5 vk A BE A B TE 4 1Y L Sk A D
SRS I 1 Co) HR Y LR D R 3 A i ALK 150 e DA A 0 8 1 LSk o B R L Sk R M 5k R T AR AR
B 4 A BB R 55 B R DT % 10 00 SR 08 AR [R) 7 3 247 21 T DAAS B 5 4 O A 0 245 2R
1.2 FgALS &

g JUL et 22 40 7L R WE T v g — o B 0 R R A ) R 8 S8 UL DX 3T A AR A A
B A . FEFLIR X 2R G i JUL D — o % 2 DX 3 7 PR b A B s 1 = A1 XL AN A 2
71 s B 2 H 2 O B LA % . BRAT I L2 T 2 O T SRR IR 7 3 R T R I O i N T IR
e [ J5 i

(DT BRI Jr v o %07 B T M LA T2 AR S A5 AE 52 B 2% 53 51 . Ferrari 551 1) ] g BE 31
GRA HLAT 7 1) S PR AL L 32 2R T Gabor 8 He i) g WL2> B D7 3 . B e il i Gabor 98 5 # 410 P45 2
AT UB I IR 5 0 I VL% 1) W R0 (2 AT 43 4T o 3 5 5 A B AR A B M LR . Kowok 45 R 8



848 HIEREEHLA®E Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 5, 2016

() T & (OF = () FT SRR
(a) Curvature-based (b) Intensity-based (c) Heuristic method

B Lk as

Fig. 1 Nipple detection result
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Fig.2 Pectoral muscle region
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Fig. 3 Pectoral muscle segmentation result

2 ZMMLE

CC LA N F 43 2 B A8, HAn SR R K 4 BFs , 20 CC #4501 CC B & 4 (b, o) i
N o MLO B A LA— A 00RE A Ff B 4048 Je4n 8om B B & 4 (D iR . 2 MLO 45 il MLO & 44 4n
Kl 4Ce. D iR,
2.1 WARAETHE

XA Ff D E 2[R0 s PR S AS TRl A 22 T) 7 X3 D e L 7 LCC(RCO) # o (# 7] &€ ROT, XU A
PS4 LMLOGRMLO) o 5 HDCHC Y X 5. BE A OO A DG FC 14 J7 ik 35 2 5k 11 009 J7 25 f ik 1
25 1A Y 7

(D FETF0 M T7 . 5TV 00007 2 B3 @ CC A B8/ MLO ¥ IEE T i ¢ & . SCik



850 HIEREEHLA®E Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 31,No. 5, 2016

z
(@) CCHAMBrREE (b) ZEMCCHL A (o) B fCCHL A
(a) Schematic of CC imaging (b) LCC view (c) RCC view
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(d) Schematic of MLO imaging (e) LMLO view (f) RMLO view
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Fig. 4 Multiple view mammogram of one case
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