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Abstract

The advantages and disadvantages of computed tomography (CT) and other imaging methods of
pulmonary nodules are analyzed. Then, the two CT image databases and their file composition
that researchers use most at present are introduced. Finally, from the four perspectives of tradi-
tional artificial features, deep learning, database selection and multi-classification, the specific
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application and progress of benign and malignant classification of pulmonary nodules are mainly
discussed and prospected.
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1. 518

P 72 IR SR AT A KA b, of AT AN A= iy U A R (S kR 2 — 1] H S AR 4 41
Ry, HETEDL L 40, Bt RN T 4 f5[2], RKrTREE S —DHIN . i S A A7 2 —
SRR, I TR, EIEAS SRR A X R, WA, S E AR R IR KRIT 5 AT
ST AT 90%, 1M B At £ 3 TR JEAT 0T 5 AR A7 SN 2%~5%, BT LA 25 47 3 5 1 BT 2
Wi B AR IR o AR T AdEAE, e I R R B AR, K 75%01) fiti
S BE R DU O R, B BT 9 A i ELSURANEE, DR 1 R R BN T R R A A R R
HECEB. WGK b, s AR R A T AN R 23 Ay S R P S S It ARG A e, s R P it S5y
/N M R AR R /N e /DN AR e 29 2 AR 43 R RS BRI RN T2 AT A R R B, /N A i
FEBRR AR 0GR 1R (R . IV (). B R A S R R, A
30% ¥y [ RT B FETR AR (M BN BOR AR Bl 7%, R A R A Mg 76 it b 1 o5 LR K

A 235 11 fili e 53U 7 7 A 12 A 3 I A IR B B WL % it S T S LI 2 41 4 145 (computed tomography, CT),
R VTAil BB M B 255 10 ROB RS . (BB E 1 CT BWEGAMER L Eskbf, WiXEEERHA
TorRdATIigE. Hlb, T/ERER, H—2 CT BE ER/NAIMET A5 W nl f Sl iiRis i
2[3]e FrLAE Y5 BT R 4 Bh TR HE B AR 12 WX S T Be vl 251, 3R TH R AR 0 Il 45 717 OB 2
LT e

2. MG HIR IR TTR

— M AR R AR X LR (HENBERR. BIERSUE (magnetic resonance imaging,
MRI). IEH 1 % 5 W 2 4% (positron emission tomography CT, PET-CT) [4]. X Zk#4F fii 8 HAN A5 B,
AR KIEMGBAI M CT MW, B TR ENES, R KIANELL, HRA0HR, %
I HRRAELT X LA, Hrdh &4 #5% CT (high resolution CT, HRCT)MXf T-3& CT, mlk5#kE i,
MR BT EANE, HEAHEENPE, 1650 CT 2178 CT P L, X RIAI S, 1E
IR S SR e AT A A, 0 I G T BE A 2 (M X EE, PR AR A 2R IR g
CT AHXS T8 CT fEA =/ MRI 7 AP IS L% B o R LR S AR, i s R e et »
FIES TR, REAEYTEBRERE, B CT KERENEK, ¥5 S5, HIEAK KA R
THEERAE, SEUSWEK, KGR E2Z5]; PET &M ohee il B4 0 TG4 % 4%, PET A
PR E A% A BRI, 8 I  EA 7R BRI BN T 0 A ThREARPIRAS . AT 399 1 f

DOI: 10.12677/biphy.2021.92006 44 HE IR


https://doi.org/10.12677/biphy.2021.92006
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Wtn &

CWr, (AT EEEF R, AL A 18] AL S B PEERR R AN, A B 5 PET-CT /&% PET FRHUT
SRS CT B &R T L6 00T, JCHAEXHS W il T, 3R BU% B L 5l ) PET 5%
CT S &[6], 4RI PET-CT P HIEim &, HEGTHER, BIERER, WM, WArE—EnR
FRAPE R AREATE, FFALE K.

I 55 il e 7 25 10 56 (national lung screening trial, NLST) & B, {3 F CT X i dkA7 o2, Ml sET- 3R tb
) X BT K 1 20% [7], CT fedkid & T v R0 A 10 B8], &l 1 @R 1 RIESS i, IR
RMETEPEGE T S R M S5 RN CT P X 5l

(A)

Figure 1. Representative CT images of pulmonary nodules. (A) Benign; (B) Primary lung

cancer; (C) Metastatic lung cancer
1. BREMMIGET CT BigR. (A) RM%; (B) RLMARE; (C) BB MME

3. FiEBEREIREN A

H 1T R8I H BRI it B A i B g e CT HH R M 4dE A LIDC-IDRI (lung image
database consortium and image database resource initiative, LIDC-IDRI) [9]1% 4} & 2%+ LIDC-IDRI FFiE 4L
PEAE (3£ [H 2016 4EHli%5 1520 Hr (lung nodule analysis 2016, LUNAL6) [10]3k A& Z& U5 K dh 45 .

3.1. LIDC-IDRI ##&EE

LIDC-IDRI %4 2 (M 4E A https://wiki.cancerimagingarchive.net/display/Public/LIDC-IDRI), H 7 4>
RO 8 NEZEFAR AR ILRGAE AL, Mg S A L SR T — MU A T BIARHE[9] .
AR RS T 1010 NA R 1018 EMETERIE CT 3 B [10], R 17 A 44 i
B, 4= 5 0.6~5.0 mm, 512 x 512 8%, 45715 K/ 2.032~68.431 mm., & —/Mp il 1242t T DICOM
XML PIZRAE R, Herh DICOM 15 B — M B 35 5Kl PR i AR e CT $94# BR, XML STR(AT
P RARGE T )BE T AXAMRGIERAS B, ZSUe s 1 PUALE 560 F 5 1M R8O A A AT R 58 —
BB G E R R 45 R [11], 26— B BONE S B, AU RHE A ST B A A AN, FRRid
VBT =MER L —HRAE, =R G008: 4TER >3mm, 4 ES <3mm, JE4T(ER >3
mm). 2B BORAEE SR B, BB R AR A A O BRI DA R A = A TR R R A I BE 44 A
it RJEPHER AL R XFE R BO i ERig e CT W H 2 ERIX CT Hfih R n] G s 31 BT i
HIREE T, AN sl R A FRyE— Bk .

3.2. LUNA16 #iEEE

LUNAL6 %4fs % (M 4k https://lunal6.grand-challenge.org/), #&T LIDC-IDRI ##5 /%, # YA EE >
2.5 mm ) CT EHEE R, [ £ BRI AREAEESEAN BRI Fr (1), i 28 43 e 75 888 £ CT, 34
J2J% 0.45~2.5 mm, 5717 K/ 3.25~82.27 mm, Herfffe 1~4 44 DR R I AR 1 45715 08 20 5 9 2290, 1602,
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1186 1 777. LUNAL6 %4 et /0 3 fi & Kbk HEAR > 3 mm W& E SUNIEREAR, A 1186 /.
BT LUNALG $dE 419 10 4> subsets, 45 subset 41, CT E{% LA Metalmage (mhd/raw) % =77 .
A . mhd SCAEERAFAEAE — AN b ) raw HEI SR . LUNALG Bhi €5 NFAN S8, 45 TR0 A e BH
PR, BRI AR AN SEIEAES T TR RS0, annotations.csv $E 1186 H%HE, B TRERE S
SEATHITH PO AR LA R G55 K/, candidates.csv SO TR IR TS L AR T SR 0 AR KR B2
F3re gt eSS

4. Fh&RT ST KRR

BUE 2, ARG BRI BN THRIURHIE, PR ARG N 43 2828 R AT X AN 5] 2031 1) P 45k
17532, ARG N AR - 7 A BR FE 77 B (histogram of oriented gradient, HOG)454iE . Gabor $#/EAll Haar
FRAE, XSS TN TAFER . 459K/ BBEE . TRAR. SUEELL A B [12]. B TIREE % ST I 8 5%
KEeE R 40 B 205 2 28 G2 IRIEHRFHIE, o0 e i) B G SR 8 2505 sk BRI A
TRHE, e LAEMBRHE R AN 2 RIS IE AL, FFR IR (O HERA 2 . 5 e 10 55 22 S PPN i v SR I
Al HE AR RN [13], BB E MR I T B 3hgmidds(autoencoder, AE). R BE A5 & 2% (deep
belief network, DBN). £/ 3% /K 2% 2 Hl(deep Boltzmann machines, DBM) LA K 35 FH 14 [} 4% (convolutional
neutral network, CNN), 1H2& H#iH T4 7 0 5 8 £ 9 AE. DBN F1 CNN. 44K, s 5 44
SRR R IR AR EEE, X RE 1 e 28 SE LB R 2 1 BAT I R B SURITR

4.1. BTHREANTHFHERIRLET 57K 5R

LGB 5 R T BN THEHURAE, PR S N 7 28 DT AS 5] 2800 () SR AT 4026, b
TR 2 FoR o Liu [14)25 @ SR B BB AK 7 & CT o 24 AN 22450, S &35 T RSF s fEmE, A
FALRAE oy AR BEAT U B B0 AIE 5K 0 A 225 5% (1 20 P o8 f i E A R T JA 74.3%. Samuel [15]%64E CT
75 A BN AN 5 PR 51 PP SR USR5 R AE 4R, R 23 R 3R AT I R T B0nIE , PO e i B e i 1)
Ja B2 R A BB R UHER Ry 80%. Samantha [16]554 MU CT B - 4515 ERFIE . il SEBRFAE LA K 4>
JRRHE, B ST LA D ) BT B SR BRI AT B, B S R B i R R SRR PN TR
k% (artificial neural network, ANN), L E —3%, BEATUIZRAARAE, 3 20H 45T RSBV 7 2d e
HA[IE 96%. Hugo [17]55 75 53 Bt AN [RI AR B IrtRg (100 T8O ZH 2R AIE I R M 1 ik DR 30 A R O R T
M CT Hr B2 B DU R 2 A4 AE 43 2 IR R B . R B TRR L Rl PRI SO DL B /N AE ,
TP Ffrth i 56 A TR S FRD I PG S5 D 35 LR R TR ARG Bl s 5 2% % TS 4L 27 0 Sk g ) T Js RN S8 AiE 5 A
IRBRVER, H FUBUR 4 SRR HE S ZE R R IR WA OC . Wang [18]55 {3 LIDC-IDRI 48 P, W\ 593 /Mg A
1 CT EME R FEHL T 150 AU 22454, R BEHLARMR B 7% (random  forest, RF)M 150 AMRFAIE e £ 5 2%
FRIESE, W2 15 N B WA 8 00 58 20U 4 2R AEAE D9 S a1 & 1L (support vector machine, SVM)[F)
BN, BEATUIZRIGE, S ZTE TR 1) R ST 20 2% b T Ik 31 ) B A7 IO HERA % 76.1%.

" H—p:
FEAS SR

Figure 2. Processing flow of machine learning algorithm using artificial features
B 2. RAATHHERN R F I FELIERIE

;2
PR AT T 5
YIZREL T
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4.2. BT REF IS5 EMAR

4.2.1. EF SDAE HIFbET 7 £HR

H i 2 — P G M B S R R 4%, F TR IESE ORI EHE 6 4 . A T 1) B Bh A 2%t —
MaANZE. — MRS EM— M ZER, WK 3 PR, M —# o2 A mibdsh=1(x), &
R A ERRE MRS =g (h), RIGHER x D55 T g(f(x)). WNZTEHUR, HERgmLEST
AP EEAAAD A SRS % Hh 2 SR E— DA« iR X B 4t 25 (stacked AE, SAE)H £ JZ AE HEZ ML,
— 2B LART— 2 M FBAFAE 5L, B B R L&A S A FIE . 76 SAE [N 5]\
P ST IMEE R A SR AR, IR Rz A RE SRR, e B R ) s E B4 S 25 (stack denoising
AE, SDAE). Chen [19]58 NJT K T =42 AF55 %5 211544, A\ LIDC-IDRI Hifs & B ALiz X 2400 4551
NREA, SRR THRE Haar FR1EAT Hog ##1iE, FIH SDAE F1 CNN Xt MEARTRIURERHE,
VUFPRAE HEAT SAAE N AT 55 2 SR (N, A T J7 (% SDAE HIIN, FEFEA R ST M 28 x 28 1) 4k
BERAH A 1 x 784 H—4E4ERE, @it SDAE I E %], 2N 100 4EHREVE B MEAR REE,
SDAE TEULHI 7t HHAE N — ARSI, 28— ZRRGBUZE XS BRI E 70400y 7 200 i1 100,

Figure 3. A simple autoencoder network

El 3. —hiE A B B URAD BRI 4%

4.2.2. BT DBN HIBbZE 4 KR

DBN 570 452 BR 3% /K 24 2 Ml (restricted Boltzmann machines, RBM), DBN ] A8 2 £ 4 RBM &
W HE B R i — AN BRI 2 N 2%, B RERT ME N — A B TR E 22 2], Wl LR 72588
TR E 2. R [201545K DBN 5] AJitigh 1511 RS, EH LIDC-IDRI 4% & #2096 44571
TERIGREAR, TAFEARRRHESEZH 4 ANTTHOBIR. KEE . SRR E) BRI 87 ANASE] HIRHIE
PR, W5 DBN 402588 B 3 A~ RBM 41K, KU =4~ RBM JIZif3 254> DBN 4524, @il K
B, % DBN HIEEZHCN 3, BEE sk kv 90, 120 190 /M 15 41, RBM YIIZR: ) % 0.12
I P 286 T UK B A VERE,  ZEDINRER 11 73 SR HERA 22 =ik 95.3%.

4.2.3. EF CNN BIfp&EH 9 R
BRI 2% 2 —Fh I B ST B, — RN BRE. WLE. SEEENHE L )Z
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FIEG, BA R BUBEIEZ . TRFE R AZ I8 R SRR, X EUR IR i TSORn i e S5 R IR L
m AR g, BREE M2 IR, IR ARG, AFEKNPERUZ AT DL ECA [ [ R
GE, KZEGRGIRBOGAGAM ML IRZRAE, 2GR 5B SRE, 0 ii4h 5 10 70 B R Z R
SEMELLA 2RI, BRI E AN CNN R DA, A 22 il 15 14 R0 ST #8 2 FH B CNN, AUE L2 8 Tk
LA BRRARAY 24 T DL AR 2 AL RE 11, CNIN IR USSR E 0 P e IR 48 B SR ) — N S B HR 3L
WA EAE YNSRI (I H0 A B0 FE VA 2R DL RO P R MR AR 22 0 i 28 L S ie 0 22, IR e B AT Tl Hh 17 =
g eI, o aldis FBENL SIS (dropout) v, ik 3 — 1k Ak 3 (batch normalization, BN), DA% F ikt
P WX 28 30 AT ZHT AR AN 2% ST 1R I R R 3 8 R 2 1172 AL R

TERTSE T 2, W IR B % 2 78R —4e B2 [ 4% (two dimension convolutional neural net-
work, 2D-CNN). = #E#&F2E X 2% (three dimension convolutional neural network, 3D-CNN). £ iR £ ] &
2 A1 22 0 2% (multi-stream multi-scale convolutional neural network, MMCNN) .

Lecun [21] [22]%#7F 1989 4F ¢ KR B RUHA 4L, T 40 THERE A BR UL AT B -F- I ghAnim it
PIARICEEARN L, FECUR GRS MG R B 2 IS AR RE . B AR o (3 KA L
THEBE I PESE T, Krizhevsky [23]5517E 2012 fEGIFTM T HiAE H TR 28 15578 AlexNet, - HiZAx
BIFEMAEY ImageNet SEFEHIRTGEE— 44, [t AR 22 I 2% 75 MG AT 1) 17T 32 (%) S FH AN PR 1R R e
25, N SRR 2 g B, i VGG NET [24]. ResNet [25] A1 GooleNet [26]. Ky 2D-CNN
7 BGOSR AR 75 R I, AR TH AL v U AR Bt — B R Rk ke, BRI Z RN 7208 2D-CNN
I TRl EE T 12038 . Hua [27]457E 2015 4E4 2D-CNN N T iligs 5 120 25, e WAL S8 Lo
Wiz KavERe A A2E . BN HIE (2 Wl A 88 4 A1 TV R S m e e S5 10 R, 1207 VE I3
ek H T LIDC-IDRI, H1 1010 44 B K VR CT BB 4k, MEHRE ik 2545 MEAEK
T 3 mm PSS T REAT S . A, ZITVEREUE N 73.3%, FEREEN 78.8%, LAERE R TESMT
A2 258 . Rekka [28]%5 | FHH A CNN M55 BISLEURIAE, FR@E L AME PR SR A S . A
[FIA B RHEREAT A3, I SVM 2R3 AT s W SR 4 1 a2, AR BN HER % ik
91.99%. RiVE[29]55 1 Jexf LIDC-IDRI ##E 5 h i CT EURIHEAT 1 HISRAF 45T EHR, SR EHIH
CNN ZATRFESEEL, A RFoK A4S R HE b N — A 192 4ER4FIER, &5 FI A Logistic 4328 8% it AT 1557
SR, IS T 84.4%M /K458 . Shen [30]554H T — N2 B BIRMA ML, it WA [F R
) it 5 1 BB P R B T R AE R AR 3K RGBS T 2 (R e B v, SRS R BRI [A] — AN 45 49 B = AN R RUBE
(A AT AL G, FIAE]—/> SVM 8L RF 20 R38R 45 1T AT 7028, HERi 281X 86.8%. B0 4h HilE
BH, VR BESE STAE iS5 15 43 RS |2 B R F i 5t

A&, 2D-CNN 2 ERIFLEATSIARE R, ARRMUIGR G, Liu [31]554E 2017 42 % 3D-CNN
JS2HI Tl 4515 73 25 K483, 3D-CNN S5t a1 4 fios, Liu [31]58 ¥t 1 2 MR S5 H4 1) 3D-CNN 7EAH R
B SR AT VN GRAN IR, I8 X S 45 ST AR i) ROC AT PEAL , 3 tH 1t BRI (R WX 28 S o 5
I LR WL 14> 3D-CNN ) AUC 4 0.732, 25 2 4~ 3D-CNN [1) AUC 4y 0.698, %3256 4k &2 1T 2D-CNN
FHFXFEE 3D-CNN FIZUR, sEatah % 1], 2D-CNN (1) AUC 4 0.688, /NF- 3D-CNN (1] 0.732, i 3D-CNN
IRCRERF . SEBRIER], 3D-CNN RCREAEF, IF BANTR KSR € LR, 8 AW ) A B
T RGMH—D5EE, e TS IS H e MR rE. (22 3D-CNN fA{ERHER 2 . Bdi EiRoAmM
THEL I TR 55 1)

Ciompi [32]5 82 H T — M N H T MR i 1) 5 T 2 i 2 REEBR A M 7%, W2 R2 RES
FRPHZE AN T AT 7 BISE AR B ER A, W] DA ELHR AR PR S UR MR o AH LG T 3R B — ROBERFIE (1) A A
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LM%, Ciompi [32]55 i 2 AT B8 4 FH i SR 2 S I 45 1 ) = 40K, et 1R I3 2 RN
fiE, NI SE 0 R T Bl 25 51943 28 . Zheng [33]45 42 H T —Fhf & RUBE R RS SN 22 R AIE Rk & 32 B (R0 VR B2
LRI M 2% STM-Net. ZM 28 AT LUBCK/ N BAR, & RANE 73 B3 1 BUE . PR R B 2 HOR =l
EFE(ZSDB)FR AL CT #di g, MhER A R IMMmEdE S, FrE BRI A EARSS . 1% 5 1200 It it des i
SEATHIREE AT AUC 43918 95.455%F1 0.987. Shen [34]25 5% FH 22 45k B A5 A0 22 j 28 xof F5 AR A1E ] v i BT
A, KRG EEEE, X LIDC-IDRI B E3E4T 7L, BBk ki Ris 3
87.14%, AUC %% 0.93.

& O
/ ORRK
O O O— 4,
ERRRNN —’O"‘:':::O o__»"i'l
w oo
WALE 25\ —
e \ O N0 axw
o ‘o
IR
I /|
| |
LR R Ve

Figure 4. Structure diagram of 3D-CNN
[# 4. 3D-CNN Z5#9 ]

4.3. BIREKAIERE

H AR A TR R AT 451 70 AR T, FZERIA A2 LIDC-IDRI A4 2, (2 RSB VAL
PR BTN FE R AR P AN 1) R 4 7 s s R A Al 28545 ROBIER 5 AN PPl 1
I A5 0 R S VAN IX A E P B AT @ FRidi 5 (extensible markup language, XML) SO H 42
I, s 5 FioRs 2) IR AEER AL 157 AN NS B 4 SRAE Il 4510 1 OB PE S TN, XAV
&R H “tcia-diagnosis-data.csv” , WK 6 Frm. EWIMA MRS R “ Shrdt” 240, HR%2
Wid7ik, X BT IEe W ER ML T AT T2 W vk [35], B LUKERIF “ Snit” 2 W7k i s T
W 70K TE B R AR Lo

X —E3[36]55 K H LIDC-IDRI ZHi4E, K 4 A7 fs s L= 2R X451 ROBPERT 5 A WVPAS 7N
it 45745 P BB SR PPN, 3X 5 N FMVPAG R 7 B9 AN 1 B 5 R EER, o3 Hokk e DU 25 15 R B R 12
1M 5 3 AR — AN S5 A B AR RSB VRN 3T, BT 3 RSB, KT 3 RPAR M, ST
SR E « I AAE] 2637 MIHLEFTFEA, Hrp 1361 A RYEFEA, 640 AMBHEREA, 636 MAHIE
FEAS, AN E FEAR - 9256 . fi Jo 72 32 H 1) DenseNet-centercrop-BC /1 4% AUC J3 i fx i 7] 3% 51 0.9313.

Devinder [371%F| ] LIDC-IDRI Z#E & F2 (L1 157 /Mo A 2 Wi 4 RAE il 515 16 RSB TP
X 157 Mg Sk B TR SRR BT EX =MFR, =SS0y Rk, 5
RAETEAE RNV, ARG T 3O R 5 A 6T i 22515 1) 32 LB, 12 W7 5 SRAE 9t 4851 1Y) R SRR S 0T
W Nt e hnitE . TJE, AW SR U il 25 15 O 2 R eV E N R B bR, (E B 3hZmbd o B Il g 2l
W, ARG T 75.01%M R PE.
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<?xml version="1.0" encoding="UTF-8"?>>
- <lidcReadMessage xmins="http:/ /www.nih.gov" uld="1.3.6.1.4.1.14519.5.2.1.6279.6001.1308168927827.0">
- <ResponseHeader >
<Version>1.7</Version>
<Messageld>1151420</Messageld>
<DateRequest>2006-06-05</DateRequest>
<TimeRequest>17:05:26</TimeRequest>
<RequestingSite >removed</RequestingSite>
<ServicingSite>removed </ServicingSite>
<TaskDescription>Second unblinded read</TaskDescription>
<CtImageFile>removed</CtImageFile>
<SerlesInstancelid>1.3.6.1.4.1.14519.5.2.1.6279.6001.303494235102183795724852353824 </SerlesInstanceUid>
<Studylnstancel1D>1,3.6,1,4.1,14519,5.2,1,6279.6001.339170810277323131167631068432</StudylnstanceUID >
<DateService>2006-06-05</DateService>
<TimeService>17:05:26</TimeService >
<ResponseDescription>1 - Reading complete</ Respo nse[)escﬂpt[om
<ResponseComments>Merged, reader anony . linded resp /ResponseComments>
</ResponseHeader>
- <readingSession>
<annotationVersion>3.12</annotationVersion>
<servicingRadiologistID>anoenymous</servicingRadiclogistiD>
+ <unblindedReadNodule>
- <unblindedReadNodule>
<nodulelD>3</noduleID>
- <characteristics>
<subtlety>5</subtlety>
<internalStructure >1</internalStructure>
<calcification>6</calcification>
<sphericity >3</sphericity »
<margin>4</margin>
<lobulation>1</lobulation>
<spiculation>1</spiculation>
<texture>5</texture>
<malignancy>3</malignancy>
</characteristics >
<roi»
<imageZposition >1550.5</imageZposition >
<imageSOP_UID>1.3.6.1.4.1.14519.5.2.1.6279.6001.498089111228175009979138545584 </imageS0P_UID>

Figure 5. Part of the XML file
5. ¥4y XML X4

A B c D E E
Diagnosis at Diagnosis Primary tumor site for metastatic disease Nodule 1 Nodule 1
the Patient Method Diagnosis at the Diagnosis Method
i Level 0 = unknown Nodule Level  at the Nodule
TCIA Patient ID 0=Unknown 1=review of 0=Unknown Level
1=benign or radiological 1=benign or 0 = unknown
1 non-malignant images to show non-malignant |1 = review of
2 | LIDC-IDRI-0068 3 4 Head & Neck Cancer 3 4
3 LIDC-IDRI-0071 3 1 Head & Neck 1 il
4 | LIDC-IDRI-0072 2 4 Lung Cancer 1 4
5 LIDC-IDRI-0088 3 0 Uterine Cancer 0 0
6 LIDC-IDRI-0090 2 3 NSCLC 2 3
7 LIDC-IDRI-0091 ) 4 urothelial carcinoma 3 4
& LIDC-IDRI-0100 3 1 Testis 1 il
9 LIDC-IDRI-0118 3 0 Prostate 0 0

Figure 6. Part of the “tcia-diagnostic-data.csv” file
6. #84> “tcia-diagnosis-data.csv” 3

4.4. MEETZ A,

— B TS R SR A, WA RIS oW, E R 5, IR E RSk
POt 45 1T Ve B AT 2 R T, AT 2 20 R0 SO N It A S IR VE R BE AT SR 2R, (RS T
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