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Abstract

Background: Develop and test a multimodal Al system based on convolutional neural networks to
predict the invasion depth of early gastric cancer (EGC) and assist clinical formulation of endoscopic
submucosal stripping (ESD) treatment decisions. Methods: This study retrospectively collected a
total of 11,662 endoscopic images of 902 patients diagnosed with early gastric cancer and adeno-
carcinoma by pathological diagnosis from October 2018 to April 2025 in the Affiliated Hospital of
Qingdao University, including white light imaging (WLI), narrowband imaging (NBI) and indigo-car-
mine dye contrast images. The convolutional neural network (CNN) based on the EfficientNet-B0
architecture is used for model training and testing, and the model performance is evaluated through
internal image verification and external human-computer comparison experiments (including im-
age-based and case-based evaluation). Results: In the internal test set, the WLI model has the best
performance, with accuracy of 87.6%, sensitivity of 89.1%, specificity of 85.2%, and AUC 0.8836;
the accuracy of WLI + NBI models is 85.3%, and the AUC is 0.8634. In the human-computer compar-
ison experiment, the Al system has an accuracy of 86.65% and a specificity of 87.47% at the image
level, which is better than that of endoscopy doctors in terms of all aspects. After integrating infor-
mation by majority voting at the case level, the accuracy of Al has increased to 92% and the sensi-
tivity is 93.75%, and the advantage has been further expanded. Conclusions: Our study developed an
Al system capable of predicting the invasion depth of EGC from multimodal endoscopic images, and
the diagnostic performance superior to that of endoscopists. The model shows strong standardiza-
tion and generalization capabilities, which has the potential to assist clinical decision-making and
promote diagnosis homogenization.
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1. 518

e 2 v R R B — IR IR, R R AR DB T R AR DU K R BRI [1] . -4 15 & (Early gastric cancer,
EGC)2 15 R TR Z ARG 20 B, ANEH MR . AFPTBU B R =AU AR K
Z5: FUH BB ERAL, RIERERIEEN, BAS M ER, RERIL, SIGTT, S
U BT 4R ZHCR I B e Z R R R R R I S R e B AR ), AR R 2 B mis i Ak
TRERIA2] 3] R E B AU, @l FARBATHIGIEYIRIGST, AR EIL 90% [4].

PN BE T b5 R 325 AR (Endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD)& VA 77 R i FEFBL, AR RIRA
PG ARIEEFTRE (AR BRIRITIRME) , ESD MIEREARE: 1) SR EM e, i,
AR N 2) AR, AltE, BEARDNT 3ems 3) RIOMEIRIE N, Tolts, BEANT
2 cm [5], [RICAERRITfh 12 2B FE X T HRoE EGC IMI& iR YT SIS B OCH 2L, JUH R FREHIW AR5 T
LR R, AT E R A RE 2 ESD.
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H HI v T 5 7 VA A 8 EGC IRIETR L A2 e 5 i B 48 W Bt v BN LT 2 4314 (Computed tomog-
raphy, CT). 7 P 53(Endoscopic Ultrasonography, EUS) 1 1E H 1 & 5t Wt /2 /4% (Positron emission tomogra-
phy, PET). {4 NBA BT IR N 85 N RO 4 E @ &, MR ER >30mm. BlER
2L, RIMAN ., DZam. FE TRl UKRTERIER[6]. BiéE R BRE 2R
I, PR H RS W BE. 257 % FK (Narrow Band Imaging, NBI). ik A 4% (Magnifying endoscopy,
ME)% . it B 85 B0l 75 A B A 2 0 e Jahe 2 75 5 PR T B2 SR AN R E I RE 1298 70%~80% [7]-
[9], HWBEZW RIS ZRAREN . 3. WEREAEZR K&,  HARHE) THilm & T IR
FRAEER™ . SW B SRS BRR[10] [11]. PRIk, FEAREAAE MR SEIUAS RSP 2 ) [R5 Ak 12 18T
Fe AR T B S R KT S

N LF e (Artificial intelligence, AR L 7E 2 ARSI N A, RS Ti2W. @Itk
SEMNTIGE T . #5024 M 4% (Convolution neural networks, CNN) /& —Fh B HVR 22 SIR RS, £ B4
FUZ AL E LI UG DB B AR, R B 3 UG RO R I 2Rt T S BURR e REAIE, SEIEE A 43 25 [12]
[13]c CNN fEEME 7 T R E R H, i b B T B S 2 T 2 ] S ke e b, A B4 )
P BTIZI[14]-[17]. BT Nagano 25 A\ {5 FH AN 5] 7 AN R 25 BRI S5 1 e RV TR FE 1K) AL, A58 85 0
FERAR (WL HEROR % 15 BAR (NBI)FEE G5 L A% (Indigo) s 54~ R Ze AT I 5 A TR B 8 4= 2208
B, BIRIRT mT 4% mAER R [17]. (IS R A A S gt R B e, ST RARKIR D, AR A
AR ZR CNN 7EFRIEVR B R A, Gl K5 ST UG 64 TSR, LAVRAG CNN BoR R T
EGC 2R E M T 47 1, 5 B AR VR DAl IR R B, JRTE R IR N B A R EGC R 1 it
BT

2. MRMRERE
21. \RMRSEIT

AW TS — TR B LA 7T . FRATT IRl U B8 T+ 2018.10~2025.4 1) T 5 K 2 B Jeg I e LA S
8 DR B B R B 1 B Bt [X. P 85 o AT PR B A 25 i DR I i T 45252 ESD VIBRERAMRHIIBR e 203 B2 I
R SR R o FRATT B S A P AS 5] A8 2% 1R T AN TR R 82 1 15 B L I AL Y, R 5 3RAT TS Y
IS UEERVID VRS T AL AL X 53 6 I8 P4 e O B0 T 9 BB i B i ge i, FRAT 1S AR BB IE SR M L
BT WBERITE AR X 7 Fh I AR N 2K . SR TARRAR B KNGS W 1. A
WRISE] T H 5K FEW B ER S A 21 S EGEES: QYFY WZLL 30799). AHF AN T
[ B P A, SR EBCN R R] R R B FANAS R AT 1 b HE . SRS IR AR UHE Y A WLINBI
VCRC ) EE . ARBR IS T . Rt . RSB R B IR A8 T B R 5

2.2. BiREMBUEALTE

2.2.1. BuEEE

AT TSR IR B A0 1 0 B e R IR R R A B B AR R o, BB AE RGP R
KEEE T, DAL B S AR E SR 4

e PREE ARG BAFEEES . PRSI ZR G AR B AR IR . P9 BEAS 25 BRI G ERRAE ok KNy o3
fir. RETEA. BB . LLESD BANEIA G B0 H% PR S5 2 WifE 2 2810 “EhriE” , B
0995 PP ER A B 2 R BRI (R 10 4F TARAI0) A8 kAT, M4 A A 44U (WHO) AL R 4
FER 5 RRARHERI R BRI AL o B 1 (1) S SRS SR R AIE R IR B2 R oA 2R AL, [RS8 AR TR
IR BE MR VIZAEN. Wl TR E AT BB s . e b g 5% DL B BN DR AL
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. R kA S BHTIE
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ERRIEE
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HiER ANBIU NBI. SZBRBEE R RIE IR 6: SMEKRITE
HEEE o
KR
-3
&
=
A4
BB ERAREHES R
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= ER WL, NBI. EFEGNEFROIGSH
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Figure 1. Complete workflow diagram and inclusion and exclusion criteria

E 1 BN TEREEURMNEGRREE

Hl TS I EG ALV ESE FOL AR (WL A7 AR (NBI) BER g de st th %, BFEFE—&
BEMEAZIER, RAAREMEREGWE 2 Frox, WEE AN PG, 774 768 x 576 L & 1920 x
1080, K& AT 5B EHA B IT 7B, Wit — D AREEE 2 etk . fERdE A B
B, BATRYE U HEBRARAERT UG EAT 701k HEBR T A R IChRIC s B e i, DA BRDRZRid I
SRIBHEH L. B IR, BORIEUR AR S B S 2 I = A .

222 BEIFESREREH

Jiv A VAR A B 2 D 5 0 B A2 0 B S A 3 PR L BEAT B oA, BIVRAMBE P9 (M) AN T 4R 0
H(SM). fEFRERET, FEEEBICURW A FEARER R I, EEM SR R AR, &
— 5K I H P A% T S AR B AR (5000 1 LA B Y B AR 2250, 100 B AL ESD TR 22 560) 58 SIS IE 5E s
FEARIETTVETT I, P 22 1070 i 2422 )t OB AL 5, RIS 98 R BB AE B, ARt it K/,
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Figure 2. Representative images of EGC cases of submucosal cancer and intramucosal cancer in the endoscopic standard
database, each including WL, NBI and other imaging modalities

2. MSRARERURE PRI TREMFSIRAE EGC HAIMAREES, 184 WL, NBI IR M KRER

L TREIRARE S O R EAT I 4. 1o JEUR. KM, KBRS BRI — 54t
B, BT ELF R R MRS T RO T AR N, R PRI BEIR P e A
R PR R, EERGZAE R T e/ I BRSNS T RE e AR BERE 2 o R I 5 2 2R O 1R T
BE PRI PN LS A P IR AR BB o PR R dn s B R O B PR A RS AL (0 2 1R 1 36 H A R g e 7
BEATIE . BRI R TRy Tt PR R . AR P B TR R i, A SR
R, BAMEE ST SR — MRS, RERE LIRS R R A& TR,

2.2.3. NHSKMBIERSEBRER

DA 24 5 3 WAL (1 PR B ST AT 1) P B b e 18 » 4% 507 3070 1016 NBIL B e IR I i 42
FEARBEMRAR EIE b, 20 ks A0 NBI th - LE il Dy 8:2 Rl A Eodedle,  BIUIZREERI N FRBGIESE . Y
PRIy R AT 2 T BRI SGAE . el TR PR B, I ARR LRI ZRBE b, T4 AL
BN AESE BEAT A IOAIE o 7> LB AL B 1D MR R AR R I BB LA RE T VL TE B [ — B
JIT A HE RIS AR A 7 BE 28 I S B B R

224 NIEeESAREIDXLEIE

N TR DI N TR R ERE, JATHEAT 17— TN TR BE 5 P BRI (1R B S A i A 1
Eo — NN AR IR SR il Y B 2023 4R 28 2025 FEAE T B R I @ R Bt 1 BE B IX 4552 ESD VIBR If:
IR A ELZ T ON BEE ( EHR T A A, SEA ) S8 PR e o K T O )k Y PN SR i e e SR8t [
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BER %

B AT 5 T UG RN T B (SR AIE , 35993 81 (1 SR K SR FH 2 B 2 S U, — a0 vh 2 30 5 LU U
FIE N IRAIRGIEE R . ABIEINE 2 ML REM. 2 AR IR BIEITA 2 675 % N BEE TR, Ab1y
KZ H5INGABIFERIARE . TR AHEEINYE E COTE ESD 1697 & EGC RETVEAL 7 T HA 2/ 10 4
W, MEIRNBERINTE 2 /F 5 ERW . =R AN SRR B 5t EGC R &7 i £/ 5 F 45
o

23 NIERERBEZX

AR B2 ) MG Bebnide s 002 AR MR AN TR BB ARG AR o X6 DX 43 e P P J 3 288
FRATTRe 1) 52 SR — AN X 5F MISM 1 3 AT 5%, SR JE 30 4 ST BR 0 I £ A5 7Y SE I A A . 4 A 2
BB PR R AR, & e R R 3 45 BB SR URRAE s SR U5 1 R R E S N B — A
Fednr, R R B W 2 BB R AEBEAT LA SR L

BAE A 1972 JF IR EfficientNet Sk HEAT @42 . EfficientNet [ #% .0 6137 75 T30 1 & & 46 Al
(Compound Scaling) /5 i [ B AR AL IR 28 FRITR B2« 5 FE AN N MBI 70 F 2 o A 38 () T 4 o R ad it .
— I YEE (IR T FE B MR BEAT 4B T 1T EfficientNet 45 & 17X =3, 845 BRL 1 B CR AR
FEHRAF R T At . EfficientNetBO iUA{U A 5.29M IS HiE, 1ELRFE s HERE B 5 00 T IE B PRIFIR = ks
FE o BEF R R B E W 405D IR B R RHE, TEX SRR IR 23 P40, 3L 4 B,
R B4 /N 112 0 HRAE BB R )RR AT R E an S0 23 LA 22, SRR AE BN T AR B SUE B 2 .
BRI SERUERAE S, 2 FH AR 20 S5/ N RAAE BRI B 48 FE Dy 2 [k &, A Softmax B0 ek $0k %
gk & BN BUE MUy MISM IIREE, UKV AR Z G A B R 200 o AR BRI I 1 PR R AR ]
A T a0 R 1 3 BiTR .

Figure 3. Visual identification interface of image features during model verification
3. RV IEHA B ERFHEA AT AL IR A B |

24. G FERE

AW FE 2 H AR I AL ZRGULE TN 15 88 4R 2R B 07 Th A R0k S5 HETA 2 o 2245 RATAN F AR
HERAA, BURYE, RrFrE, FHPERUNEECPV). BIVETNE(NPY), @il 2:] ROC #Z it 5 AUC Tl
BERUAE RIS RS TP KIS W BE . T i B, R N TR e R SEAEMER 2 Wk B Py (M) [ EGC €
FHEAR, RGO RE N (M)E SO 1 RIBEYE, W EEORE T (SM ) 0 BIEAME, DAIAR
JE AR SR b e, K AL T R R BEAR 38 D R N e 8 SO ECRAAE, K AL T P R
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FREXNRE TR € SONELIINE, LSRR T — NRE . B85 71, M ARk
R 5 HMHRIGE R, FATOOK 38 WERS B A I B A IEE T M 5 SM A2 5y
BT o BRI BB SE LRI O B 22 T, R RIS L PR A28 | g B s /s s T o B (8 1 L
. N2 ) RARZEBIRE S, 500 I 3RE

o3 AR T DB H 4 L3RR 93847 Pearson R 7565 Fisher AL, ESFREHAME + 4x
HEZE RN I AT IMOL AR t 250 P AE/NT 0.05 #E N B A SR EN . T H S R EdE dt17
Gk ot BRI 55t 3T SPSS Guit (AR 27.0; £ IBM AR R Ak 4.3.3, R
EH ) 8.

3. /R
3.1. ¥REREEBUREREN KA R

AW TR R 3L 902 ANl Forp B Py 41 605 AN, R N4 297 ANRBIL S HT TR E 902
2 B 11,662 TG . Hh I BRI IR EE N BB AR AR R 7 59.0% (n=6881), FiflE N
TEPEIR A BUR 5 41.0% (n = 4781). &I EE T8, FOLEIR b 45.0% (n=5242), NBI E14 17 45.6%
(n=5322), #EMME 9.4% (n = 1098). H&EMFLBHE RN 1 Prox. 2 2668 1 NS 2 b A I 25
NI IR AR 1) 40 A1 2 - 32 134T I 22 S tE e B 7, AHEE 2R, SM 4 MR BLAE i 25 KT M 4H.(P < 0.001).
TEHRFRA b, SM B HR 2 A0 e B AR 43 A B s ) EE A5 B 2 A s (B P < 0.05) . RARTEZS i THI, TR
AR (2a + 2¢)FUIRE R (20) A F m R Rz RS . B2, SM AR = BRI K s s . o
T B R TS AR I A RR T, T FL A R 2R PR PR BRI A 68 o e J31) B e S 7 7 TH W 2 AR S R
FEFto

Table 1. Baseline clinicopathologic characteristics of patients in the training and test datasets

* 1 BEANEREEPHELIRRRIESHER

B3y Eih(n=902) FEAHN=605) FETHN=297) ZitE PH
R, FIIME £ trdEE 62.45 +9.25 62.14 + 9.54 63.08 + 8.65 t=-1434 0.152
RN, CPIME £ AREZE(em) 214119 2.03+1.09 2.36+1.38 t=-3.904 <0.001
A, (%) 2=0.155 0.694
Sk 676 (74.94) 451 (74.55) 225 (75.76)
Z 226 (25.06) 154 (25.45) 72 (24.24)
&, HE(%) 22=5204 0.074
BLE=0c— 145 (16.08) 108 (17.85) 37 (12.46)
Bh=n2z— 235 (26.05) 160 (26.45) 75 (25.25)
BTN=02— 522 (57.87) 337 (55.70) 185 (62.29)
KIEGIFE, (%) - <0.001
Type Is 6 (0.67) 5(0.83) 1(0.34)
Type lla 231 (25.61) 168 (27.77) 63 (21.21)
Type Ilb 161 (17.85) 121 (20.00) 40 (13.47)
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BES
Type llc 265 (29.38) 173 (28.60) 92 (30.98)
Type lla + Ilc 236 (26.16) 138 (22.81) 98 (33.00)
Type III 3(0.33) 0 3(1.01)
WHO Ji #5328, 8 (%) - <0.001
i o A R 148 (16.41) 108 (17.85) 40 (13.47)
A i 389 (43.13) 258 (42.64) 131 (44.11)
Ko b e 173 (19.18) 94 (15.54) 79 (26.60)
BTk 41 B e 84 (9.31) 61 (10.08) 23(7.74)
B R A e 49 (5.43) 29 (4.79) 20 (6.73)
TSR N 38 (4.21) 37 (6.12) 1(0.34)
R e 21 (2.33) 18 (2.98) 3(1.01)
HARE S, HE (%) 22=4.264 0.039
LB 624 (69.18) 432 (71.40) 192 (64.65)
R 278 (30.82) 173 (28.60) 105 (35.35)

2 KIIRGH, -: Fisher KA, t: t4R540.

Table 2. Distributed composition of internal training set and verification set in endoscopy database

2. NREIRE PRI EFMLIEER S ER

grse LAl 3

WL B4,
By 4H 2574 644
FETH 1619 405
it 4193 1049

NBI EIf5 4, %
RN H 2309 578
R A 1948 487
&t 4257 1065

BER AR b e e G 4, B

RN - 776
FRTAH - 322
&t - 1098

3.2. RESHTIEEE: ETEGRHAREIE

¥ RIS IF A A R 4 SR AT TR AR PR, DL WL+ NBI 284, WL #5. NBI AL, #eiifiE £
BEAS A HBAIE, BAREHE L 3 iR . EYRUGERR IR AL, HEffiRIL 87.6%, WU 89.1%, 4% /¥
85.2%, WL + NBI @& E1g Ik 2, R 85.3%; NBI R HERGZR 83.0%; &¢I A5 4L L& 1% (Indigo-carmine
dye contrast){f Ay BEAES IE AR R IUARXT LSS, #EMIZRAY 71.8%. i T M EUEMEZR V3 16 52358 T A
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28, WA 4 7. WL +NBI 254 WL A7 NBI AR K] Al 22010 #h 28 T A2 23 5914 0.8634. 0.8836.

0.8426.

Table 3. Diagnostic accuracy of Al system in multi-model
3. BIRTWIEP AL E RS RISENERM

WL + NBI £ & K546 WL F% 4 NBI F {54 BER Pt b et B 15 4
THERF 0.853 0.876 0.830 0.718
HURRE 0.867 0.891 0.839 0.754
R 0.834 0.852 0.819 0.630
A T AE 0.877 0.905 0.846 0.831
IS 42 TN 0.820 0.831 0.811 0.515
10 ROC Curve ROC Curve
0.8 P //’
E /,’/ ‘9 ’//
2 06 5
o P o P i
o P o 27
g 0.4 ,/,’ g /,/
= P = v
0.2 ,// i
3 — AUC=0.8634 — AUC = 0.8635
0.0 T T T T : : T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
False Positive Rate False Positive Rate
(@ (b)
10 ROC Curve ROC Curve
0.8 1 ,/// ////’
o o o F
§ 06 4 ,’/ g ,//
g o2v g ol
% 044 e
2 o 2 s
= " = -
0.2 /” o
/'/ — AUC =0.8426 — AUC =0.7025
0.0 T T T - T T .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

False Positive Rate

(©

False Positive Rate

(d)

Figure 4. Receiver operating characteristics curve for the artificial intelligence system. (a) WL + NBI integrated image, (b) White-light
image, (c) Narrow-band image, (d) Indigo-carmine dye contrast image

B 4. AITEBERZEMNZIRE TIEhZk. () WL+ NBI 24 E1%, (b) WL Elf%, (c) NBI g, (d) &tk - BERELIEERI T L Bl iR
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3.3. Atxttbitie: ETEGEHEIASMBIEIE

DAL AR S5 (045 50 7 M &3 I 50 fiz SM Hi, 3t 100 7%, 3t 629 k&g, Hrhzh
JEL IR 1R U o 42.9% (n=270), R TR H MR (5 57.1% (n=359). 1EHT BRI AN 3%
L, Al RGERTA fabs LA, o2 UHERPEIL 0.8665 FIHr R PEIA 0.8747, BAABGREINZE 4 iR,
WELEET T, Lo BURNE 0.7963 AHXS R, (HAFFIE. Mt fin Rz .. EETEEBHI AN
Feh ZHHRAR A BT T, Al RGRAR ST T T A ERIT4, #EffZk 0.92, REE 0.9375, EINTEM
5] 2 18 () B e ME A R 0.66 RBUBKEE 0.8 T i,  HAREIE o 5 o

Table 4. Image-based diagnostic accuracy of Al system versus endoscopists

4. BT EUGIEF AN RIS BIS W R

PR T
Al &% TR N BT BRI 2R N B
HER 0.8665 0.5040 0.6343 0.5167
0293 0.8556 0.7963 0.7185 0.6778
S EE0L 0.8747 0.2841 0.5710 0.3955
P 4= T 0.8370 0.4555 0.5575 0.4575
I T 0.8895 0.6497 0.7295 0.6201
Table 5. Lesion-based diagnostic accuracy of Al system versus endoscopists
5. ETRGIEIEF AN LR IE RS BuE R
PR
Al &% LR NEEIT BRI 2R N B
A 0.92 0.57 0.66 0.54
(01 0.9375 0.80 0.74 0.68
5 0.9038 0.34 0.58 0.40
B L0 0.90 0.5479 0.6379 0.5312
[GRE ST 0.94 0.6296 0.6905 0.5556

4. g

PR R A 7 A2 12 W 3 15 9% (early gastric cancer, EGC) B iE /v, T8 N &I T 312 K (endoscopic
submucosal dissection, ESD)/& H B iGI7 B, B 7E LG5 SLBL R B s AR va DI B% . H AT ESD
{14 246 363 38 I UE A AL 7% A P o T R NI T 38 i B VR T BT AN AR RO E B AR, ESERR
R TAEH, BRNRIER L R A S BURTT 7 SOE A GBI SUATIRAELE, R H2 2 T VR B 1R A 43 B
THRIT RS HA EE R

TEARWE LA, FA TR IFFIGIE T —Fh 288 N TR RR(ANBE, %A B8 B T B e 5 25 7 UE (NBI)
FEUZHERG X 5> EGC FIFE P (M) S B0 N (SM)IRil . IR, (1 C G RLLE 2 T2 Witk RE Fa bn
ERIEAM, X AR EE RS T B e AR IE R, OESiG. SUR, MENMmEZ 4
FERFIE; Al BERIRTRESE G 5] 7 G EG H IRZ A DS I 25 B R AE . R IR A B (B R L iRl
TIPS o X5 FOE G IE IR AR IR FE R I DRAE 326, FOC N B R B F e S &5 7
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X WEEIRRGIRERE & TEERE, ARGARZERE/N 20 AR (NB) A 7E T 0] 55
FER U E A S R, 5 R g6 e EREN Al RGRMEEFEEREMER. HA
W A RERSAR T BB, mT AR IR A2 A A% 5 G B 2 3G, Al BB LERFAE Rl
AAAE— € IS BIUREHRHMET . H NBI BGOSR EE BoR MO R MR TR ah B . SEM et
ERIURIEEAE S, KT RS, &5 R AR BT REANS, HEae SELe ALRBI EEREA K. )5
Snl % R 2 RS BRI R & SIS, WER FVE R IG5 OCBEARFAE X 3, DLgE— DR T B A S 1)
I RE®

N TR bRIG IR 5, FATEE 1T BUER S 36T B 1 X2 AL EE S o IR B S35
WELERIT T 456 2R A 5L BB 56 FIWT EGC IZIERE, HiREIEIIZI o Z it mE. BENAE. 7
R BORASSE T, AV REAER T 1) “ 2R R, B CZ B, AT A I S B A ) R
MRHIE. Z5RRE, EWGIETR “ 28GR A, Al RS0 R N8 BRI S A2 W bR 5 g 14
BIZHART . Al SRS TR E3RZE R TARBAM AN, AT Al ERD 02
PR HEAR 3 B R A AR AR AE 7 ThT AR 35 o (B RIS, PN B T ik 2 T LR R S B AR R 35, 0
s T AL HI W T AT ESD VIR AR e, SX AT RE SO T I PR oAy i S R TR T L2 R AU
FUBE ) . RS T KR BURE R, (HE0 A KRR IT R R RINE T &K, xR aeFEd
FE A ey, R Ik B ARt B o I W 1T A R G RFIE 3T ARSRPTEEXS “OR I ” SRR, st %
BUERLE . GRS BEGIEIES, STt RG00 5 200 ] 1) ab 3 A

WEAE B 92 O 78 0 IE S Al ZEVEAS EGC WRAETR FE J5 T (1 B 77, F- A A A28 e T R SEEEAil . Yoon,
Hamada. Goto. Kim Jz Chen %5 N BLRYBERI AL . UIZREHE SEms . AMLEME T KBS 55 2
JTHHES) T iZAE A K R . Yoon 25 NJET VGG-16 I ALAE EGC VA FE Tl ER /S 79% MU . 78%4F
S J 0.851 ) AUC, 48 Hi g 7 A FE 2 3 52 AL 6T T 4» B HERf 1 [16]. Hamada 55 A A FH 6 i
e SR N FARGIE R IIGREE, 15 Al RETE MG S0 k2 T 0 #ERA 2893 i)k 3] 78.9% 5 83.8% [18].
Goto FE AHEH Al 5 N BEEE I 2 B R E 1S B 5k, [ 252 71 22 78.0% [19]. Kim %5 N\ & K H
KA 2K 28 0 EGC W2 EIRE, AUC i5%] 0.865[20]. Chen 2% AT YOLO V4 23 T1a/T1b 7035, “F
BN 86.18% [21].

TEMCEEA b, AW T TE RS 2 A BT ISR AL S RS B SR I — 20 ¥ & 1 1 AU PR R
WA AT IR R G LL I VYR F P BT G AR SUTE AL SR IR FE 2 W P 1 22 57, oAb 1 BRAER 90
BN LEA I ) R AERR R SR ms b, REEARSE AR A | ResNet50 J£454 Grad-CAM #EAT A L4k
fife e, BRUE 7RI T RRREE, LN ERIRUE SR HER 2 88.2%, AUC 5 0.942, HIRATEA (12 REAH
M[22]0 ALGERIIREE N 26 38 U Ik B YR (IR S B8 B FER ) AT AR A TR T
EfficientNet-BO 444, HAZOHE RIEIEEAHH UL E =4S G, TEAR UM CREFE AT 181 B 3] 56
R, AT AR RS SR T . ResNet50 B ik E B NS AR IR, B T AR GUIR I 4 b b
JEEWS S5 6] 8, I DA N SR AR5 IR (1) WA 2% 5 56 A5 2%, 1T EfficientNet-BO K T I AT /3 B B A1 RN &2 A 4
RS, HBRAER AT RIS E T IR R S AR AR . B AR IS A TR RS2 IR 1 % A B
% PR, PN BN EERST TAEST A,

SRER, Al RGEAN. E iR BG EUE T GE MG G 55 22 P o o 35 O 4er s e i s 8 0 14
BE, RO FRPR(BUBIE . HERGR & AUC) AR B sl id BEAE 2 50 7t . SR AF R IR T2 90%, $2RA
R 7 AR RO RS T ik FE v o7 XU 77 T B S v I R A AL [N, P Bt X IR 25 A B 5 08 78 1k R AR AT,
ISP FE A AR N AMTEGAIE, AHE T — D iRIA TR X AR JT . AR FUIR I IRAE L AR B AR
By X3 AR EAL B8R AL BRI, — e BT X3k EGC BN B SRHIE, R FRR X3k T 40
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BER %

AWFFAFAE U R IRIE . o, KA P i s NTEIF AN REARGR IR 22 A\ rh e A 28 1) R 3
BRI N TR RE RGN EGC IR 2 WK W AT PRI — R SR 78, B/ — 22T & Wil R e
BUBTFT AP 1% 28 GEAE IR PR SE B B SE PR BN . 28—, RUEARE YL — e e, (Hil 2k
FARIRT BB U, ATREAFAEE R G, SNBSS ERD, FFREATEAME L L RiE. R
KA Rl O S EAR AT ATIETE . 22 b0 RGO ZR AE Hh b IX P A S A R .
JAEBATEAT B E TR HT, (E E AT AR AR 3B 5 s AU A Bk 7 4 B 2 BUES IR R, TR
SO fE DAL PRI PR A WT B R EH 2L

5. &g

g FRTIR, ATV R T — A FE g 7 A B R R R E 2B Al 25, JEEd 5N
A Fff BRI FEAIE 2 7 L SRR RS W Ak . &% WIL + NBI Bl RO A ) 8, Rk sik Bl NiEE )
ML (Attention Mechanism)ak X143 57 ¥ 2% (Dual-branch Network), F =223 380k WLI i) 22 W 5
NBI FF UM ERE, DLEIESCHL 1+ 1> 1 2RI, b B3R B AU AE FL S R I 5t b R B FH e
71, FELrhAHEh ESD YLk, SEPURSHES MR BIEIRIT

SE
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