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Abstract

This paper presents an empirical study on the impact of preprocessing methods on single-source
domain generalization in response to the issue of insufficient cross-dataset generalization capabil-
ity in automatic diabetic retinopathy (DR) diagnosis. Using EfficientNet as the unified backbone net-
work, models were trained on the APTOS dataset and subjected to zero-shot generalization testing
on three independent datasets—DDR, IDRiD, and ISBI—to systematically compare five prepro-
cessing strategies: no preprocessing, Circle Crop with CLAHE, MixStyle only, DRGen only, and CLAHE
with MixStyle. Experimental results reveal significant variations in the effects of different prepro-
cessing methods on source domain accuracy and target domain generalization. Among these, the
combination of Circle Crop + CLAHE achieves the best average generalization performance across
the three target domains while preserving source domain performance. Additionally, style pertur-
bation methods such as MixStyle and DRGen demonstrate strong cross-domain adaptation capabil-
ity. This study presents the first systematic horizontal comparison of mainstream preprocessing
methods in the context of cross-domain DR grading, highlighting the critical role of preprocessing
choices in single-source domain generalization and providing a quantifiable reference for the de-
velopment of multi-center DR screening systems.
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W PR J95 49 W 152975 47 (Diabetic Retinopathy, DR)& 4= Rk i i Py 5 U8 A= A AR 7745 455 112 BH (1) 38 22 5 R 22
—o R IR SR A VORI DR BERMNAMTFB. BMEREEIHARN LR, ETREAR
JREE I EAZ) DR /AR CHAG T RERE. SR, XU ERE AR 2R e B4 L, 2
W T AFEEIT G BB B SR BT R B A 2 R, B “IEAE 7 (Domain Shift) )@, X
FORILE A E BRI R L A B IR Ik B AR A B R R, P EE RS T AR S BRI AR 07 2 (1 A
M

FLYFIRZ 4k (Domain Generalization) & fi# ik A [ d 0 SCsgEe AR 7 1A, 3 B AR R EJRE b 5% 5] — A
B, AR B AR WIS 0 H AR, DA W 7T 32 B B I B B B B A ) SR SR SR U
ANARRFAE, G AnIsnt St 2 4 . XN TR & s DL RS B A3 55 o IR B8 VE MRFIEL AR . a ).
O AR A R T R R RS T 11, O DR 20 B ) S B S VPAL B T O iR A

SR, — AN BEAl HOGHER ) 1] B A0 5 5 4 2 s A N EUR M T S 1AL B 7 5K, 90 5 o 52 M AL
PRI AR T ? TEIGIR SE B, A [F R R IR RS MR AE XS LU RE L DGR WLV Rl B e 7 55 07 THAF A B
K725 o TRARERE AN LG RE 52 IR 13 B L7 BTG (CLAHE) [EIJE# 89 (Circle Crop). MixStyle LA/
DRGen &%, S 2 FH T4 7 MG i & B I8 84, (BAEILE Y DR gz et ser, efiliEs
M A A G SE ) “ AT ACEE D B8 BRIATIE S Ao, B n AR R GorE . BRI PPl . A [H Ak
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PRAH A RN R 2 5 H ARz R FE 2 R B 4k &, B0 MAB R R .
1.2. ARBIEERE

BT, AXBEHANX IR A, FFR T UG 5556 DR 2 G SRz A ME R R 11
SRR T o i G RN 25 25 Mg 0 P A 45 RT3, 3% EfficientNet /E A% — I T4, DLEET kb E
AEPER . LW, 6 APTOS 3 4E[1] E#E47 1%k, J£7F DDR[2]. IDRID [3]#1 ISBI [4] =4~
M7 HAEEE FIFEFREARZANR, RGU6 L TR M R T R S . JETALHE . Circle Crop + CLAHE,
X MixStyle. {¥ DRGen LA & CLAHE + MixStyle.

W PR RGN, ASCHIERAE LR AR S % H Rl M Z7E DR /- s ids 5t Nt
FIRTALFR 77 0 A FRE T G, A TS Al e TAR SR BRI s TIAEE 5 i xR RS FE 5 H AR
ZALRE IR A A TEAU X R, ASCGREE N IX — IR IR IR0k FE s LRIz AL 18 0L
Bivs ST seatat B, ARG — D3R H T A 22 o0 R B I TR B HE 72 B, DU LS R IR B op S
HORIR N BRE YR E B e — P v A R S B T

2. FHXTIE
21 BEEZHEEFEGPHNA

BRI A B TE R I R 2 5] A SO AR M AR, AT (A Y R 832 Ab 2R W 1) H AR 3. 7EER
FEG AR, BT 2 OB RE RS B ERE N A EREESR, B2 ERZR) 2
K. AR, W CHEH 2 Fh A T8 PR AL 555 42 (DR) 4 R IR BE 2 ST AR, 4 Men S5 HI
DRStageNet [5], 7EH—4HE4E FEUR TR IERE. SR, X U R 7 P BUHs S 3 o N AR A Tl 6 35 1 1k
RE R F%, BPIUER . NEMRIX 8, AT FRMAFE A ERE T 2 Mm%, bl
TLBARERME TAE )y DR 40 A5 8 (1) BRIz Ah B85 T B B A

BTS00 ST AR EE SR EL . Ganin 25 A48 H A3 4704 22 9 4% (Domain-Adversarial Neural Net-
works, DANN) [6]/21% /7 [a] [ £8 8 TAF » HoAZ O BAE R TERFIESRINES 2 5 51 NIRF B0 88, @it xF Bl ki
J7 30, ARAAESR IS 27 >0 B 1 RRAE 27 TEE A A ) #45 DX 23Sk L WIRAN sk, AT B X 330 A AN U 1Y)
FHIE . &7 i S MRS S840 0k 5 e R A a4 2k 2 (B R IR, SEIR T IR R IE 22 3],
BRIz AGTR L T B R R S

BT RIS GE i IR A R 3. Zhou %5 A2 H I MixStyle [7177EM A — M AEVIN, WAARH
W2 0] ) 22 57 2 BAREUAE UG e, 08 oSG b, MRARM “IR” M RaE .. E5ik
FEHFAE A% 18] v 6 AS [R)RE A () R e 1 GEAE P R ARAE 2) HEAT BENLIR &, A2 LR 2 REAL ARG 23 A5 1)
WHRHEROR, AERITE Y 2R B2 o RE s e 2 B8 V2 (0 RS A8 4, AN T 398 S A RSt oA LB RS )38 I i
71. MixStyle JTEREHIMREE, THEIFR/DN, 5 THEBRBIDAG MG, &—Mhi s A 80z (s 5
FE.

BT A B A I BEFRIRIZ Ak - Liu 25 A2 H ) FedDG-ELCFS HEZE[8]1H [r) BEFR 2% 3] v 32 Ak [
J, I SR AT A R R AT S SRS A . Ho O AR R IE AL R A G B AT IR
T I A AT S (AR B ) SR ABLALL % O B A A AR A, A5 P I AEOR A B FA I [FT B, BB 52 2] Bt 2
HOLEE 73 AT B Z AR I IRHIER IR o BRI A S S ML, W T RA R Tk
EUIE S RPRRAIE S U

FIRITEMRILLAI AR . RS USSR AN R A FE R T R ARIEm A I 71, 9 DR 43 s A
(BRI AL BRI T 2RO R BR AR . L], Che 25 A tHARXT DR 4) 2 7E K Wi b f0iz fk il SR 1
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LIIWEE[9], BE—DUESE 1707 [ N SRkt . SR, XL 5T 5 B IR TR S 4 i > SR
BT, TR RN R FIAL IR — FE AR 5 A R2 R 1 Sk = RGEPEROIRDS . T, ASORET Uk 5
PR BRI AL BE I FEE, Bk 7 LRRE TR DR 733 IR R 48 30 07 1 2 SR B (O SIE S %

2.2. RIxEGTLER AR

FERE RIp VLI 53 22 (DR) 70 A 55 IR IR RS BB W A2 AR AN 8 U DA S5 e 4% U
22 AR I, X PR B o S R AR R G AR X IS U BE 705t — 2 R 5 e S 7 55 T BRI A
Sisodia <F A\IBTFLRWI[10], & B HAL L 5RFIESR BUT LR WA B CE IR R B i i, 1R T a 2y
RS HIPERE. PRI, FERIRNIZRZ AT & BER BACFIRAR, X T 5 THRRE R IA B S 4 s i AL g
JIRAEEE N T, RSO\ EERRTEA . 0 LRG58 LK WU S A s ==, Mg T —
BRGERI AL EE 5 1 5 SR

2.2.1. BB (Circle Crop)

R P50 o B A B TR (AT DX e, T SR 4 R A AR B R B To oG R B S X . XY
TURDKIANIG I 75 A, BT R TP R IE R 2 2] o i, ASCOR FH BT 88T Seng o &
BHAT A R LIH, i Ao AT A A R0 X el 22 B o BB R i, AR Oy T B S (A 4544

BART S, & el B 7 5 B2 Gar ) 77 32 58 A7 R0 0 JEE DX I i) e R TR I, Bl s DAL ooty ik i
HATRE RGBT, XTSRS IR AT HE A B . 120 R ek /b 7 S M B, A N B 7 A5 (A
orAT BRI —3,  AATT JE SRR AE S IR 14 5N AR R A\ LAl

2.22. MHEEZRABENET EH#{L(CLAHE)

BT AN R AR B #s SOSAR SR AR I 22 5, BRI UG AT AR A AL 50 BE 43 A AN I T ) 0T U BEAS JE 11 1) R,
T FRAE RN AR (5 ik A L s ) Rl e, S o) IS R M o AR G 1 4 S BT ST AL U 1k LR
W TREERNT LR, (A5 S BURR X L BE I g, BORMEFS, HADGRAZ M EGERA . ik, &
35| N EL A2 R 1 38 S L5 474k (Contrast Limited Adaptive Histogram Equalization, CLAHE) %} F{%
HEAT Y5 b F

CLAHE M0 ARG G R N E TR E S AT FHY(Tile), XEEASFH L THE B 5 B I
T, SRIE I AR T HGA S, RPN . 5 RTIEAR, CLAHE 5IN T “XFEHGEE
PR BUE]: R TR T BT BN, BoE — NI A, R R BT B A2 ) A T
FIEIKPEGL, AT BR ] Jo s oof L BE (I FETBOR A R e s o AR Firh, FHRhE N 8 x 8 B E,
HBTHME N 2.0, KERBCH 256. 1%T515RENS 1E DRI BEAA SE R oy A Ao B IR, R 3B 3R TR A2 X
BRI THER S, SRR RO S R I S S AR R R IR B T

2.2.3. MixStyle

TEFSHARERIZ AT S5, YIZREAR 5 MRS 2 8] 1) 50 AT 72 (RIS RS ) o 5 Mo 5 200 2 i P O 2 [
o XPhZERIEERIONEBRBIE . 208, SRS X Gtk RN “ WA g5kt
FaE . MixStyle [2] 7 IEREE TIX—WEE, 8 7ERFIE 25 A R A RIRE AR 1 AR et BT IR G, Ak
BA Z AR A0 BT RHIE R R, TSR 2L 380 A A8 1k

BART 5, MixStyle 15 Tt &9 —1k(Batch Normalization, BN)ZH4FAE K . ®FF—Htill kA,
WAL 79 s A (AR AE TR, B % PR T B (B AT R 22 (B KUK Ge T H ) AR DL — 7 IR o HEAT 28
PEREME, A RURA G IEMARAEZ, FEHHE R h —REGRER KRS ST &, RE G RRHE B AR
FET RGN ARG, S T 55— BB XSS . @ixXfiors, BRI i 2 o Re e B2 fil 21 XUk
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LA RRFIE 731 AT R LIS RS AR AL SN o A TR [21 332 I S B0 L TR G BER N 0.5,
RELARE S M Beta (0.1, 0.1) 70 iR MixStyle EFRAIMRERD, THHITH/ADN, 5 THREBIBA M
gerpo RSO MixStyle {19 — R (1 AL B HES (FEAF L2 AT 1Y ), JF 5 BHRJZ 1 1 CLAHE i
ATXSEE RRA R, AR FU XS S0l 55508 EU R R 538 2 8] P 0 [ 280

2.2.4. DRGen

AN[ET MixStyle ) 8 T-4541E 4% 18] 1 AUk $651, DRGen (Domain Randomization Generation) M %4 25 ik
FAREH R, AL I BE AL A AL SRA I B 5 A0 A o AL SRR AE SR AN ST RIS A AT
TR RN P ACRE T, ARSI\ 2 BRI AT 45 . DRGen (1% O AR FE VI ZRB BE 4N
EUE N — R AIBEHLE) . AR08 BAROC (AR 4, 4GB T FE AR I — R e BB AR M vtk AT
5 2 BRI S A BURRHE .

BAKT S, DRGen X SR I 2R UG UCHEAT 2 4R FE I RAS AR 4, G035 Bt 2 (a1 BL 3 (BE AL B HSV
SANEIE R RR) . R SN LB BENLAR . AR IE . R N, DA AU (R A% s %)
REANAZ AR I ZHI TR ) 73 AT BEALR AR, HARGEAIS SRSZ KA, AT ™A J L o BRI KU 5
AW TSI DRGen HiAZA1 T - P 0.5 IR SAT B EL s (Al (W #2+0.1, MM E4E7K 0.8~1.2, 248
i 0.7~1.3); LA 0.8 HIMEZFHAT XS LU B 5 5 B VR A O LU R4 0.6~1.4, SR mF5—30~+30); LA 0.3 [
ZRUNINE TR (0 = 0.01~0.05); LA 0.3 HIMEZE AT =y iR (o = 0.5~1.5). T 2R 37 M LHES . it
Xy R PRI BE AL, AL VI R B RE S B B 2 T RS AT, M 3 8D 6 APTOS $idfa 4
5 AR VR IO, 3R THEE AR WL H #5452 DDR. IDRID. DeepDRID)_E iz fbfasE M. A C# DRGen
VB —Fp ST B TRAL BE SR NE HEAT R G0 PPAl -

3. Bk
3.1 BETML%

DN HERF PP FIAL B 5 X BRI AL RE AT AR SL 20, AR SCR IS8 — ARG AR 2 M 28 A1 D i TR,
DAHERS 100 2% 45 44) 22 e ) SEIG 25 R B -4 BAKTT 5 5 16 1 EfficientNet /E yZE iR 45, F M LAE ImageNet
EFNGRIBCE AT S H IR . IS EZEE T LUR 518, 1) EfficientNet Z5#4F25E . £ 2 MILE(ES
T IRE, (T S B SRR AT AT AR b 2) Ol B A A RIS A S AR ARHIE R
IRBEIZ MG T RAF-T, BENSCEAS [k Al o0 A B DR ARUE AR RS- R fE s 3) SR ImageNet 3
WIZRBCE ] S R 5 Bz AL BE T BRI, A B T i B2 7 BUR BS 180 50T B PR SR E M T 5 3
{DBUE (P RE g LT}

FENGRERE T, AU 7> 2L NIERE DR 72 L5 (5 0 R4, AR = DR A 25
ANEHASEREETE R TEBRAZE, AR T HEIATEM A SGE . FEE TP 5 SR
HIEREE, DI OREREANSLI A, BT ARy e RS B, 8 AL BE 75 92 g S I
ZACYERERIME— B2 . T BN S S AR AR E . AT AL SR BRI SR T4k
BT AL N R T A A T o

3.2. TRALIRREG &I

BT 2 WO AR E A E LB 08T, Ao 7 R B AR E R AL B S, T R
GEVPAG HLAE S BRI AT 55 P I SERRRCR . T BB A 2 58— TR AP B, FFRAEUIZR 590K
AR OREE— 2, DLl T AL BRI A —BOSI NBAMI 22 o /SRR FAL P SRIE 3% 1 R .
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Table 1. Preprocessing strategy

= 1. LIRS

i 5 TiALFRT7 % YL
0 T TRAL # AT RAT 4 S hn i, 1R N2
1 Circle Crop + CLAHE % (B BY 5 kAT X Ll P
2 X MixStyle TREAAE 25 ] RS VR & 1 52
3 {Z DRGen ERENLAL A B
4 CLAHE + MixStyle XTEE R R e 5 RS TR A B A R

4. EHRE
4.1. BiEE

4.1.1. APTOS2019 #iiEsE
AT 5 R FH YR B 4 2 Kaggle 7638 () APTOS2019 Blindness Detection $dis4E, 45 HE 0
3662 FKAN A7 AL E X PRI AL IS 7 RGB. HRJE BEG o AHHE B PR 7 0L D0 S A8 (1) P B R, Bl 4
VGRS 5 AN, DT 0~4 XN EARARES, BARW 2 fos. guibios, B smeEREn
Y. IEHREAS S beiR R, IAF 49.3%, 1 AN R G M AR SRR AR 7 A D, i 10.1% A0
5.3%. RIEFHERZARE D), oS EREIAT TR, DI R R

Table 2. Classification and clinical manifestations of diabetic retinopathy

3 2. FERFBIMER T F RIS RIGRRI

B allY s DR Jpi AR &2 Il PRI
0 TI A (NO-DR) TCIR AR
1 B P AR5 P95 48 (Mild NPDR) &k eilingl
2 o1 B2 JE 14 5 1955 4% (Moderate NPDR) BT ksh s ob, B A 2O K R 2R
1) KT 2 ANGBR LS ko Bk
3 e T P95 A7 (Severe NPDR) 2) PUZRIRPY, BEAZIR I 20 A DL H i s
3) Z/ 1 ARIE UL T
4 1459942 (PDR) T3 T A O I i 1 ot/ 48 A i i

NVFAS R R B Bl AR AL RE ), ASCEI A AT IR R EEEEE9 HArid, T

4.1.2. DDR #iiEEE

DDR #fl S (A sl i I IS 74R) I & 757 SRR KR, A TP EZ hOImARRE, mZ A
RS IR EA LA . BRI 5 2% DR ™ ERREBATIRE . T REBSZ T, ZEBIRRAERE.
Xof HLBE %ELEWEI%Dy“ﬁﬂﬁi"]”ﬂ‘ﬁ’ﬁéﬁﬁﬁ’?ﬁﬁgﬁéﬁ, ST HSRImRIA G 2 . 2B IR i
¥ xi. DDR 5k APTOS Z [ 4745 W (MHsiEiAS » 1G5 F T VPAl FIUAR B 7 206 5 B 2 AL BE 7T (520«

4.1.3. IDRID $iE&

IDRID #¥#a8107% 516 KARK K%, 23t EIE Nanded BREHZ Fr i H [F— & Kowa VX-100 HRJEAH
HUREE . EURHLHR 5 2¢ DR M E R EEbRVE, RN MR R B 5 EbnE . 28R R BUE A & 7
B SEERS) L XS SRR A AR TR R AR A N AR G & . 5 APTOS #LL, IDRID
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MERAE B B REIITE, SR L EORIE T & S MEE AT 25 . SBREaE G T 97
AR AR AR A T IO Ak R LA BT Bl 2 (A e sl Jioe ) ) TR ) i

4.1.4. DeepDRID #IEE

ISBI 2020 DeepDRID % 4f 5 (A Siayfili FH L4 7 48) HL AL & 500 SRR IEIMR, U5 B o EICS N
2 LR RREE . 1ZEARE S IR BAREES U AR BHEATE A IR R, EamdsoR
FBOG IR AR LR . BURIEIE 5 2% DR P HEAR bR . T/ GG 5 8 R (0 BUR A7 78 2 25 AR
B, 2B RG] TR BN A R AR HOR & N FE /). DeepDRID 53 APTOS #)Z 57 A
PRIAE B4 5 ABE b, SEARILAE BB b, A IR FRAL B U7 00 5 AN U2 A M R 1) B 2R

4.2. BURSETRALIERRE

NIRBESLIG AP ST E G, BrA BURLERAT AR EE 77 BXT 2/, SRl AT 4 — I R Aihig vk -
BB ANE ) BT 5 X, FER 4T 224 x 224 152, [A)I R ImageNet $dE 48 it 21 A kR e
AT R R bR HEA .

TE R BRI b, AT 0 R B NP U T ARSI R (LR 1), REH LI IR
Wz A RE R . T P A P2 J7 %, CLAHE #AE/EBURZ AT X T P3 J7%, MixStyle fE4FIE
2 AT RS IR G X5 T P4 7%, DRGen 7EXUE 2 AT AL 35 X1T P5 5%, CLAHE 5
MixStyle BXARIH . BEFTALIE T RILENGRM B SR B R FF — 25, DLHERR A3 AE A — B0y R 1)
THe

NGB, it — DR THEANZARE T, P SEEe 2035 K R AR [R) O FE 2R B0 3 a e g, B Bl
AKFEREG . BEMUIER: (£157) BEATLS ST LU 1R DA S AL o TSR o SR IE 4 -5 R AR A kAT S At e
XoF I FRAL BEHATE ANt 0T AT i 3G 5

4.3, EBINGEE

SIS TEEIAES A Intel Core i7-12700H AbFE %%, 32 GB 7%, NVIDIA RTX 3060 f (8 GB &7%);
55T Python 3.8, “KH PyTorch 1.12 JREE2% S HESE, 4T CUDA 11.6 #E4T GPU M Il 5.

WS HW BT : batchsize b 32, YIZREEICN 100, HI4h2: 213K 0.0001, KR 7% K K
)R, AR IR P AR 21 5, R R N\ RS AR A % 0.0001, #11
HIR AL A SR Adam R E AT SHCE B, LA sh &R E N 0.9, BUEZECH 0.0001. H4EEL
Sy PR IHAE Patient-Level Split (4% & X o) BN, St B 4 RIS BRI 8 5 S (BEHAE
366~367 44 HH X B EUR), PR 5 T8 IRUE T & BRIGERL 1 E IR, FI&R 4 thE N4
B, G 5 KSEMRAREIRRAE, MRIIGESMRELEEES. G RHF7 RN, 450
UEARHERA 20 SE 10 5o 4R THIHZ 1R IZR, B bR AL L&

4.4, SLISVENFRE

N4z EAIEAY EffiencientNet BURAE DR 70 AE 55 IVERE, 45 G B2 R KA IRIE, HEH
#ERAR . AR KRtk FL BB DI R AR, S ARARIE L T A IR R ST .
1) R (Accuracy, Acc): HT B RNIEAR ) SRIERIPE IR bSO B A A AR (IR 7 5022
AFRRAER) LR G HAGE S A IQ)FR:
TP+TN

Acc =
TP+TN+FP+FN

o))
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HH, TP (True Positive) B IE 451 (3 A8 FE A Bl IE 8 70 I AR R AR SE ), TN (True Negative) A H. 4 (1E
AP IR 258 0 9%), FP (False Positive) i 7] (IE ¥ #£ A9 1R H R L £ AS), FN (False Negative)
B S (R AR A A R R IR REAR) o AR BUEEEIN[0, 1], BRI 1 ROREAI R AR S SRR,
& TR PR 2R G PR RE

2) Kappa: DR 73 & FKniEAEZ R K, HAFRBIEER SMARE . AR 28005 5 L aEm
R, Kappa I8 HEBRBENL—FhE, AP s ARE &S00 EIR Sz AR ). Hik, Kappa % &35
oA AT T3 —4k, A[E B Ak L Kappa B AT B LLE, (8T FIW HUAREE 77 VR 7E 2 oK sk 172
R eSS .

3) F 7 £ (F1-Score): Zi& % (Precision, P) 5 A [F1 R (I FI-FI %L, H TP 1R 12 5 1% 12 K
&, MR FR R TR A T R B BRI R . FL B0 5 A s (3) o :

Precision x Recall

Fl=2x — 3)
Precision + Recall

VRRRIUATEE 900, 1], BUEEE 1 Jm U eI 2 5 7 16 2 L LR, A R (0
BEERSE, Tt DRIGHKISHHSFRER.
4) ¥ 5t (Specificity, Sp): TR IEHREA IEHRRIAL /7, FPRIIGHRISI  E0IR 2 AR, 15 7 2 b
R (PR TSR . 8 A S ()
TN
TN+FP

AR B AT PR AR MRS R, R IE AR AN B R L), BUE TS IR0, 1. 4R M
H, UEIRALRIS SRR, TR Gk I R AR N AR I 45 B3 T R AN b BT T T

5)AUC fi: ROC & TR, BB X 4 IEFAFEAIRE ), BUETEHIA[0.5,1], B4 1 FRoRIX
SYREJIERER . AUC OB X 73 IEFUREA (B SR N FERE T, A2 0 RIRMEE SRS . (EFS 1817
SN, HAREA AR, AUC LLHEMIZ . F1 SR RME AR B AR E . AUC 2 T-HEF R K4 5HE,
RIRPURAPAT, REAF PP E A R A H A b i 5 s g

6) RS (Sensitivity): RAEFEFEAMIEFHIAGET), BEREXRBIGRSH T IRIZ AR, REY
BGAT 55 H AR bR A R UG)Fis:

Specificity = 4)

TP
P+FN

AR R PTA SERROBIVERIREA T, BB R IR AR IR O FRPE RO RG], BUEVERDAI0, 1], REULM
i, BRI S REAR,  RESE RS MER PR ). BUMAR, #5E DR R A AR R 7 K .

5. SKWERS D
5.1. FEIFALET REFEHHEREXTEL

N B TRAL R 7 ST IR IS ZRRG FE I SENA, B S 7E APTOS B8 FpPAli 7S P Ak B U7 S PR R,
gERuE 3 PR,

M 3TTLAE H, i BUAbFE 7 AR (APTOS) b RESIE T I AL BE 2L . Hodh, Circle Crop
+ CLAHE 4H & 75 171 %2(88.23%) . Kappa £ %57(0.8260) 11 F1 /) %{(0.8940) L ¥R B 7, FHHZS [RFMTEAL
550t Bl B 1 58 1) iy R 4 AR JRI AT 3. fX DRGen HRA3 T i) F1 43 %1(0.8993), {HHLyERZR
(88.02%)I& 1 - Circle Crop + CLAHE, 1iH] DRGen fE/b¥KR LRI T, (BRI FSKE BRI

®)

Sensitivity =
y T
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CLAHE + MixStyle & 3 FH S T 54T 145 & M E(ACC 87.94%, F1 0.8896), I&iIE 1 X Lb B 3 i 5 X
R B HAMA:

Table 3. Performance of different preprocessing schemes on the source domain (APTOS)

3. TRIFALET RAEIRIE(APTOS) LAY E

b E TR ACC (%) Kappa F1
o GEE 88.45 0.7850 0.8513
Circle Crop + CLAHE 88.23 0.8260 0.8940
¢ MixStyle 86.78 0.8074 0.8690
X DRGen 88.02 0.8151 0.8993
CLAHE + MixStyle 87.94 0.8112 0.8896

5.2. FRITALIEF REBIRERZHERE

RVl BRI A RE 7T, K S PR T R I3 B H 7 DDR. IDRID. DeepDRID =4~
H SR kT RN . PR 55 A B bR g5 Rk 47 204

5.2.1. ¥£ DDR ¥iE&E FaYZ{LitsE

Table 4. Generalization performance of different preprocessing schemes on the DDR dataset

= 4. TEITAALEEF R7E DDR BUEE LRZ L MERE

LISy S AUC Sensitivity Specificity
ToTikb s 0.7204 0.6239 0.8553
Circle Crop + CLAHE 0.8109 0.7273 0.9214
X MixStyle 0.7753 0.6708 0.9005
{¥ DRGen 0.7951 0.7031 0.8957
CLAHE + MixStyle 0.7902 0.7556 0.8554

DDR #EEZ 0 22 PR A RIS APk R O . oAb B EL 2 AUC & 0.7204, Sensi-
tivity 4 0.6239. Circle Crop + CLAHE 204 R Bl 5/t (AUC 0.8109, Sensitivity 0.7273, Specificity 0.9214),
B % B 38 Y 50T LU RE R R R G AP THIS B £2 ABE 7T . A DRGen U F B AUC A 0.7951, Sensitivity
4 0.7031, FRIIKM, FWIRFEHLALENEE DDR _L[RIFEEAFMAER - 1L MixStyle 1 CLAHE + MixStyle
) AUC 43724 0.7753 1 0.7902, LT ICTAEERLL:, B0AF | KAKPLBN HEms (1A Bk, (H B M
FH (W RO AN 23 (L 32 4)

5.2.2. ¥£ IDRID ¥UiE&K ERUZ L1 RE

TEEMG R B E . SREESAFFRIEI ) IDRID Hi4E b, & HbE 7 RANERIME — 2 ZER. Wk 5
Fizs, TP HEL LR COHUS B I RUR ——AUC Ty 0.8278, RIFJE K 0.7438. Circle Crop + CLAHE 414
BT T MEAE, AUC 1A% 0.9006, RELT N 0.8241, #5521 N 0.8707, 245 (#8050} LL E 158
TEFAR UG A R R IEFAE A . 1 MixStyle A1 DRGen (1) AUC 43724 0.8701 F1 0.8905, HHSAKT
Circle Crop + CLAHE, {HASR T Iohilsb#RALZR, 15 B XU PR3l SR ms AE AR HEAG R AR B b [RIRE B — e 1)
ZAHRETHBE J1. CLAHE + MixStyle BEA R AUC y 0.8793, AT WM& I8, KRFILH EZEKIHh R
SRR o
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Table 5. Generalization performance of different preprocessing schemes on the IDRiD dataset
5. FEIFALIETT RTE IDRID #iEsE _ ERZ (L 6E

WbE TR AUC Sensitivity Specificity
T AL 0.8278 0.7438 0.8250
Circle Crop + CLAHE 0.9006 0.8241 0.8707
¢ MixStyle 0.8701 0.7846 0.8456
% DRGen 0.8905 0.8159 0.8600
CLAHE + MixStyle 0.8793 0.7900 0.8657

5.2.3. ¥£ DeepDRID ¥iE& FAYT (L 1%RE

Table 6. Generalization performance of different preprocessing schemes on the DeepDRiD dataset

2 6. T[EITAALIE TS R 7E DeepDRID #HEE L HIZ L1 RE

TbE TR AUC Sensitivity Specificity
To AL B 0.8298 0.7850 0.8255
Circle Crop + CLAHE 0.9005 0.8700 0.9053
¥ MixStyle 0.8607 0.8204 0.8708
1Y DRGen 0.8954 0.8456 0.9019
CLAHE + MixStyle 0.8901 0.8452 0.9011

DeepDRID ##la & 8 MR (U BHUR 5 T AR G B PIAMEES , ISBSZE R % . Wik 6 fs, ikt
FHILLE AUC v 0.8298. Sensitivity v 0.7850, Specificity *4 0.8255. Circle Crop + CLAHE 41 &4k 4: R 91
HERFH AR, AUC #2274 0.9005. Sensitivity #2742 0.8700, Specificity #2742 0.9053, i8] = [A]#8Y 5
Xof EU R B nE A BT 2R RIS R AS 25 5 . MixStyle A1 DRGen A IS i) AUC 235124 0.8607 #11 0.8954,
ik T Circle Crop + CLAHE, (R T IETAbFEALLL, RN RIS LSS 50 N HE — € 5Tk
CLAHE + MixStyle [1] AUC y 0.8901, /T H& 2[a], ARFIH B B PRI 80

5.3. FEIZEARESD T

N SE AU PG FIAL BT V2506 AN 8l 2 2R K520, LR RY Circle Crop + CLAHE J5 & uH1, 1
DDR HA#RI _EiH5H T %00 FL 7240, JF ST BIAR & BEAT X b, ek 7 .

Table 7. Per-class F1 scores on the DDR dataset
5% 7. DDR HUIB&E E &7 F1 5H

SIS IES Class0 (No DR)  Class 1 (Mild) Class 2 (Mod.)  Class 3 (Sev.) Class 4 (PDR)
ToTiAL 2 0.8912 0.4523 0.4631 0.5345 0.7012
Circle Crop + CLAHE 0.9234 0.5512 0.7012 0.6123 0.7621

25K, Circle Crop + CLAHE 7EAT A LA L) F1 B B EM T BE R 2k, JUHAERE
A BB ERHAS (Class 1, F1 21 21.9%) A1 F %45 (Class 3, F1 $#27F 14.6%) LT A & . XiE
SEY A% TR B VA SRS ) AN ST 67 T R R T A R
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54. it BREMRE

AR R R IR ST AT FENE, X OCHERT LEREAT T B E AR, WAk 8. IFE=ASHARR B AUC
NI, R Bootstrap J5i%(n = 2000)it# T Circle Crop + CLAHE (P3)5 Vi)t J7i% DRGen (P5)2 [#] AUC
75 53 (1] 95% A5 X [H] 1 p AH-

Table 8. Statistical significance test of AUC between P3 and P5 on target domains
8. B#rig L P35 P5 5 R AUC ERMSITREMHRI

B Frigk P3 AUC P5 AUC AUC %5 95% CI (% 5+) P{E
DDR 0.8109 0.7951 +0.0158 [0.0082, 0.0234] 0.011
IDRID 0.9006 0.8905 +0.0101 [0.0045, 0.0157] 0.023
DeepDRID 0.9005 0.8954 +0.0051 [-0.0012, 0.0114] 0.089

7t DDR A1 IDRID ##i4E I, P35 P5 ff] AUC % 7 B Gt 2% & (p < 0.05). fE DeepDRIiD %4
1, ZRREHEEMEKF(p = 0.089), {H P37E AUC HfE LU fFrsise. BiAm =, Mt HAiy
%, Circle Crop + CLAHE J7 2 1E 2 8 H Arids -1 R I Hh B2 v ae i 35

55. HEES BIREZWEE NN X RO

GEA A 3-8 MSLIR LS AT LRI, ASFITRALEE 7 AR IR S0RS FE 5 B bRz A e 712 (8] S 300 H B 42 1)
BT % . I DRGen 7EJRIREUAS T e =i F1 40 $7(0.8993), 1H7E =A™ H #xisk_E ) AUC #41iK-F Circle Crop
+ CLAHE #H%(DDR 5 0.7951, IDRID 4 0.8905, DeepDRID 4 0.8954), i HAEJEIK F 7R Hn]
REH 7 85 T- %) APTOS R £EFr M I B UG, P53z AL A A PR - A b2, Circle Crop + CLAHE
AR B AR T B 4 M BE(ACC 88.23%, F10.8940), [A]H 78 = H Ardsk_E 24 B A5 e sk AL 1)
AUC (DDR 0.8109, IDRID 0.9006, DeepDRiD 0.9005), J&¥i i K4z fhfa e .

X MixStyle F1{{ DRGen 7EJ5IE I PERESSIIL T IC AL BE L LR, (A7E H bRIg IR IAFAE— 2 k5l
Hoz A Ra i M 55 1% bL BE B 98 2K 753 . CLAHE + MixStyle B4 B 78 V5 35BS 1% s i WA R
(87.94%), 1H1E = Hhrdk L) AUC #4852 Circle Crop + CLAHE, ok A% & 2 0 T 5l d ] MixStyle,
R E RO RN ARS8 5 T A 2.

FIREE R, FAL IR T VERARAE 2 AT 1) R B 7 B R P I RS e T, URAEORG FE SR e R A
7 R IR NI A Iz AR B o X — R IUBRR T« PRoRs FE SRR A A 0 AR, Bon
TEFEEZ H.0 DR TR RGN, NAEJREMERE S B ARIZ th6E 71 2 A1 AT S AU

6. &it

AR T — WO T TRAREE 75722555 DR 23 G BRIz A P e 5w ) SE R 72 . DA EfficientNet Jy4i—
HTM%, 7£ APTOS JEiiII%:, T DDR. IDRID. DeepDRiD =N Hbpif Eib AT EREARZ MK, RS
PG T ANFh B TRAL PR . CTALER . 1Y CLAHE. Circle Crop + CLAHE. 1X MixStyle. ¥ DRGen.
CLAHE + MixStyle. 28645 BRI, A TRAEE 7 yE AR 12 5 H Iz AL RE ) S A7 e B35 22 57
H 1 Circle Crop + CLAHE ZH & 7E LR FF IR I R 1 [R] I BB AL 0 P 33z Ak PR . AW 91 IRTE DR 7321
PES 50RO AR B 53T T RGBT LG, HER T AL BRI B B A DGR R, SR
0> DR & KRG MRS AL T rT R R TALBE S % Ak 4E

KK TAEB IR R TAC L 715 SR A &R Wz R R LA, #E— D4/ Nt e 22 E, #E3)
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