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Abstract

The study aims to explore the application of deep learning in patients with primary osteoporosis.
By adopting a fully automated method based on Deep Convolutional Neural Networks (DCNN),
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vertebral segmentation and Bone Mineral Density (BMD) calculation from CT images are achieved.
A total of 588 patients were used for training data, and 863 patients were used for testing data. First,
a U-Net fully convolutional neural network was employed to automatically segment the vertebrae,
with manually drawn vertebral regions as a reference. Next, the DenseNet-121 convolutional neural
network was used to calculate BMD and compare it with the standard values of quantitative CT
(QCT). The test set was divided into three groups: Test Set 1 (463 cases), Test Set 2 (200 cases), and
Test Set 3 (200 cases). Experimental results showed that the automatic segmentation results were
highly correlated with manual segmentation, with Dice coefficients of 0.823, 0.786, and 0.782 for
the three test sets, respectively. The test sets from different vendors showed that the automatically
calculated average BMD values were highly correlated with the QCT results (correlation coefficient
r > 0.98). The final conclusion of the study indicates that the deep learning-based method can achieve
fully automated identification of osteoporosis, osteopenia, and normal bone density in CT images,
with good accuracy and consistency.
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1. 518

RGN R — R IRV, Mg e 2 D, EEEREZERA[L. BRI
E FRRFAE A B 0 E T B AN BT ) B P AR B G R P8 - B e T AL Rl R AR AT 5 A 4 XU
BT[] B RHIE AT Re R RS KIIR BATBIRE ST e Sk 1B IEOMZ G LN, & =17 50 % L
Ef T A, BRI A AT BE LA R BRSRARE 10 B T [3]. SR AR AR KU B P
WHARAM AR AN S, El i B2 W AG ST o] AT XA [4]. i Sk — - i)™ o I A
MR BEAT 1B BT FARE 51 25 (R N HE TP [5] [6] o XUfE X 2RI (DXA) KA FR v 1L, 2 S BUZX R
WA ZARIT A 2 EZ R Z —.

SRS, AR XS AT H A S Rl B 3 10 850 7 PR T 2 AR P 2 S R AT R, AJT AT
TR B & A A B 2 S [7] [8] AENm PRt iz Wil Bgi kA Al F A% 8 7 2 R B0 B 5, JRxi e
IMEZERBAT T VFo3, ORJE R SRR N I8 B EAT HUB . T VP08 1 R B s IR . T VF/04E 1 21
2.5 Z A FRRE HEE(H BURD) . T AF00N 2.5 FoRAAE B BN SR, PR I 1050 o L AE 00
Pr 5 i R € MRBRPE[9]. T B 3T A RIEIRAN R A B A, AR R B B A ™ E AR
R OL T I T B2 B, XA IE DXA Al B B R A HE R PEEIR[10] [11].

PR 2 S ARAE TIUI B DR A i g T I 1 LK IR 700 2 00T 5t 4380 1 ] JEsx Bk 8 CT
P SRS, I LU T IR SRR 1 PR AR M AR B 2 M2 5, DAPPAS EAEHL 2 VI
AP RE N I[11] [12]. fEF BERAARETR &, BEAUE AT T CT S sh 3RA5 10 2 Fh =4 S0Py
AEVA R X SRR 5 2% BE[13] . BR T CT $43, X SFEA MRI S H t sk A T VPAl BB s AA e 51
(I 3 R [14] [15]. N 1 S w2 e A HERR TEAT E S ALK, BEFCE TR 1 2 M ECE M5k it —
AE A QLA S AN ) A R AR A #1161 [18]

AR, REEMZ M AL T RN S R B . IRIE 2 2 TR 2 sl N RS B K FA O3
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PREE R O SR G 2R o R T 2R IR Bk A RIS T SRR BRI SE T, TR R 4 I 2 A L IR
S ARTE NI 2 P S FH R R I H B8 K A PERE[19]-[25] 0 7E X SRS BN IX I, B 738 0148 1 g
Ll 3 A0 S5 ) BT 2 M B AR SRAS W i BN AE [26] 0 — e T AL 2% > R SR A R L 4 A S 2 A
RPHR L, ZHRAS T AND g RE . FH SR E N CT EGRASINE B AME[27].

A CT s &, (HHARN AR ST X HLRBR. oh, X Al Bk, HAEImAK
P TR AR SRR AR AR TORE X . Bk, DRI TR IR TR, U X G
FIGRCIWTE BB RARE B B2 S SRIRATITRN,  H AT i TC it TR R 27 20 4 1 3l 8 A EAEME A4 T
TSR QCT E &2 L .

AHFFR N T — R A 5k, HHE CT 4 B e M EHEMESR, JftH5E- % 2 (BMD), Al
FHESE S QCT AEARML. WFTTH H K2 PG B SO REMEME (A E R 7 i O HERR P S S IR 52 2T 1) BMD i 5F
PERE,  DAPRISHAR L 5 I A 12 Wb AV E R

2. BIRRIBESTALE

AHEFAE 2018 4 3 H & 2020 4= 5 A AR, %M QCT W& S ic iy, MEEFIE T CT HiiKEE
FEHE . NEFAAR: () B MR CT aEE, wEMERS ERMEHAR: (b) FES5SRIERFIT.
N TR HARE R T, QCT MBS BAE N BMD (IS hrifk, ATHWE T —LHBR %1 (@) A
i CT AU A Ja AbFEER s (b) SBA Gk RV E RBAMEE, QRS DRt vl . WH PR A HR 55 iR Th R Ttk 51
AL FUBRAME s (C) AFAE L1-L4 MR IRt E 4T (d) ARG EBECE KRN . %, LA 1449 4
BHETFE A FMEF R NA D T . Forp, 588 44 H# F THRLF R HIUIZRIAF, 5 b = AT (3
FAFF T VPAk A o A I 5 fa BB Y, AN MK BA B 23 701 6015 463 44+ 200 44 H11 200 44 5% .

A FIIZRE) CT $35A0 463 ANFFIHRM CT ity 2iEid 128 Wil £ 24 %s CT 41X
(UCT760, HKFERIT)IRAZI . P4 400 TR CT ik B K AR B E) CT A . CT =
B EIEAE b Efg R E R CT KW EHFc it &)~ [28], BB N: VA EEN 0625 =XK; &
HLE A 120 kVp; B HEFCNESIRR . EREFE N 1.0 2K, FrE CT BUGHMHALR R CT Hfi it
(3% AR B G B TR 2 512 x 512 AE %

AWEFH, AL QCT MEALVE IS WA & % FEbrdE. BT CT EI{E¥%4 QCTProModel4
(Mindways Software, Inc.)iF4T 5 ALBE, 5T &% 40 4R H G — BB ATE L5 (ESP, NO.145). JEid ik X
HEAAS P o o J2 T B ) B B P A o AR B s PR 25 B 2% 2% 2> (1SC D) R 36 Bl U 22 2 22 (ACR) I e, 2%
FEEAL T 80 mg/em? J& T B BB AAE: 80 3 120 mglem? Jy i B/ #id 120 mg/em3 A 1E #[29] [30].
3. ARt

GITE T NN (1) BHTHEMEAR B, (2) AT HZEE R . AP, BATRARE %
AHARRAFERIX . BT ERER R TR 8. B, FATRA U-Net SKHAT 4
FfES . U-Net j2— i BT 8 480, Rl T A 28 R M 4 B 55 . HOMRR) U B
SERREE A RO TN RN & 2 REERAIES S, i m 2 ER .

TESER Y E G, FRAT T ZE REME AR AT HER e A . X — DR S KEE, Koy G RE# e O 7 IEMEA,
A Be i R N SR ECH RS S A O FLUERR Y o JEEMEAA (¥ 45 F 43305 I MRl iR il A Ak 1) i 57
FATEARFFAE R LI o

BERR, FRATAE L5 A A SR U T B T NS S B R 1 R B O P ) E
fabr, EE IR T IEMEARR) CT BRI E . A 7T SBlx—H I, FRATRA B 47 % TR
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[ AR A8 AR SRR 5 R 1 B LA TR DR A%, UM H 0 P 2 PR

B LR T BRAVR M AHEREIR . 2k, FRATH CT BRI U-Net BEAY,  BEATIEMER Y B 25531
SRJE, R BNGERAEAT FEMER I E AL AR B, SRECGR EMER I N A5 2o R, TR AR SR B 5
SHAT AR, BRE SR BALREA RS8R, ST HEEN s, sk 7k
S AHERA TEAN R .

AN SR T S B AL EE

PR X SRR e Kl Ak PR

oy F 48

BMD

(=] R 2%

Figure 1. Overall framework
Bl 1. BiiESR

3.1. EfsmaE

FEAM T, A o SRS TRR A 52 T DU AR ME AR (L1~LA) A B RROL RS ) CT R i P Rl e
BRI EE . N T R iR, BATER i B P AT 7ML I . BARBRAE R, 45E 5Kk
Wrimd P, Seil i BE RS E R, ZBMERIRIIZRA S HU (B REAT IR, AW i
5E HU N 1500 #% 1ok, il —REIEME, BRIESEMEERME. NOT #1F. 5 XERM 3D £MAb#,
RAAE MG IUREHEALIX IR 25, %€ — RIEFER CT Ulfr, 4l DA SRAUEE- MRk 1]
FrtESLA G BT UL AL O R E A E G, I TR BRI B R BT &g 4k
PP G 10 SKICIRT BB AT 8 73 EUE S5 MR R .

N TP N TR (R AE, Rt DR BR b B A AR (LA~ LA) R T L, AT 1 20 5K
IR EUR - F 8 EIR, FTERFFEF G InferScholar3.0 (Infervision) EHFATHERSCEIREZ:, thZ 47K
SRR A SR PEEARTERE o iR SR T 5 1 5 e A U R = 2 73 Il i 22 (0 O — SR 22 B RO AR e [ A
ZEELRKEREIN). A5, PradRh B LELRRAEBUN BHE A SRR X2 X IR
N FEIRIESHE . N TR BE s BLEGRBI DUSASF HEAR, ERED 2RI SHES, L1 BIFRIC X IR
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?E “1” , L2 iﬁ?ﬁ “2” , L3 iﬁ?ﬁ “3” s L4 iﬁ?ﬁ “4” . E{m%l}ﬁj\iﬁﬁ “O” .
3.2. SrENEE

o, XA SOIR BT A DA, A& DO (WL AT 58 (WW) 73 3] 50 E 9[350,1000] . 4
&, RS/ - |RE—WITEHR BB TG B R E48803[0,1]. &5, ¥ ira BUG R T A% )y 512 x 512
BE. MPREGRESIXAEE, MESEFOEE, GRS E, W7 REA.

PR T i 2 (4 1B A AT 45 M6 T 0 HIE R SRR, R B PR I, TR 1P 55 iR b P 1) 201 . U-net 78 = 2 MR
SHTHRRI E, BEEIIGEIEA R EN T, WAk i3 EIE . Bk, ASCRH T Ak ER
5% 2 U-net (ResU-net), FfmeZt i 1A TN SR B 7% 2 U-net (R2U-Net).

EIH A B M4 (CNN)FH EL, R2U-Net 75 [ 22 BG4 B 7 TR PG H o AR R i 7% 22 B e RG34
GIRMAMSHR, Hp 2 NEREAEILE—MERE, FT 2 ORI @ o R e
INIMENAE R B4 AR, AT DA SRR EAE PSR IE B8 Ty, AT SEITR 45 40 25 > AR B ARRMEAE

GRS 2 i s AR08, BN Ym il 28 AR RS 25 210 th i (DD KB R G H 2D JEUk 4
(Recurrent Conv2D). #ttit )3 — L (BN) LS B8 12 IE 26 PE Bt (ReLU)H . gl it A% /MR 3 x 3.
5K A 1 x 1 1 Recurrent Conv2D. BN Al ReLU #H474b3E, Frd it Rtk (KN 2% 2, KA 2 x
23k b UG BIFEUNFIE B RN . RS Rl I IR _EoR SN 2D (Recurrent Up-Conv2D)Z. BN
M1 ReLU HEATALEE, JIT 2 x 2 K/NEIEREEBT IE 210G B EK, FH5 9000 2% F o 48 X 48 3047 35 4%
%, it {# ] Recurrent Conv2D. 1 x 1 #AHF1 Sigmoid i sk AR/ E 1K

FER ST I BB PPl 2 BB M BRI, FRATTHE 7 B 45 IR X380 5 N TR SRRk AT LU, v
R DU ik AT VA -

(a) Dice AHLAR%(DSC), A TUIEH»FIFHIMAS M EZMTTE, &N
B 2xTP

2xTP+FP+FN

(b) FHPEBE(PPV), HT VPSP FRIERN TP 2 #IBCE K IE, & XN
TP
CTP+FP

(c) RBULZ, FTIRMEITA HSEBYEd TP 238 %, &N

TP
: 5
R TP+FN

Srl TPL PP ORI EN 4350 SURIHE (BBHPER I £ B B R

DSC

3.3. E)FEH

N T REATIRNARE B ARE, SATAEWTTE D) h 3 =B R . H5E, EIOIREIR B s iR UL
e E . JOREBALT Y-Z P, TR Ul 62 T X-Y i . il 3 M 44 A i A A
OALE, SRICTOAIE(Y,2), Hrb z AAFRRE NPT R W)y AR B,y AAKRGS RLZ A WD) A AN y
AABR. $EA, MBEWTIIUL A R — Sy “h” B EE, Chy ARFR bR, #ETH R EBON A
hx 512 85 . SRJE A BB R 70 2% BB e o (BRSO B i KOG DX, 2 XSRS - A B i 1)
FriftEdRrb . 25, AR 1 AR B SR BOHERL, W IRIBOR/IN A hxw BRI, #hfRiE
W EBARE BB FEARRTTTH,  “h” M “w” BN 32, HRJai 15— @IEME =EIEE g, Wy
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Sl AN L SR T U0 A R R — AN RS — AN YDA BRI B PR S

B4, PRI =EE RGO T EEES, Hh A EE ) EER RN 32 %32 53K . BT FE U BIHE
TESN H B B R g AT T A . AR R EAE: (1) A LR IO RS 55458 [0,255]; (2)
/N - R IE— R A —108[0,1]. FRBL QCT 3 H KA. BMD (B % ) E NS H i

NGRS P& AR R{E ] DenseNet-121 M4 45 #1155 BMD . DenseNet-121 F- B ALE 4 A%
YN 3 NIWER . BNEERH— R 1 x 1 BR)Z 3 x 3 BRZMBkOERA K. BT EEARE
—AN 1 x L ERE T NG S HN—A 2 x 2 (P b B E TR

Fo IR T T (0 46048 56 i B A B R B TAL B S , FEASHOZE N DenseNet-121 48 EAT Il S5 {6307
RZ(MSE) Wl I R B2 140k o FEIRARINZRad B rp, 4 B ek, FRPE R IR VI ZRINI 5 20 A
IR B B ORAFAE Y o AR5 A RIS R A0 CRAE R AR AT M, DASRERUAEAN MR A 1 TR0 B
LUK AR WK A ACT I, MZRIIGREE R .

N T VAR AR, BAMEH e RE(r?) RV H 3I3REUE) BMD 525 FrifE 2 8] 1) [l 13 M
BEo WAk, AT HE IR RN R A R, BATHE TSP BMD, K HARYE QCT WAL VAL T
F = MR b, FATIEIE P35 BMD 20200 JPA T BB S A BB M= T — A
3 x 3 MIFIELER, MM BRI R R

3.4. Giitsran N

TEHAT G 0 T VA LU BN, FRATIE 8 A 22 BhOT VR R PPAL B 2 TR ) 22 57 . ORIBORT — Bk %
TSR E, HBMEAPREZRFREIR N OBA SRR M T R E, WA RE R
ANFIZEEREAR IR IR E . FEHEU R BN, RO FH TR IG AN B A A8 5 2 (] DG Bk
P2 k. ST ECA BMD BRI ELA, A3 Wilcoxon 755 FE A6 56 5k b & i 4L AH S B i B Hs 1 22 5, 31X
PO EAM T AR T E /0 AT . Givh B PERHE bR p<0.05, B4t 543311 p {E/NT 0.05 I,
KRG B EEE R

N1 VS BMD THEATEENE, AT Pearson AHIC FRECK Al A AN IE L AR B 2 [B] AP EAH G . [H]
i, Bland-Altman 7387 FH T~ LGB PRI & 77 ik 2 8] () — SO AN 22 55, 38 F T VP A (R — R AR R R i
g N T HBIENE 5SS hrdER) — 20, [ Cohen’skappa &%, ZAREH IR rREZ
[ —8hE, FH AT A 39 B S bR 2 (A — 2 . AR Cohen’s kappa R EHUE TR, A~
BB — B R HE: 0 31 0.20 NEM—FrrE, 0.21 1] 0.40 A—f—2ik, 0.41 3] 0.60 My & —3dk,
0.61 %1 0.80 Jy i — &k, 0.81 # 1 N5 KM —Flk.

A SEEG TR 3T DCNN AR 3 Fi2 1776 Ubuntu 16.04 #4E 248 &, f# 02 MXNet 155 2
ST EA, e =7E Intel® Core™ i7-5930K CPU 3.50 GHz il GeForce GTX TITAN X GPU _F 4T
BAPHZ NS PSS T2 A ETAE Python 3.7 A8 H 58 e

4. FER

IH 1449 2 B HTFE AN IE, F#M 15 5 3] 98 DA (T 53.8 ). & 1 5IH T llZFmm
BRI IR AN H 2R E . ARIEFR RS, A BE A =38 BRUBMAE(n =244, 5 16.8%). & &K
/(N =605, i 41.8%)F1E% (n =600, & 41.4%).

g5 S SR I ZRFR I SR A AF SRR EI% A 2% 22 R (p > 0.05), {HYE BMD 70 Afi B A B % R (p<
0.01). AN CT & A S E IR B S AMMIREE 1 2 [R3EA B3 2 7 (p > 0.05), HAENIREE 2 AL
£ 3 Z AR 2 3 % 5 (p < 0.001)
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Table 1. Features of training and test sets

= 1. PNZFM ST

I BA 51
Bl WIZRBAF - O —
MR 1 WA 2 MR 3
n 586 463 200 200
RS 51.7+14.3 56.5+15.1 55.5+13.2 52.3+15.3
P
Ttk 231 197 120 96
i 355 266 80 104
CT kAL
HHE 528 401 0 27
HEH AL 58 62 200 173
BMD
B BRAAE 85 89 31 39
B B 348 124 77 56
EH T 153 250 92 105

4.1, FEMIIMABATI S BRI R

2 SR T B IPAG SR . ARERN], SETIRE A I A S EI S T Eh 0 BIE YA EHER -
HAT RAF ARt

Table 2. Model segmentation results on different test sets

2. NEIMRE TR EIR

_ ) pan kXt Bl YR 2
MHRA HMEfA -
DSC Sensitivity PPV r2
L1 0.823 £ 0.267 0.836 £ 0.270 0.823 £ 0.270 0.948 (0.930, 0.960)
. L2 0.825 £ 0.266 0.822 £ 0.271 0.843 £ 0.266 0.958 (0.954, 0.962)
MR 1
L3 0.862 = 0.202 0.861 £ 0.216 0.891£0.191 0.949 (0.942, 0.956)
L4 0.899 + 0.153 0.900 + 0.162 0.909 +0.153 0.962 (0.959, 0.965)
L1 0.786 + 0.290 0.787 £ 0.286 0.798 + 0.301 -
. L2 0.793£0.291 0.783 £ 0.291 0.814 £ 0.305 0.946 (0.937, 0.955)
kL 2
L3 0.813+£0.273 0.792 £ 0.282 0.870 £ 0.256 0.946 (0.938, 0.954)
L4 0.883 +0.189 0.870 £ 0.197 0.908 + 0.192 0.963 (0.959, 0.966)
L1 0.789 £ 0.237 0.764 £ 0.240 0.844 £0.237 0.780 (0.724, 0.811)
. L2 0.786 £ 0.242 0.759 £ 0.240 0.836 £ 0.250 0.877 (0.862, 0.889)
AEE 3
L3 0.801 +0.226 0.771 £ 0.230 0.871 +0.222 0.828 (0.780, 0.905)
L4 0.782 £ 0.293 0.758 + 0.293 0.843 £ 0.294 0.886 (0.870, 0.899)

TEMHEREE 1 /1, 69%1) 5P H 70 B RS (1 R A Ph e, T ZEMRSE 2 AI4E 3w, X —LEbilsy
5 63.5%F1 44%. (EPUANEMEAR S, 5 2/0 =/ DSC {E#Eid 0.90. KEHl2, ML 1 H7H 58%FH)
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& MHREE 2 TP 50001 B LLUINNRAE 3t 30%I 3, T DU AN EAME AR 1) DSC B #5421 ik i
0.90. P 2 Jerr 7MW CT B U BHER I 1 T3 hnik 5 BA 7% B 307 B4 508 61 .

N o Gl - mf ¢k

w ot G

CTHRIRAL & FhAH EEbiy

briiig

|

Figure 2. Automatic segmentation and manual segmentation

2. BEINEISFHaE

FH T A 7 A AR 23 Y P T 8 A A S R R TEMEAR, 24 DU DSC E3 KT 0.5 I, Zr#I4s
BN A RE R . TR —hrdE, MRS 1 F 2 86% MBI, MIREE 2  81.5%[ %61 LA &Ik 3
1 65.5%I1 WK T RIFII 7 HIZ5 R .

FERSL I BAF (3] PR 1 R 3 BT 5 T30 206 A 40 B 45 AT VP A « BARCKRE, DA 1
1) 86% (398/463). ML 2 H111) 81.5% (163/200) LA K il i 4E 3 H1 ) 65.5% (131/200) Z 451|357~ 1 [l YA
R R AR I

FRATTXS 6] YRS 7R e 45 31 f) 1 %5 (BMD) A i QCT 38751 BMD HHT 1 Hbik, S5 2. AWF%R
v, BEAL R AT T S AHEIRRT QCT ALBE, [RIUESFH41 % (BMD) /& 531X = MHEAR TN BMD {8 fr144)
o =ANMEBAZ 3 BMD 52548 = FEAH S (P 28 R 8070 71l 9 r=0.992, 0.986 A1 0.980, Firf p<
0.001). L H B EIH1S 2P BMD 5500 —8E N W4 1 4-11.84 & 13.64 mg/cm?®, K
42 4-16.8 £ 12.6 mg/cm3, iK% 3 H-8.3 & 29.3 mg/cm3. Wilcoxon 75 5 #kiG 46 Bor, MR 1
P4 BMD 523 bt 0 W3 % 5 (p > 0.3), MAEMNREE 2 shyli il 7RIS 3 4% &1 (p < 0.001).
AL, LL QCT 3k (1)°F3% BMD {EAE NS HFr#E, = AT I\ F 0 (1) FiE 5 25 bRl & —F(Cohen’s
kappa 737/ 0.888. 0.868 1 0.879). i 3 J&7~ 1 135 BMD HIFLRHTE . BB FCRA AP 1 45 R 1)
S IRV R
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Table 3. Confusion matrix of test set and label

3. MRESIRERIRIEFERE
Wit 1 Tt 2 T4 3

RO ORI . BOUR RBOL L. BOUR BB
FA%E D FAE E FA%E I
B E
jjié?“ 77 5 1 26 0 0 18 7 0
[
I AL f‘?]‘
e ‘if;%& 7 07 14 6 51 6 0 25 4
~
1 0 9 188 0 5 69 0 1 76

4.2. 514

RICAWAT —PEETIRE I AESE, ZAELLE S 7 B RS CT i EIE ok A 3t S A
HEAR IR 1 % B (BMD)E « X HEZE L FER AN FEH 5y — DA T2 %11 U-Net B8R —ASF T1HE BMD &
MIEARI%E . B2, 0 EUES R U-Net B8, M CT F4 EHG b 20 B MEAAR B4 AR5, @i Bl R 4%
I FARTH EMG I 2R KT S MEAR ) BMD {H . 525045 BR B, IREGIAPZE ML (DCNN)TE L1 2 L4 HEfk
HIE LA E) 7 TR B ., H DCNN 1H5 1 BMD {55 QCT J7i%3k 431 BMD {E =i FEAH G . FEHEME /A&
TE IR TH MG R B HERf 2 47 2 BMD I 56al, MHR4E SRR, U-Net BLELZE PUANHEAA 1) °F 35 Dice #H
AR F(DSC)HEIL BT 0.8, K BHH 37 HI45 RE FAbnidE = B —2. £ 80.2%(1 7%+, L1-L4 ¥ DSC
it 0.5, H TS5 RLRIHER X 73 MHME . 15 X EI RS 7 5. brismg s Al ZR8oE 2 A 2
£ S A e SEs il

£ BMD W& 777, BMD WS 2 RS Wrg Tsiha i 77 i% . R RE X LRIk
(DXA) 2 M8, B 528 ES KRG R I . QCT MEN%h R, i LA/ G DAl i o
BRAARE, HFC A 2% 1) Jo A B & A AR AR R 2 B Be R i2 4 H - 55T DCNN 177N H it 5 BMD
B, T QCT A% J5aFRf . ML R SR, TENERAEMNALE 1. 4L 2 RIi4E 3)+, H3)
[0l )53+ 5T~ BMD ) Pearson AH5¢ 25035814 0.98, F 8] H 3N /734517 BMD 5 QCT K75
(B2 (A7 AR S AH e

REAZNEHSSEZEEAFRMERRET CT S AEZER, HINK L2 ER . ZRIFE
JE R B 1 2 FEEAN L o SR, B T B A 2 I 2% (1) BMD i 575 b QCT B sk B fEi 4,
BNt p B B3 RIS ECAHE CT ik ar “HlatEima” , ar LUK ILEA HAb e
[ B AT e A TR AL B b o RS MG R A R R P AR S A O 2 REPERR 1) T CT {EVEAS B R
BRAAREIRE 7T, (H I 25 AR B, %07 vEnT DME R CT FRiAI & T b Bl 28, BT 50 E
JOR A RE FRD 975 25 A0 LTS o

5. IR B SRR
5.1. M

AW T T IR BRI 2% (DCNN)T7i%,  SEBL T EMEAART B 373 %1 5 1 % FE(BMD) RS 5,
BoR 5 ER CT (QCT) ks L —H A R . %7153 PR 10 % A5 A B #3271 1B ot
BUAARE TR & 1 A S ACH SRR AT, EHEH TSt dg s, BA iR . s
i R R s, (ERIEE . .
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F e

5.2. mfR

RAEAWFAEMEAR 2 EIS BMD THE TS 1 RIFBCR, HAEEE T EERRE, /55800
FEE i AR ML - DA AL :

1) AW R 1 ERIE T Ll FE RS CT W, SBERERX AR . AR
ZH) CT FEURIN B R Zi M BMD fi % o X i 22 /£ M 104 2 MR LE 3 iR By BMD 8 1 RS AR
s mflt, ATRERZ R B BN AE IS W — 2k, JCHAE I FHE IR 2 R BORE

2) R ORI B AR R . RIS B A R AL, PR T AR USRI RIS
FHRZACRE . RRFBAANZ Pl DB SIRAARAESE, AT RBINBIGUE, LARTHE R )
Faf ik 5 EE

3) AW TER I AR Loy #107 ik AR REARMEN E LRI R AT, (EAE X 7 AHRBHEAR L 38t o i 70 AR AR
AT HANAFAEAN R o 18 X BRI 5], FTREFEE A EVRYE, REMRM BMD 5 X I i
P, JCHAE X ANE AR BEAT ST VP A5 I 7T BE 51N IR -

bk, REARTTRR T RETRE I ES) BMD THE 758 & FUs FRE 07 25 v 71, (3
H AR SEBRI R A AT TS 72— B BdR 2 ek . BB S s — 2k, FFIT R 2 O AT VR
FC LABSIE L PR RO o

E&WE

AT H A3 2N TR RT3 T R0 48 0 4% (R 0 R PR A TR A E () 20 25 9827 (O
Hw'5: 2023K159)% .
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