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1. ELC®HIC

B, AT HARANLZMIZ BT 2 EALEIA
ARBEROE 1 ik 5D THO L), SBEH
ez H 5. xke LT, ABADORLAFER
ZHWE UAE XY (XY EZT74)
WZEBBEPERLODDOHB. L L IHITE
W, AE X AREROHR 21T D EATO A FHE 1
U, EHFIZEBREDREL U &\ o 725
HEOMMETITMEREINTWS., ZORMEDRR
Dz, AV a—XEHAWTHAE X RHEE E
DIRE % HEIRH L, H20ERE UTRRT
5L CEMOZW 2T 5, ava—&
S EZWr (computer-aided diagnosis: CAD) ¥
25 LOBFI GO TS 2),

FLE X ARG ETHEINDANADEER
ERAFROOE DL LT, L IEENDRE

b 5. Fig. 1ITRT & D12, FERIEFLE X Hkim
B LTI E PO e U TS
5 DB, FERD CAD Y AT LTI, 20
K D 78I 28 D IR RFEE00 R Al D Bre i A B & 2
BITREE NG RECRME R EIL L, £
NeHLIZYR—PIRIR - PZa—7F
Ity N — 7 FEDR R E W TRZE DR T
215 H0MRL V. 20, ZORMELE
DR UL DRI R ERIERR IR E
95,

UL, FEEEOMERE DR PRI L 2 b
Tdh b, EHM R 2 @Y T & 55K
BEOREHIMD TH L <, MaMEsEr Lo
e oT W,

— /i CHREEEHD DI B W TR,
JE##E (deep learning) D FEDVEDTH S
deep convolutional neural network (DCNN) A3
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Fig. 1: L7 X #Hi4 Lo

fekiErE REL B2 MEEE R L, HHEZED
TWb. ZTOHRAKDREIE, GR2oNTZATT—
A0S, WNROBHN AN R EZFEHIT L
THETERTZETHS. D7D, DCNN
% 75 X SRER EOREDORHZIGHT 5 Z &
NTENX, REDLHRMEZMHL DO R %
YN 2 & S SR 2 HEIRICER L,
ek & 0 @RI RE & BT & B REED D
%. AFETlx, DCNN OFLE X SHifk oz
A DI REMEZMEET 5 Z L 2 HE L,
EEHl D 32 Wil & 3612 %3 L 7= DCNN & iV
JRZ DA & iR ATz, — &I DONN O35
KEDFET —RPBEL 25—, FEHEG
DHBEE TR BOEBRT — 22 HET5Z
CIFHELWE WS ENH S, £ 2T, DCNN
DFHITEBFEHOFEEZEAL, KEIZATF
ARE 7 H AR THETE L7z DONN IZX L,
DR DFLE X KRG I & 0 IREHR &8T5
& TCZOMBED R % AMATz.
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2. REFZE
2.1 DCNN OEAREE

AR THWZ DCNN X, Krizhevski 512k %
AlezNet3) LA UG 25553 DTH 5. Fig.2
WZRTED1Z, 2@ DCNN &5 BDEAAE

L3@EDefEAEE D, DCNN AD A&
LT3F v %) (R,GB) DOHEGEDREEZ 5
Z, DCNN OHHE (fe8) 1%, AJTE{RD Im-
ageNet ¥ 12813 5 1000 FEID 2 5 22 hEh
BT SR EH 1T 5.

Fig. 2 12851 % convi-5 JE TR H %2 H 5
BIAAJE, pooll,2,5 EIXIRTC L FHAEZDHIJEE
X RO EEZENZ T 5 BN MMEDERS
S T—V VT, fc6-8EIXT T A % 1T
SEKEAETH S, b, AlexNet DEffIES
LX) BRI A,

2.2 DCNN DO#sf%%E

MR EE L, HDRATTEE LU TR
EMDO XA T 5 FETH S 5. AT
&, REIZINEFREZ B R E £ T DONN %%
BU, #AEU RS 2o b R EE
Z, NREXA I TH5IE X MREH EORREGE
MR U, IRZE DR %2 ¥E S 5. BR3¢
HOFIHIFUFDOLEL THS. £7 Fig. 3(a)
R K DIT, #9120 HHOHAREGR» 5725
ImageNet ) F— %% v k% JilwT DCNN %
FHET L. ZOFIEEHFTFEE SR RIZ,
DCNN o {7 J& % @R 2 2 212810 55
¥o oA (@, EFEMERE cinds22o0
Za—U VNS REFTREREGE TEET 5.
i\ T Fig. 3(b) \Z/R_T & 512, FFE X FRE#
& O FERL L 72 ROT Eif & F\ W TR Z D FA % 7
B9 5. IN% fine-tuning & FEA.

COFIMEIZE D, HARBEGRBTHESL -5
AW A (Ty VFEORRARWLRHEE,
BAD) ZRZinlicicfid 2 Z ed’cE, dE
DEMHEBR T HIREDREOER, Fil A AT HE
B e HitiE NG,
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3. ERER
3.1 ER®RT—YEv

## (fine-tuning) $ & CakAl 7 X TIE, #

B X KRERD T — R RX— A Td % Digital Database

for Screening Mammography (DDSM) 6) kb
)b H U 7z region of interest (ROI) {5 %
Wiz, iR ESDEGE UTIXEMOIEE L 72
WA Z O e LT, F-IEFMME LT
WA % B WEEDOILFEHEN L D ZhEh
454 EFRPUSFTEI D L, FHR I X MDD 7
8 227 EFEPY 12/ U 72 ROI EifR & F W 7.
g 2 &4 885 ML, IEH ML 969 B DE 1,854
Mz HEL, 90858 2MEET X 0 RO
W & BEAT U 72

3.2 BB M RE DFTAM

¥ (fine-tuning) (2% 5 S HHRE DR =
Fig. 4 12/ 9. T — XT38 0L
FHOUAIZAEIETL, ZOHREEPNIT
KR 2, 50 BIFEEZITHK 6 % £ TR L 7.
TANT — R 2 S SR LB VR
PORET U, BRI 10% Bk & 72 - 72.
50 [ F %D DCNN 2 W T T A MHEi %
NI E B OERATTHI% Table 1 1RY. B
PRI 92.5%, BEMERITN 12.3% 720,
[yl % A TG T 5 Z LT E .

BT, &7 7 AHEINZEBRD—Hl%
Fig. 5 1Z/R7. FHEBETFIZZ I ARAAT L IEfRE
72 A (MAS : S, NOR: IEHMM) #xRLU
THEY, TANEHBO—EB%E AT OEWIHIZ
faifik U7z, Fig.5(a) 225 &, WAL T
RIHBARER TH > THEEHVNAIT TIELL 4
HTETWBZ bbb, —/iFig.5(b) &V,
FEEEZEAL DA TN IR, ZALORERC DR ERDS,
BWAI7 CIEHMEHEIhTWEZ e
BAIIND.

BNT, TAMNEKD S LESFINZED
% Fig. 6 (2”9, IR Z ER & R0 72
BBalE 73 Fig. 6(a) 1%, EH Mk & 58
R — U DERIHLL TWEEH D%\, —F
T, EEE2BES>TIEFE LTUZ -7kt n%HE
Fig. 6(b) I, MERFEH D> N T A N HVRHIIE
W DR, JERHKENZDIAKR TR E
HNEPROIDSIEAHUTLE>TWVWEEDN
%\, ZUSESEI NEGKITNTE, D
X 72 ROI N ODEHR 721 TIE AR T 5 HI 23 L
Wl EZ oD, EREEED, &0 JEWVEE
DOEREH VD Z LIZE-T, Zhs D% HE
YNZ R T EZ 5 AREMED D 5.

—fiz, HER e EEOHEDORMEELET S
e THGMRIZIZ(T 20, EEMERE AL
MERIIEWZ N L= RNA 70BRIZH L. 2D
BfREE LD, Fig.7 D receiver operating
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Fig. 4: fine-tuning O %
ZDHER

T8 % 0 FER

characteristic (ROC) Hi##TH b, HEGMERL
BRMERIMENZ Y, diFRDE B2 0 dhif
{bHERE (area under the curve: AUC) %% 1123
WEE, WBIEREDMEN T WA Z & 2 RT. K
L DI D70, BREGE AW Hii7E %

70T, EAEGRD A CTEREETo 58 ORER
HRY. MR FER AUC I, REETIH0.97 &
Kote. ZhiE, Kom et al.’) ® AUC = 0.93,
Sahier et al.®) ® AUC = 0.87 & iz L T K
MBI BN TR CTH 5. T EHGMER
MI0% LB & &, MEGIERIZIREIET 9.0%,
BEFH R D A & B8 T 24.5%, E5GHERD
95% L78B L EENETN18.7%, 48.0% &7 0,
EBEEIZ X 0BG Z BRI A, R
AMEREZ ] ETE B Z AR I N,

Table 1: 50 B8 D HFER (K
BHDV I A
Jicivr] EH E

JiEd 819 119 938

79 A EH 66 850 916
&t 885 969 1854
4. BHYIC
ARETIE, FUE X MES L ORERBHII NS

% DCONN Ot fH A HEME % MGE U 7z, BES 3
FEROFER, EkDFiEE L2 AT 2
memmeﬁﬁﬁﬁawﬁ@%ﬁ%wém
R, FEAOEREBROAR L ZMD 72
Emﬁ@ T%%Mm%ﬁo#[mNN%ﬁw
T%@ BT 0T LRBETH 72, 51
h”%ﬂﬂﬂNNA@Xﬁﬁ&%&Efé_
IZE D XS B MREDM EA/FI N B IED,
FLEE X SRR _EA* 5 DCNN 252 % ROI % M
BT EFECOVTHMSEEED, HEDH K
TR TOMERREIRRT S40E, &0
BER LR AT LD EITO FETHS.
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