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1. S

Uz, MERIFESZEOHICTE S
JEEBDRFFTH D, 2024 FITBWTERK
2HADFIET 2R TH 5. FRIEIRE
LT, M &5, £0, HTEE, LU
N, 2HOEREMAEITFLNS [1]. LiL,
B, EBIMRRE R Ok 4 RRE R F] B
MREROFREREITH D, FAERFATICK -
TR OBENZIG D 5. 2D
728, BED E/, 5 DIERPFAE
M EOE LB ZITORITIUIR S0,
IHLRBES O RDE 1 Bt LT,

Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) [Hif§
%° Computed Tomography (CT) HfRIZ &
% ERZKTTHIS.

U2 L, MRI {5 CT E{FIIAAD R 5
A4 A2 EEAGHAEDET 3D RY 2 —
LDHEBTH D, HLs B2 IR E IR
fE, 157D 146 0 TH 5. ZHUTH
B SO E R RIS T HEOTER, EIGE2 W
HEOEHEEED S . 1REIC4 AL
Dt CIREOHERISHEETH D (2], B2k
BT BEMOAHEIKEZ V. 72, CT
MRI 3R IC 51T 2 BE OB X ITIFE I
BIRETDH 270, EEAFEITHEE DR
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SROZMDE L WGEDFIET S 3. ZD
X5k boaEE2ERL, BEOfH
ZEYNZATS 7= D—Bhy L TIEE2EEIC
kMR X T —a vy PEHI R
TW3,

2. FTITHRZE
2.1 Zhou 5IC & B3HFE

Zhou & DOHFFE [4] Ti& 3D U-net [5] &
Unetr 6] IC& 2T AT —>a VXA 7
i o7z, AW CIREEEGRICB T 5%
BEEDODEARKETNTH S Unet KEHT
%. LUF® Fig.112 3D U-net DEFNL%ER
T, TV a—XED THEG B AABILE,
Max pooling J§ CHIRIERET 2. oD
EZ XD, E§D 7 e — LR EER
52, =7, 7a—XEnTIERAFy 7
Hehe CIEMERT OB EZ e LoD, IiEEA
AR &K o THIGZIEKR T 2 2 & TrEf#g
ETREEAL X YT —2 a v &7,

Fig. 1: 3D U-net €7 /L : 3D Hiff% AJ1 &
LT, HROEE, IH, X, FrxrL1D4
RICTHEEITH. =¥ a—REyCHifk
T B AAAUIE, Max pooling J& CHIRE
5. RSB XD EB Do —
PLRIEREMH T 2. —F, Ta—XE
FTIER ¥ v THECIEMRT OB R % #5
LoD, HEEAAAIZ X > THERE LK
352 TEMGE TR EREAL 7 X v
F—aryr{TD.

2.2 Multi Modality

A MRI Eifi2iZ, Tln, Tlc, T2, FLAIR
DAEDER Y T 4 PIFET 5. Fig2 IT7R
T LI, IhnlZEheh B 258 %
A5 %. Tln, Tlc TEKDHBZWES (F
JE BB 2 &) 1 0E S BLg 23 B2 &
DIAHRRIZA 2 <BEL, Tlc i Tin DR
WBWTH R = 4 2 MEN 28 %
BEL-BOEBRTHS. ZD7=D, TlcH
513 T1n H{IC LR TS O & D fif
BHIci x5, ® LT, T2, FLAIR Tl3/K
DNZVERD 25 Mg, £7, FLAIR
X T2 DS BMEBROES 2SI L., 5
DFERDAEE L 2 5. NS EIRPFFOFRE
Bick-oT, EEMEXS —27 T2 XER
YIRS, ZDD, 1 D0DADT—F
TV RG> S EEAE, KEI2RET
% Z CIXIEREMIC R B, ChkdET S
72D, 4DDEXR) T4 ZHWTEIT XY

F—arw{To.

2.3 Dataset

7—&t v MIMEE O MRI Eiff & 5
Fick 37/ 77— a VR GLRET—
My M TH % BraTS2023 [9] 2 L 7-.
% 7z, Training 1000 cases, Validation 200
cases, Test 50 cases THEZ2ITo7. X5
12, B 7R VT — a VISR R
73 (Enhancing Tumor:ET), ET & 33t -
FEFG R (Necrotic Tumor Core:NCR) %
&7z Tumor core (TC) FEIK, TC FEEBIC
1#1E (Edema:ED) % &7z Whole Tumor
(WT) fID 3 217 EI L TR 247w, 3
DO % Fig.3I12R 7.



(c) FLAIR [Hi{%

(d) T2 MHif5

Fig. 2: 4HDEX VY 7 4 MRIEf . (a)
T1n BEGIITEEC A B 72 23R L,
HEWA 72 & O B AEARIZBA 2 < B3 (b) Tlc
B Tin BERICH L TGERAITH 2T RV
=v L% 5%DE% (c) FLAIR B T2
D5 BINEHKROES 2 L. S5
SLH3EAMEE (d)T2 Eifg

2.4 Loss

RIE“EE12351F % Loss 13 Dice Loss [10]
B & Uf Cross-Entropy Loss [8] A G HE
7=b D %M L7z, Dice Loss 23\ 1, Cross-
Entropy Loss .2, Zh o Z2ilAaGHE
72b0%ERX3IRT. 22T, N1 CHAH
LTW3 pld PHRIBEEL, gl EMEE, Ni&
ME 7 e BzeRT.

> (pi* gi)
Zz‘]\;1 pi + sz\i1 9i
F/, R2THALTWS ClEZ 7 X, wik

diceloss =1 —

(1)

BHATHD, ZNEhDEAIZ(0.2,0.3,0.25,0.25)

T (F&.ET,TC,WT) IZHIGLTW3. g
B i DIEfRZ Z A% one hot JEX T
IRLT2BDTHD, p; BT RILVIDET T
AWJET 5 THIMELTDH 5.

Fig. 3: 7/ X > 57— a Vi . ET %
ta, NCR 237Rh, ED 23D

we* g5+ log(pf) (2)

celoss = ZZ 12

Loss = dice loss + ce loss (3)

7 A MRFOMEREFHEIE Dice Similarity Co-
efficient (DSC) ZHW7/. ZoRXZ2K 41
RL, iRz TD TableliZ/RT.

2521(1% * gi)
Zivzl i + Zij\il gi

AAFIFEFTRTRINTED. FED
BWEE IR T =2 a v EFELATD
NTWBZ e ERT. S, 7 1LEDR
a7 OFRAMEFKFTRILINTWVWS. K
W3ETlE, 3D U-net EF LD R 7IZEH
L, 206D RAa7 ¥k 2D U-net E7/UIZ &
5 A a7 ¥ % Dataset X° Loss & D5 % Hi
A2 TS 5.

DSC = (4)

2.5 3DEITAYT—3
B3

ICHEITB

U ETHRZ3IDEIX T —2 3 i
F2O0ENEBIFOND. 1 ODDIRE
YL CEHEROMENEIFONS. 2.18iT
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Table 1: Zhou 5D AT = a3 RXa7 [4]

Modalities Segmentation Regions Average
ET TC WT
Tlc Tin FLAIR T2w | 3D U-net UNETR | 3D U-net UNETR | 3D U-net UNETR | 3D U-net UNETR
. o o o 82.21 68.31 86.50 67.58 75.84 62.09 81.52 65.99
) . o o 46.11 2.38 66.48 16.59 78.05 78.05 63.55 32.34
) o . o 52.06 29.59 70.72 37.18 88.64 78.54 70.47 48.44
o o o . 53.11 31.14 67.62 44.46 84.37 73.60 68.37 49.73
. . o o 81.40 70.76 85.92 69.98 78.00 65.69 81.77 68.81
. o . o 80.72 75.57 86.11 76.44 88.46 82.84 85.10 78.28
. o o . 83.29 76.51 87.02 76.37 86.38 79.18 85.56 77.35
o . . o 56.41 29.44 73.89 46.34 88.77 81.85 73.02 52.54
o . o . 53.31 30.46 68.18 43.87 84.72 75.01 68.74 49.78
) o . . 55.99 35.84 70.64 50.19 88.46 83.46 71.70 56.50
. . . o 81.14 80.14 84.12 82.03 88.04 85.03 84.43 82.40
. . o . 80.44 80.44 82.70 77.82 81.01 79.17 81.38 79.14
° o . . 81.51 80.01 85.04 81.09 89.34 85.79 85.30 82.30
o . . . 54.85 35.38 68.52 50.26 88.41 83.32 70.59 56.32
° . . . 81.32 80.36 85.19 82.12 88.39 86.51 84.97 82.99

Rz X512, 3D T AT —2a il
I BHEGR T — 213 4 KTTOERERO D,
EOETESIEREN BRI NS, F/z, 18T
BT X512, MRIEGIZS —27 > XH
BTHEZ DD, TRTOHFMIIBNT
H— AR EGMG S D IR S 0.
Z ZTARME T, 25 LddEe s
%728, 2D BRI X % U-net 7L 8] %
w7 Xy 5—yary®EML, 3DF
B OMEREHERZ 1T S

3. LHEESEER
3.1 EREE

ARFEERTIX, Zhou & DFEATIHSE [4] T
I U7z 3D U-net €7 WXt LT 2D U-net
ETNEROE L THEEZITS. 2D U-net &
2D Hi{RZ AN LT, @, E, 7 v 31D
3XITTHE 21TV, HTIT O MUEICRE L
T 3D Unet DD EEDO LR, FTz,
ARSEERTIE, —# D MRI H{§2> & B REE
ZEURATARERO AT L. BIR
HNCiE, EEOmRANHEEEZ AT 254

2FHHEY LT, ZORiIKRTOZMA
2Rt 11 BRI L, 2D U-net ND A&
L7z, ZhiZ, PRERICBVWTERIA
2RANTE T XY T— a »&iTo 78
WA RaAT7PENRP o770 TH
5. EEHEBROmEZ &R T 4 ADEE
WHEHEPBZZEZ0N5Z800, E
BOHFULMBED AT 4 ZIZRET S Z & T,
FETF—Z2OEDM ERX 5T,

51

BERAERA

Fig. 4: 2D ZH#: : EFET 2RO D
s, EEORKHEEY &0 5 KD
At 11 A2

PLEDOMFE 2TV, Zhou & DFEATHISE [4]
Tf#H L 7= Dataset, Loss D5 %2 —E
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XE, IR T—a yEITS. BT
2D U-net ZHW, FUtHEZ A X E 278
@ Data Augmentation % b [ARRIZ L THT
HTHW b D —HIETERZITS (E
U7 - - - Random crop , Random
Rot Flip , Elastic Transform , Gaussian
noise , Contrast, Brightness Transform).
7 A MREOFHMiTEER, R a7 TR
[ TH 5.

4. BR
4.1 HBEELEE

2D U-net i2 &3t XA 5—>avyRa
7% 3D Unet Ik 2dDEIRL2£%
LUR® Table2i27r3. 3D U-net DX 27
BE2BECTRLIERa7ESIRL7-.

Table2& b, 7 X 57— a Y MHEEZ
2RI 3D U-net DT HEWN Z & DIfEFRT
5. XY T 4 HIKTOMREZ LT 5
¥, Tln, FLAIR, T2w ZIEFITEN2 a7
BRUT. —H, Tle lZHBmE o EE
ML TEBD, B—&X Y71 OFTIEER
SEMTHZZehmENi. 6L, £
ZV 7 4 DABEDEIZEWT, 2D U-net
D7 RL—=I 27377 THITb kb
DXL, 3D U-net {dfFK 85.56 123 L,
M DN IISEE R EREE DR D b Tz,

Fh, BITRXYT—va VERELTD
Fig. 5123, RHF D a, b, ¢, dIZZzhZ
1 Tlc, Tln, FLAIR, T2 ® MRI Ei{§% £
L, elZEfMZ -~ (Ground Truth:GT),
f132D Unet (2L 22T AT — a Ui
R, glZ3D UnetiT&BEI7 Xy T7—> 3
VHEREIRT. A2 WT H6 TC 2R E
METTH 5.

(c) FLAIR [Hi{%

r,

(o) IEARES (GT)

(f) 2D Segmentation

(g) 3D Segmentation

Fig. 5: 2D 7/ X V7 —> a Y OfERB X
Q3D RyT—>a vt (a)Tle
B R VX T2 PRSP i B T 7 U < g 3l
W7z & ORI 2 <L, Tin kXD %
TS DEAAMEIH (b)T1 Eif§E TRERINE
BEM 2 EI3mE KL, el 7s & o ik X
BH% < Mt§ (c)FLAIR Ei{®iX T2 @ 5 5K
HHROES2MH L, [5OSR
(d)T2 Eifg (e)GT Hif5id BraTS2023 IZ&
FNBIEMT L, (£)2DE Xy T— 1
Y OFER (g)3D X ¥ T — a »ORER



Table 2: 7' X > 57— 3

VA a7 sk

Modalities Segmentation Regions Average
ET TC WT
Tlc TIin FLAIR T2w | 3D U-net 2D U-net | 3D U-net 2D U-net | 3D U-net 2D U-net | 3D U-net 2D U-net
. o o o 82.21 73.60 86.50 60.62 75.84 79.11 81.52 71.11
o . o o 46.11 40.59 66.48 52.50 78.05 38.54 63.55 43.88
o o . o 52.06 34.00 70.72 67.14 88.64 42.63 70.47 47.92
o o o . 53.11 40.83 67.62 62.61 84.37 46.56 68.37 50.00
. . o o 81.40 72.08 85.92 62.37 78.00 79.45 81.77 71.30
. o . o 80.72 71.01 86.11 77.57 88.46 78.70 85.10 75.76
. o o . 83.29 73.90 87.02 72.94 86.38 79.66 85.56 75.50
o . . o 56.41 46.90 73.89 69.27 88.77 48.35 73.02 54.84
o . o . 53.31 46.47 68.18 66.85 84.72 47.89 68.74 53.74
o o . . 55.99 46.51 70.64 73.13 88.46 51.85 71.70 57.16
. . . o 81.14 72.32 84.12 79.52 88.04 80.32 84.43 77.39
. . o . 80.44 72.44 82.70 74.46 81.01 79.86 81.38 75.59
. o . . 81.51 43.65 85.04 73.61 89.34 49.36 85.30 55.54
o . . . 54.85 71.95 68.52 80.26 88.41 79.27 70.59 77.16
. . . . 81.32 72.59 85.19 79.46 88.39 79.41 84.97 77.15
5. EXE 6. &S

2D U-net 73 3D U-net & H & PEREDME <
HolzZ ITDOWTHELET L. RERTII,
M=oV F =& UTKIESENFES
BAFA4RT—XDWN, HAHEMED HHITE S
KWDEFT 11 2 Wz, Z4ud 3D U-net
THWEF—&ty Mo L ClERE, 7—
2B HIIEFE DLV, D Z e pEE
LT, 2D U-net DHREMEL o7z B X
bNb. £z, 2D ET VXA T A AfEDZE
FESRAER R WD, X T—> 3
VORBEICEREEEZTVWSEEZLN
5. R, TlcDE I RA T —=>aryRa
7RO HE—EXY 7 4 Tin,FLAIR, T2 &
DHEDP o BIZOVWTERT S, Zh
1, Tle BHRMDER ) 7 4 1ZHEARTHEE
DEFIHICX AT Z 2 EETH D, 2D BB T
DETRAYT—a X, BRI EHL
BRI L TEARETHEEZHND.

RIFFETIXEATIETH % 3D U-net £
FLEHAWEE X7 —>a vk 2D U-
net \ICX 2t X7 — arDMERELLR
ZiTo72. ZO/ER, Tin FLAIR,T2 OfH
AEDELNDITRTOEXY 7 4 DA
EHHET, 3D U-net DR 7HBMENT
WBZEeDNghol. LrL, T—Xtv
F DEGHE R ERE LS T LT
Jelz®, FHERE X ) OHEIC D725
D, 2D U-net EF LD I X T —a v
HEZAEXE2 2 THETOERS T
XZAREMD D E e E XD, SHBROFEYL
LT, RIEH2DEITRA YT =2 avDfF
ENENZ eI o s. HBEEALEX
B3HEL LT, EFLOHRER Unetr %
Attention Unet 72 ¥ D € 71 Di#E A3
ZZ 65, FRHT, Attention Unet 1A F v
TR 71T Attention gate & I B 1E
H rEIs 2 BB R U O 2 B3 B 2 72
B, M OGNS IRIREER BT B
IRV T = a v OREERN LSRG TE 3.
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