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Review of the application of deep learning in the auxiliary
diagnosis of ophthalmic diseases
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International School, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100088, China

Abstract: With the rapid advancement of technologies, such as artificial intelligence, the research and application scope
of methods such as deep learning in the medical field are expanding increasingly, and the combination of new technolo-
gies and clinical practice has become a research hotspot in recent years, demonstrating great potential in the auxiliary di-
agnosis of ophthalmic diseases. Deep learning algorithms based on convolutional neural networks have shown great po-
tential in tasks, such as disease screening, lesion detection, and tissue segmentation, and have been gradually applied to
the diagnosis and screening of various ophthalmic diseases, including glaucoma, age-related macular degeneration, dia-
betic retinopathy, and cataracts. Firstly, the related works and applications of deep learning in the auxiliary diagnosis of
ophthalmic diseases were reviewed, focusing on the datasets, evaluation metrics, and current research progress of various
ophthalmic diseases. Secondly, it was found that deep learning achieved remarkable results in the diagnosis of ophthalmic
diseases, but it still faced challenges such as small dataset size, class imbalance, and insufficient model interpretability. Fi-
nally, the future prospects and development were also discussed.
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A5 7 A . A8 IR BE 2 S HOR T R 4 B
W T EAMUSE S T RIS Wi R e, 1
RNEAENEIRIGST B3AL T omA 7S, 4
THT BERRIT BRI R i & .

T, REEF SILETHENLE A (CT, com-
puted tomography) % 3 HiE 1% (MRI, magnetic
resonance imaging) « X #f 28 (Xeray) . O fIf ¥ &8
(Echo, echocardiogram) - J# 2 ¥) i &l & (WSI,
whole slide image) %5 % MR8 H53 2] 1772
N, FFIAR 72 NSRS 265 AT
JZF34 (OCT, optical coherence tomography) . R JiE
¥ (FP, fundus photography) 5 HR R} 25 5245 5
a5 BB ORI IEAE H 830G 22, JRILE 1T BRI
Wy. fltn, BREESIBRBAET IR, ZEEA
PR PR PEE R R B A P A e 5 1) 7 2 A
RTS8 B T AN, DT S B0 92 97 (1)
B I SORE B 3 R AT VA, Ao R T
AT HRALE EE B . A SURIRE S SIE Bk 428
IRBRZ R B2 W AH G TAE . MRS VF
Priabe el SR BT 4508

1 REFSERIBERHEBISET RN

1.1 REZFSESRBEENS AR A

T GHRSE — P v IR R 5 18 M e 2R AT
Plg, TERR O T m i A, BRER Y BB AR TE
AR PN 7 R T 32830 1) R DX By 1) AR e,
AT ALAR AL RS RGP 2T 4 206 A .
fanit, 21k, EatFEE NIRRT
TR s NI 6 680 J5, HoH1£9690 J5 A HE
5'% Eﬁ (1] R

R R BERN S 2 AH - W E R 4 i 7E I PR
i 2 5 IR R 20 X, BT Dlodid IR R
FE ) I ELAF A2 L8 (VCDR, vertical cup to disc ratio)
FTOCT AL I s e 20 21 48 J2 5 i 5 I8 25 1) AR Wb
BYR AR B FH 2R B H IR BRI
Jrik, BRI CLE SRA . R 4 BAE O AE bR
BRI LS, X ECIREHT g, JREIRIK L
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1) MICCAI 2021 GAMMA #k % F& 54 4k

MICCAI 2021 GAMMA Hk & 38 £ 4 2 p (5

300 4~ 1 2D HR B IR (2 000 1% & 2 992 1% % .
193418 2 %1 956 18 %) 1 3D Y& AH -+ W1 2 41 4
(992 8 ZxS1218 Fx256 18 %) WMl R A& AR
MR R, Hodr, TEEOGIRRAE AR A
50% CXEEEHRAEAR AR N HE, T A2 i AR At
AR R o B, E OB IR R AR A 5 50%
(CRAHEGIR 5 52%, T HIFE IR & 28.67%, il
HOGIR 5 19.33%) . ZBIEE A S FEARKF IR 5
S\ BB A LI A B A7 B AN A AR A (1) 43 E bR
Ho H, BRI H IR R RE, HEEd
ST A AR AR AR LB (1) 73 FIAR I e 4 44
G RARFHE A SE R, 2 G 1 B EF 1040, L
W 2256 (R IR o} s AR AR B 2

2) RIGA ¥l 4

RIGA (retinal fundus images for glaucoma analy-
sis) AUHE G 750 5K F T 20 B 75 HE 16 400 D) e
IR, SR0EEIE I B 6 42 98 IR IR RS AR X AR
LA X ST Fahbnie . 3RBORTAE T 6 NS5
R DX 3T O AEAR AT O« 7K ST 2 AR 4
L) o FEbRTEZ 58 s 6 S IR RS A br iR E
SR T T RRAEAE R A, ORIUE T BB S rIAR 1

3) Drishti-GS1 ¥ #i 4

Drishti-GS1 % #% £ 41 % 101 5K 2 896 1% & x
1 944G R MIRKEREG, Kb, JIgERE 505k
BUE, MREEE SIKEE . A BEGgYkAE S
RO F7 SRR B, I EAR AR BN T
3k (ONH, optic nerve head) [J7#EMT5 . ZEHHE
AT AR FIAREE DX S 3 BIbR e, AR B
N5, B BG4 67 BA A I R 56 1)
ARBLL K ARiE.

4) G1020 % # 4

G1020 H 4 4512 — AN K HUARE A T+ 0] F (9 #E
JELHR IS G B 4, 2B AR A 5 1 020 7K &1 40 7%
IR AN IR R EG, LTI T aR 2
R IAESS o ZEAR AR T 5 CIR 2 Wibr
2, VR T MUARIRUAR I VELN BRI . TR ELAR A
b, PSR/ INE(E R, DA S R 2 T
UK B AR TE R . G1020 B s 42 161G 1 M
IRBHS A bR e SR, B 7R O R BRAS I
bR AESEAEEIR AR, RO SRR A0 B2 R VR A
TR AR TR B B E LIRS W
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FAEEREYE. TR CEEES LR,
MICCAI 2021 GAMMA $k % 28 £ 4 4L fil 5 2D HR IS
ER 53D T EHA#EdE, 2HESERFE
B, NEIGCIRSHSE 7 A mikdE. A, 721
SR R AR Y I A PR A BB RIS DL 78 23 78 5 9 05 1Y)
ZFEVERHIE, BRI TR AGRE T, TN AS [ I
PR 3% 5B & REE T BEAS A2 -« RIGA HUdl SR %
PR IR R A W Falbrid, SRR AL X 35 1
S ERE LGS, ARSI BE T R I IEEA .
(EAU R I M, ik = ABBLSE0s, TN Z
A BE BT G AR B AE,  7E 2 BTG B 7T
THIAE7E ] S B . Drishti-GS1 #4548 B U )N,
AHAMER Z AL K IETERN, BA RG] 5
P, TEMARE R BTSSRIV . (H2, B/
PRI T B Z PR =, e DL 2 B 4 i A XS
B ERTR, AT BRSNS AS [R5 I RFAE A4
PERETT o G1020 Hidhs A DU HUASRT 51 73 3 26 0 W 3
P, TEAE AR AR 7 SR A B T IF &z Ak
PESR IS 5. (R TR I s AN P4 1) AN 25 22
M, AREIE BEAERE A  AAY, Al Re gAY
SR 22, XD BEERIRNEE T R . KK
T B E O CIR BE S RAE Y 78 B B[R],
TR 2 B BRI M R4, R a5 55 2 REAL IR 491,
IR R FERBRRE ™ B, Mot
AP, Gi—BEARE bR, DR B I 25
R FNZ A RE
1.1.2 #4847

IDRRGIES

MR % (accuracy) J&—FHECNH WA 48 2-1E
BAVPN TR, HERH 2R R R A TE A Tl R AR =
TEFEA AR LOA], A2 A5 FR0IN TE 7 P A8 2% Bl At
2, 1HEAN:

N _ TP + TN "
Couracy = o L TN + FP + FN

HHr, TP (true positive) NEIEHS]. FP (false posi-
tive) AN IEH]. FN (false negative) N = 1
TN (true negative) NI (true negative) . R
AT DL DA B RS o R AR AE AR AR B A 1t R
BT R R R 7 BB B 28 T R A .

2) KR

FEE (precision) WHMFREAER, FBAEF—HL
Bk, B TS5 SR N IR A R, SEBRbRiE ]
NIEBIIREA . T3y

TP

Precision = TP + FP )

R TR e SR HEFR R R BE P, 5 e S
TR I, 2K 5 23 AT DA ot EE A
RUNF B PRI BE 77, KERAZE ST, U B AE T FH
PEREA b HERf R

3) HnlE

HFEIZFE (recal) FRTER—HAH, Frfsbr
SEFONIEBIREA R, TN &5 3 R I A AR,
HELR:

TP
Recall = m (3)

[ 28 9y A5 B0 06T S5z o B 14 A5 A 1 TR 1 e
HRE T AR 5 AT DU A 2 B A 00 S bR BH P R
A, SRR R ) R AR

4) BT IREHE FE 1 kappa 240

TRIEFE PR — R T R 7 B2 NN E £
O TIOI A5 SR AR AR R, o, — AR A TN
B, F—ANEREREhE, W] DUR R &5 2R3
TR A SEPRE G — 8. B0, 78 LR &R
5 FAT S5, IRIEFERE 2 BRI 7 0 (k&
Wi SR FREEHED TR SE R4 A . kappa &
it E LN

=1 EFHREXBIBEITEE
ok HdE U RS R N5
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Drishti-GS1 %34 101 5K AR R IR IR MR A X 450 53 BB WA 22 3k 5 BT 551 5
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kappa = pl" __5: “)

Hp, p, RoRtEmZR, HEITXX Ak uR M
BN TTRIAME. p XL EES
TR A B R F M S REAR S CENERER TR 2
AD P LUE, kappa REUGEUELE[-1, 1],
(HEFHEAZIEFE. Mkappa RECH 1K, FR5
AT 25 RN SL g e 2 —8, 2 — A
fH; *ikappa RECHORF, IR/ IEH 0T 45 R
SEENL 2K R R85 RH 2 5% 2 kappa REUK
H 9 HIS, FoR oy S8 AR TR 45 SR LR AL 73 25 1)
SERTIE. Bk, ASTA NI SE 7y L 48 1 kappa
FHBOEH AT [0, 1T o AE TR AN [R] 28 591 H 5
73 9% A B S AN T4 I 5 T VR VB R R 1) kappa 2R 2K
A BT RS EE Y — B A T S .

5)F143%

F1 534 (Fl-score) &A% A A1 5 (1) Al
EIH, ARARAREEE H R T T B PEAEAS ) T T
PEr R HERA PE AN 5 2, 8 TN B S AP 1)
B SR I 0] DAy — AN AT PLZR G VPAl AR AL Tl e
P4EbR. tHE L.

Precision x Recall

F1-Score = 2 x Precision + Recall ©)

T IR R R R A Bs Wit A A, AR
RIRE TR EH IR SR I R DLBE k12, R ERIE S
BEE LR IIZ . F1 20 502 0 5 TiFe b (1) 4
R EFRHR

6) 1 LI WK ERHH

KR ESHE B (ED, Euclidean distance) 1§ 7E4T =
YEFE A S TR LSRR B9, X TR R4k
n A AL ED RN
ED-

— 2 - 2 _ 2 _ 2 (6)

(X1 =y H(x=p) H(x5=p3) + e (x,—y,)

T A TOUII AR A0 I G PR Ffr ko R () i A S
PrAd 2 (B P35 WK IR BE & (AED, average Euclidean
distance) gt B LA S 7 B 41 H0 4R 1 4 FE B 43
A () T 25 SN R 45 SR 22 X H, AED Y
EBREIT T 0, R TIN 45 R SLhrds 1, 4
KA ISR LT, R WIFRIR 73 45 I R B
Zeo N, A5 B gL E AT S5, AT
AED SR AT A5 A PN 5 B v g U1 B HERA P

7) M E AR

T EHAM AL L (VCDR, vertical cup-to-disc ratio)

R VA T DGR IR R G b AN 22 48 75 {5 1) B
Ffabr, AN S BRI EE B RS A
P EEBELRE. BEENT, EEAEELRN
7E[0.1, 0.7], vCDR FI{E M5, RoR1EREE %G
AL B Y R AR R O . RS T IR R EE
FEHR FUMAT 4% A, vCDR A] LA W Hb sz il 75 6 HIE 11
.

8) Dice %%

Dice &% (Dice coefficient) & —F H T fj &
PN EEARE G St 7k, @ g TG
H 3B s B EE R ERe, BTN
. 2x|ANB
Dice = 7|A| + Bl (7N
Horb, AR B 53 AR G 55 B 45 R A E G A
£, Dice REAT LU RIFATIX L H B HIE R S
N TARERAER 1, Dice R E M HUE YL HI N[0, 17,
A ) Dice R R 3 45 R 5 LS hR T B — B
A
1.1.3 ABXT4E

MR TT TR, A2 8 R SRR Nt
IRAZWIHEOR RSB B0E [ RS LAl 10, Tampa
SFOSEH T MR T B Sl I R S IR FE A )
Bk, ZE LR Origa-light A1 Origa £ 4% 22 1 1
1 300 5k FUG SR FEAT ISR AR, 2% ] P& S8 A
WO IR KRR A RS HEDE
B R UURPER: 2% 8 FH A A8 4k 1 77 06 UG 4T
TRALBE, 2 J5 M8 & T 18 # % > 1) VGGNet19 15
B, AT T 0.988 4 FUAERI R . 0.976 9 fHF 5+
PE. 1.000 0 U 0.988 5 F1-Score #10.989 0
] AUC (area under the curve), ilEB] TR 2% 2]7E
HOLIR A3kl I ERIE T, NIRRT TR AL T
RN BB 5BV . Sharma 5575 E 15
A4 22 W 4% (CNN, convolutional neural network)
RS INEREM— N 2EEE, FHEDM
AR S HOAT 5 2], A R G I UL E 1 A
A B, ZEIEA T 5381 (PCA, principal
component analysis) 144 )5 5341 (LDA, linear
discriminant analysis) 4G RFHEFFE4ER R, H 2L
HOBFAR THRFIELERE, [RIRHR BT T HE0% X 20 AN [ 251
PREE R, fELMaRPREEN. RE, &
IF B 4 0 R A S N MR BR 2 S Pl (ELM, extreme
learning machine) #EA7702K, 2 J5 W51 NS Kk
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TREAL B X ELM 1 Bk 19 i 2 8ok 47 Ak
AR T 0.984 6 [P TERZ . 1% SCHR ISR B% AR
R Sy RTHER MR RE SR A T TAT RIS . Gov-
indan ZFM BT T — i T R R £ ORI CNIN A
A AT R AR R ) B9, 9 ResNet50 Al Incep-
tionV3 B R AH & p — MR S, AL T
0.992 0 FJ F1-Score. X5 filt &5 SRIK AL 32 17 75Ot
AR5 SR o PR At 22 7 T RO 2, PR T A
i) 8.4 . Aljohani F1 Aburasain®fii i CNN A1 B H1 7%
MAERE T —MREEFICIRAIHELE, A FiiAL
HL 1 BEZ 43 94 F ResNetS0 Al VGG 16 #EATHFAE
PEHL,  [RIHREURREEAT A, B e S BEAL
AR CNN S IE 20 A Ja AT B & 03 2. 1%
RBAEE] 1 0.954 1 HETIZE . 0.993 7 HYHRS Hff 2
0.883 7 ¥ 44 [A1 % £10.935 2 [f) F1-Score. Bander %!
PR T —1EETCONNeE RS, HTIEE
IRAESCIR R TAE, RGN R EE E 5)
PRI SR AR, I 4 3 L8RP AR B N SCHF [ B AL
(SVM, support vector machine) 47 25%%, 4 E14 77
FRIEFERHE . 2 ERHERSR . R A%
PE4r A E) T 0.882 0. 0.908 0 F10.850 0, SLHLT
e R AT M T G IR A 4 o Wang S5 TE IR E 2
SIS BB . AT e, Rt
LRI SRR, XWAED G AT W R 5 (VF-
OCT, visual field optical coherence tomography)
Gt AT AbHE . 2 (A% S5 AL EF (VF, visual field)
K] & F1 OCT EIME # 4 A\ ViT (vision transformer)
BERL e PRI R RRAE, e &5 N R 1) 70 K s
L 3 SR TN E I TA) T B N 5 G IR 7 AT T
AREIMEZ . Chai S8t 17— AT ELE B2 1 EE&
I BURFIE I 2 70 S 2 W 2% (MB-NN, multi-
branch neural network) 84, ZAIAL 7 B SL R 4
ESB T 0915 1 RYHERE . 0.923 3 () R BUE A
0.909 0 (145 5 ¥ . Chiang ) CNN #5 B4 @ i 42
BERUFE R SR L (CBAM, convolutional block at-
tention module) PAFEFHALAY M RE, SLIGECHEAEH T
SEAZXINAE, 7E3 088 7K IE v A Hd 4 v 4R B Y
T RE B AUC 7 0.894 0, #EffIK M 0.821 6,
RIPSET0.810 4, H5 5718 0.832 7, Fl-Score N
0.819 2. Madadi &&"JT K 1 — 44 9 IR I3GE B
(GDA, glaucoma domain adaptation) ] J& 2% > f5
A, ATFECIRMZE . GDABRZ O B br 2

T o T R B AR AN [] B8 U b R R O IR P AR
ik, MR ZARE J1 . N T SRBA 2 k
&R, ZSCHERIE N GDA 51N 1 — it AL
il ZALHRE AR AR R I AR R Z P AL, LA
TRA BRI 7 2] B bR, R Ieb f
IR IR CRIANE & U5 R0 R N H AR 30
Z AR 3 FhAS [R5 0L KU 2R GDA, B2k 3| T
0.910 0 [ #Eff %2 1 0.980 0 [ AUC, H A RHRIN7Z
b HEJJ o Panahi SR H T — PR T 46 U-Net 22
I PR 73 B B, N FH T 0 A B . R A 288 1 2
FUESS, AT DR AR R R LE HAth 58 1 40 107V 1
AP RSl B, 76 0.008 s P 58 M B 4 EIAE 55,
7£0.03 s N 5E UM A 70 F{E S5 - Aurangzeb 5542 H
73T Anam-Net DNN [ m A, H T
S5 CDR JF X WA AL 3647 70 51, 1% % B 4L DNN
BARE S D T R R, A e R T BT
%% . Kashyap S8R BIF 7838 i 52 il I 25 AL 42 2
SIBEIRUAI U-Net 4444, I8 ] DenseNet-201 R £ 45
FAAH 2 M 2% (DCNN, deep convolutional neural net-
works) 1E A HFFAE$& HUAS 56 55 06 IR 19 IR AT 55
X 77 A0 A S A I 5 RS G R 05 A 25 b ) T
—/MNANEEEAEH IR, Sudhan SESME TR E
52 21 BOF I U-Net 2204 52 I EUE 23 #I AT ) ZR1E 78
IR, FERFAE$E U A2 R A A8 A DenseNet-
201 IR EEBRIAMNL . Abbas™ & T —Fi T4
FRURH 22 I 2% (1) 0 M B 424, B Glaucoma-Deep %
g, MEIAB RTINS JZRHE, IR R
{52 M %% (DBN, deep belief network) £ 7Y % 4% H
PR RAE, 5l Id Softmax 26 73 K 4%
X 7> F IR AHE R G IR AL R, Jf4E 1 200 7K
K B AT AFAA B A 0040 R 5 B AT T
e ZRGIAF] T 0.845 0 FIBUKZ . 0.980 1 HIKEF
PEL 0.990 0 FIVERR 2 A10.840 0 (K5 . Elakkiya
Al Saraniya®™ #& tH 7 — ML R SR, F T T
M P IR P He, 30T TR0 7 DG IR B A R
Wang 55K H 1 4 PhE RS (5 AN CRE I IR G
EME . ISR [X 3 (ROI, region of interest) « I
JB& R [X 4, (VROI, vascular region of interest) #ll
PO IG5 RGO ok S Bl 25 46 o L, (] F e e ek A5
KERBUR D T BARASPAT R R, IR 7 — R T
e KIE S A (VLLM, vision-language large modeD)
AR, T & 1 7 6 HR 23 R AR 12
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AT JEHRAR SR BE 5 S B FLEUAS 1 R 2
iR, (HULETAEERRIERE VPl . W R . %L
PE R S5 A AAEAE B R PR M. FEB A PR
Al B, AN HEFEAEAE A 2 o Tampa 559 F) H
Origa-light A1 Origa 24 e I 2R PR FE 2 21 Bk, B
SRAEZ N € BUH P EIUAS 1 e e R 55 R4
R Z A A 22 FEAC KO £ L I 5 2R I IR 3 55 TR 1)
MR SERRIE AR EHE 1) 22 FE It o R Ul e, B
AR REMENE . A FTEE ZF2E A
&, SRBERXFERIM ST, AR IRE R R
iE, AIRECIEIRFFETERE . AR O] M R 1tk 1
ZH AR M. # W, Govindan ZE
ResNet50 Fll InceptionV3 2H & 117 A % 1 Fl1 Aljohani
UL T CNN FIBEHLAR RS B R S AESE, HARTE
OGRS B A S I PERE, (HIX LR FE 2% ST A
R PSR R DR RS o I PR 2= A A8 4 AR Y 4 B
W, FE EE M R TR AR R A R AR AR A
H TSR, TSR 2 1 I 2% 45 R RS B
HRIER T —A “BFEEE”, RS T HAAERRSE
BTz R o B R )R A B R
Wi . Shoukat ZEP2FF & 4> H 3l 5 4 f8 H (1) £ 4
£, Hu M Wang™ft 7o b o8 R8s, #4772 508
FIRAT BRI EHE A1 () 1550 . Bander S50 R4t
FER G WX 28 SR BCRFE RS, BT HE s
PR, AERLRT RE R e 7 20 ) B OGHR B BT A Rk,
X —RERE R (1) JEHR 0 HE LLHER 2 . RIS, %k
4 Th AN [F) 5 DG IR B B PR 500 A A 5 B 22 e T e S
B 2w 7] 22 B0, 0h B AR B2 OB IR )
PUNGRESIA A . Wang BT H,  Hdi AN ]
RS AS R AE T 7 G AR T ARME N, 56 855 175 [
BT I 22, 52 i R R S ) HERA
12 REFIEFBRBECMERT HHENIZEH
B Rz A

SERS A S PE AR PE (AMD, age-related macu-
lar degeneration) J&—MH WL BEAT VN = A0 R &
BEMEIN, 1R S E NI . B
F M Y N R, TR B S B B X ek, 3F

S o S A A R D e . AR DR I
5 AMD 73 AR AP . AR DS B T
AR SRR N IR R R E R, 2
20404, it F e N K AMD S B iis £
2.88 424>+, B FRE N M2 WG, 7EHz

NR10EH, FER AMD 88 NHCKFR2E BT

AMD 1) 5 3955 3 28 0 Ry FEAR TR M0 A 5 42
FAWCY, FE I R L3 % AT LUE AT IR IS AR . OCT
FHTFIEENT L BUE AR (OCTA, optical coherence to-
mography angiography) K AT KL A . 38 I R B A
275 T DO IR SR . OCT #1 OCTA 455525 11
PG IEAT 23 A, I 0 L X gk A7 701 BB
P E AL AR TR AR XA &, BE AW A
A AMD, I AMD BT 73 8L .
1201 Stk Mgt HadEE

1) ADAM k1 e 54 46

ISBI 2020 B & Afi — A 5% T 45 e AH 0V 2 AR
T B B sh & Bk ik 8 (ADAM, automatic detection
challenge on age-related macular degeneration) , Jf
Peft T — AR R PR FE Y AMD fa I
gy, DT RAT T A LR AE T L RO A
LS 1200 SRR S BB 45 & B e, Hoh a4
824 5K /M FE RN 2 124153 %2 056 15 3K (1 IR R EHE A1
376 5K HEAON 1 4448 3K <1 444 5 X IR R ER
ZHAE B 53% N FVE 47% aht, FReIX
[AI7E£53.19 %+ 15.59 % . HARED S AMD 2 Witras
(AMD H9E AMD) .« #L £ [X 45 Fl AMD #H 5% 5 &
(BRI, i, BHYE HREEER, H
H1, 27615 AMD, 92451254 AMD. %53 4E
7 44 MR A T 50 58 A AR 70 51N B B ey e 1T g A4
WrsERL, &5 BB N e E A I AMD il 2k .

2) AREDS $#i 4

WA PEIR R AT (AREDS, age-related eye
disease study) %5 75 704 08 AH OC M 5 BE AR 14 1Y)
RS2 . £ AREDS KA ) EdlE e, Bl
A AREDS I [ 4F ¢ [X [H] 7£ 55 311 80 % 2 [, FF HAE
I PR45H 5, AREDS HUREISIN 2 5E AT T 54F
BEVT, JFUER 1 A AR SRR s . 2R SR
BERE 595 42 5 [ 72 000 7K w57 & IR K
K. B EP iR EAEE (nERd.
AL MRS IR AL R (ol IRE. fi
MRS . AMD 4 R . BEIE it M
MR e & 5w . A icxS, Hd, AMD 7y
Ry NANER CoRAE. B AMD. i
AMD M AMD) .

3) REMID % ¥4

RFMiD %4 8230 5 3 200 5k IR KR, %
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4 e O AL IR URE RS, NIRRLH H
e PAC H (0 G U R 43 8 P2 L T B B BE .
B LA o Ay, B —#40  REMID_ALL
Classes Dataset, 753 200 K J5 45 1) % (2 HR i€ png
BIE, Hodr, 19205k IR 640 Tk AR UFLE
640 5K MR EE, JEIRAEIEH AR A bRTE. 28
—#B%r N RFMiD_Challenge Dataset, 75 3 200 5k
TR R E G FE I E. BIEE. TR
%15y, [ EEEAE T 28 Fpm bR S, o,
A5 R I 10 5K BER B0 4 A A 28 9 S 2031
HRMA B N4 FHbridy “OTHER” .

AMD R FIFELF I AE, AMD AR E i 4
YTLE LR 2, ADAM $h ik 25 4260 5 F & MR I
B AR, s 2 Mo AR R AL, fE LR
BN FATS PARA R AR, Bl R IR R PR
fHHRFAEARRMESZ R, o] B8 TC VR I ff s P 4 BR AN ]
NBE AMD FR-AE, BEAK T 78] 2 B0 s 2 i)
P . AREDS #0405 4 05 15 K W B 15 $040 A 43
AT, NIRRT R R Pl B 40 T 3 SRR
(ERIETERIG iR NN S Suy L N &
SRR [A) S P AT R S U S E AT, T
Fe gk B SEPE . REMID Bdi S5 4 2 40 5 5 hnite
AL T ZFEREHER ARG R, T Z2EMEE
LW . (EXT AMD R A (bR FE A X g, =
YU R AR AR BEAN 4, M DL AR v 12 I A
P IRN DT TR o Aok AMD $H8 48 (144 2 v
ERMBAERZ PO, ZHEBFOEIRIE, FFE
KRR TG . FIN, g AR 2
JEUAREMESS, SRS OR IR . A FRRE . Ry
TR CBELE R, RS —MRES TR, A
AMD HLHI BT 7T 510012 W e AN A iR o7 SR At s
B B S
122 AX T4

Peyman S5 H T — iR 8L 1Y) 22 R G B
LM% ENy, BT AMD HERiZ I, %2 RE
CNN M EF 7T MERE, HTXHZEEESE AMD
BEAT 3, [FINHEFH sigmoid BREUE Mo 28, %M

28 1F Mendeley 248 5 AT %%, FF7E Mendeley.
OCTID. Duke. SD-OCT NooriX 4 ¥4 b k47
TR, HEf2 AIE$199.73%. 98.08%- 96.66%
A97.95%. X — R AIGIE T 2 R R K £
AMD 2 Wit A U, B R S ST A A A A
Rt T EEN SN, A IS R TR
JE£ 27 21 1) AMD 12 Wi B A [n) kS B2 77 R KK F€ - Send-
ecki S0 Je 0 R AT BB 2K M I 0 I K 5 A
B, ZSCERE A T 4 B ) DenseNet121 A4,
T AMD 8 4T 2 B XK 0F4> (PRS, polygenic
risk score), A IE IS & ST IR B4 5 AMD AH %
(VR R AL TF B AN 3210 B9 PRS. R 2R 56 i
R AE 23 4 4 B2 [ U1 458 B v 3 i PRS 1 9HE 7 2 .
BRIt 2 4h, ZCHERIE R A T Grad-CAM  (gradient-
weighted class activation mapping) % AR A4 i # /)
, T LU b Fe s AR IR A A8 S T Iy S T 1
B IX 8, AL I L E AT IR AT A T PR A, A
TP 46 %) 1% % (MAE, mean absolute error) 4
0.74, 377 % 2 (MSE, mean squared error)
0.85, #IHREZE (RMSE, root mean squared error)
N0.92, REFRE (R r-squared) N0.18, T4
Xt 4 ik Z (MAPE, mean absolute percentage
error) A2.41. RUNZERLER PRS J7 I HA—E
(R HERf I AR e M, H 2 v R 42 21 B 5218 PRS
IR 2 . Sendecki™!fE 53 #h— T 58 1 K T CNN
YENIZ OB, T N OCT B $2E BURRAE A
TH AMD [ PRS, [A] i i85 CNN $2 B R A 4 A\
FI| Extra Tree [o] AR opr, 3 — 22 19 9 PRS i 11 1)
HERTE . 5N AMD Wi {5 5. FW. RHE s &
BAMRHIEfS, AL IO PE BEIE 2 T 0.54 () MAE
0.44 [FIMSE. 0.66 [{)RMSE. 0.42 )R>, REGSHIA
A R TR AMD 8t & KUK . Lee 558 H OCT
EUETF R T —Fhi TR FE AR 22 I 25 11 E 3h 612 A
B, RN RAS WA RS, —48EF AR, R
—H O AMD B4, BRI IR IO DX 11 5K
BUR AT 700, SAAEARFE 2T b Oz B4R
JEI . WPEOCT JZ A S R i) BAT T 92% i)

w2 AMD HH X EIBRERTEL

EEE S Hlm

PRAAE R RIS 5

ADAM B RS H s 1200 K HL Jee &4

AMD 2 TR 28 AL ISR S 0 Aehn 25 4

AMD £ 55 28 [X 355 1 AT

AREDS##4:  #72 000 k= B EIRKEIE EHEAED R ELER AMD % SFFEE AMD I AR PR 7 B ik & /i

RFMiD ¥#i 4 3200 5K IR JE E &

PRIFARIE (I 3/ 8093 [ 28 P AR 73 i)

HE s A U A 7 2
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MR (ACC, accuracy), 92% FH: I & #AE R
2k (ROC, receiver operating characteristic), %1%
RUAE AMD ()12 W o B R 4 (0 A 18 A A1
FBHEEREIERCE R, B NRIZHRZE. Saha
ST T — A T 5 AMD OCT AEWbs £ H
SR IALr R IR BE 2 21071, N T —MNRES
a2 G = S = By 5,8 R S By = 1) b 5 S R
T TR A AR S B 95 A 0 B B 1 37 P A0 R S B 3
JEPEREDURRY . Z TR KESLE, mAERA
153 44 114920 000 5K OCT G Hm 4k Lik 2] T
87% B ACC, %W Fi A B 42 & i K2 W 2002 Ik
BN RNE W R % . Mathieu ZC9F K% 7 —ANH T
H B AR RS R € R G b A 8 AH DG 1 B B AR R I PR
FRAE (AL Y DeepAlienorNet, FEihx} 7 MFr2E 47
S ORI . T PEEEYE . KR
BRSBTS . ARITES . R
AR, B AMD), AT IR IAIE, 2 R
B8 0.77, FF 5 EN 0.83, 1% 8 AL TR T A
AMD MUK AR R 5308 fE - R AL« Peng 2557
JFK T DeepSeeNet i Fi£ 5 I A, A5 F XUANR 4
HR )L (CFP, color fundus photography) % AMD
B AT HARE A3 PE5r . DeepSeeNet 1 46X 4F
FHRME Rl AMD B R 2 G AR AE B 3 57
PWeIEPE RN, 2 527 AREDS bt 47 XU P
SR, BRARS T T NEIREN K2 ik
T £ il kappa R 0845 o I R 5 A= 4 W 9 i 7™
HARE IS E BT T B T AN ENSEE R
TERE PR3 () H 8l i & TAEH, Al 5559 5 S 7E &
B PAL ERAT 55 A A TS % 1E, Ak R 7 AH
RFFIE RIS L, 2 5 F) FH 25 R 48 X 286 X0F 73 Ak B
Ja ) B AT R RS2 H, (R A K B B e A2
(LSTM, long short-term memory) ¥ £% {1 Jl] K 1L,
B Z AR 4y 44 9 AMDNet23, 1Z A T i A T
96.5% 1) #E i % . Jung ZEPVH K T — MR T
DenseNet201 #5841 240, 1% F 40 n] AR 635 7E
FS2IRTT Ja AMD IR R AR BT FEERHC T 100 4>
BEMLAEAS, Rz e 2y i Tl 14 58 5 6 44 BRABHE AR 1Y
TR RIBEAT T HE, % RGN T B o0 i
BN 3 PRSI S I 4 5k BRI R IS0 T IR BHE=
AT . 522 2L, Kim ZEUOA T4 A i
SRR MR TE B AR, 23 A T BaseM. SegM.
RawM IX 3 FR B4 HE 47 Il 25 9 51 N 2 B2 508 Sk il

I — 5 J5 A0 AR B/ 7 R A 1.0 I T EME
% o S 6 A 42459 H RawM BB ROC £ 51 0.95, H
AIRGRANZACTE, TEREHR . Chen S5 i I A= B
LW 4% (GAN, generative adversarial network) #x
M, MWEAIRERS (CF, color fundus photography)
PG A I8 3 1 1] k5 4 L35 3& 52 (ICGA, indo-
cyanine green angiography) K%, BIFPERLIT &K T
— Jift CF-to-ICGA H 5 B FE #5500, JFIGIEAS H
ZJ7I5AE AMD 73 2K i) LA T AMD i 25 f) #E
#, NAMD Kt iRt 7 — MR T R, [
I iR 2 IR I Frf it 1 Bl o ) B, F
B TR TR, AT AMD B AT P BUE S L )
RSB T RIH B . AR SCHR[42], AR R R
W HE S Y AMD e (BEAE AMD i 15 1K J&
ML RS )2 L FE 3 ), Gao MV JF R T — Bl AR 48
OCT K5 .75 B 4 5 22 & 52 T AMD 3k Jie 4 77
%o SITEESHIRRE R T o FPFEE THRK
Sty b~ S8 2 T R A5 3R R DN R I R T
JE, IR B R4 I 2% A OCT BHZ v il 35 )R
TE RGBT R 8 8 2 10 JE BE I 1) 4, o s A
LSTM >k &b #LiX L] [] 2 51), - F50I0 oK oK 1) J5- i A%
b, f 2T R ) AMD Rk K L. Ri-
cardi S TR T A IR TR 7 — oy R,
P F 50 37 A L A A S A2 B T AR 1 o 55 5 A
R 5 AL AE AR B LI N BB FA
IR AU AR S SR RE . BRI . B
MAEE) B ZhE . B LR IHT A U PR AR e
FH oM BEAS I (NAMD, neovascular age-related
macular degeneration) H1 5 A0 I JI5E A W) bk ) 1
55 BRI B R U)K By
AUC 4093 (£0.04), fARIK L) AUC 4 0.88
(£0.07), A EH B FI5 T30 70 FIHAH R TE 7
(R>) “FJ50.89 (£0.05), 2D M KI5 F N
0.69 (£0.04), Dice RET 157> 70.61 (£0.10),
R REs LRSI 0 2, 5 T8l 188 RA
AR E SR

4 AMD FIAH KB TAEfEEE 2 10 /. 1E
BRI E T TT T, 2 BT A R R B S
PR, T BURALEAS [F] ARG R SE (132 A Re
JIAE . fltn, Thomas S5 2 R CNN 2244 f
SRR E RS AR, (HIX Se B AR R A
FIREAFAEBIR . MRAE SR R, TEIRI G 4 BRANA
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NHBEIT AMD H#AIE, A58 72 B T HAR N FER
CWIE R T B2 B . ERF R AT b, 3
IR FAORTE R — BES EE, B T 2 ARS R
fill Ay SR B A0 #A . 40 Saha S5 A 5T 3 B T
OCT PG KM AW hs B4, K78 70 2 K IR IS
M OCTA & HAMM S HE 5 OCT WK 44, 7l
ToEA TP AMD BIRARAE S, fE0RHEm B HER
WPl . WIRIRSEHYEMER, —Lit iR
E S BRI R S Hr i s Pk % .- Sendeckd 5557 Ak 1t
AMD % FE R XS P4y I i, BAASRH T 2
FoR, (AR R A et s, Hoat B R
XTG4, MELAAEIR R P S W )2 M . A
AMD 12 Wi [F) A7 AE TR B 2% S0 A8 (%) T A R 1 48
ZWRRME . PLLee 51 B ah 412 Wit 8L R,
BEIRZEANS e e m,  (REE A X DB g A Y
() PRSI AR AR, 11 PR = A A A5 FH A A 2
PSR A By (1) B FE A, AR BR ] 1 B AR I
PREZE A IHE 5 R
1.3 REFIEERFANERRTHIZE SR
v

B JR 995 A1 i 955 42 (DR, diabetic retinopathy)
R M B I B AT 1 R PR T 3. R
M5 ()92 U A0 PHLZE T 51 R I IR IS A2, IR R I
UME R Vs, M. WrAEmE . Bk
HaGE . BB, AP R S . HAR AT LR
DR 2 HRJRS B o 15 7 72 DRI I B e ) ) S 5
A AR RIWTARTEE 43 Do MG GE 0% PR RR IR JBE
A FR AR S A T PRI AL B A . FEGit, 4Bk
PR IR R s B AR R 20 22.7% IR PRI AL
JEE AR S . ARAE TN, 220304, AIKDREH
K 3800 25.9%, A E]1.298 412, It H 4162045 4
L F 1.605 0121,
1.3.1 B SRAAL M B Jm T AR &

1) OIA-DDR % ¥ 4

OIA-DDR™ ¥ £& H1 R T K22 AAb 5 B TR AR
B AR AABREHS, 8F FRE 23 M85,
M9 598 4 i PR B 13 673 SKIR KK . %
BAREA S 757 I briE R IR S EME, H A ks 4 Fh
5 DR A K28 55 sk (MA, microaneu-
rysm) . KB Y (SE, soft exudate) . 1l 5 H ¥
(HE, hard exudate) 5. %(#f b AR B 4 Fahdt 4T
1% 2 2 bounding-box 2% [ A% i bniE, 2 Ja AR

& DR (M AL L7 558 JEDRIFAE. DR,
H1 DR, H /% DR RIS 5EE DR

2) Maple-DR ¥z 4E

Maple-DR #§ # 4 Ji T MESSIDOR %4 #& 41,
MESSIDOR #§ #f5 £& 7 0,45 1 200 5K 4 JR /5 & % 1
FOIREEE (#1440 15 3K <960 15 31 5L
2240185 <1 488183, I A AMD ) AL bR T
COLP L L s BB BKR . BRPEE . BEPE S
). 20194E2 HE 202042 H, s RZER KT
MZAEZ 1) 7 AL B RIRRHEE 42 % MESSIDOR 2t 4
P SR 198 7k B A M A IR -G 3E4T 1T 5
DR AH G (A A5 B ZE 44 2 1) (R AR 38
D M BHETEE) bRiE, R T Maple-
DR ¥4k .

3) IDRiD {4 4

IDRiD #{ #& #£ (Indian diabetic retinopathy im-
age dataset) "R E 516 5K STE LM ER, EHR
AW, — R DRI R AL EE A,
F—FNIER R M R . IDRID BEEEE =R
o) Lok s R A HEAT T VEABRYE, B AR sl ik
L BB Y. BRSNS I RS A A
e [RINRAE 75010 bR A0 I JIEE 95 3 MR PR 24
BEK = AR L A B, BRI SRRt 741
BN BE O B AR AR o 1 EHE 4R T 0 81 Tk BB
A DR A I —AE AR AL AT, & A T A
AN FEN LR VERE VAL 58 I B B SIS DU PR
T3 AL 0 I A £ PR A8 o A B2 R AN VAl 1) B AR

4) DRD %4 4

DRD #(#54E (Kaggle diabetic retinopathy detec-
tion training dataset) & — >/ ) A AL 9 fis
PG R, A& 7ok B EIRE A SE [ IR BHES BT
35 126 5K 70 HER AL A AR, o 1R PR p AL
W 5 7 AN () R 2 PR RRAIE o k5K BER el Bk IR B
BEZERRYE DR P AR L 0 N S AEEH: 0 RIR T
A CEHAMED, 1 RRREERAZ, 25385
FEWAE, 3HIREERA, 4 FRRIGETERE K
TR A B A8 (ol ™ B o AH 2 1 EHE 5 1) 0 2 A
| IR R 2 T3 HMAL B E, FERN
PR R EOE AN P )R . BRI, R AR
B, MEARA A, BA E RN
(AR
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5) AGAR300 ¥t¥s 4

AGAR300 £ 45 4512 & Jy DR 1 MA a1 %
TR . 55— LA A 1 AGAR300 il 45
5 285K jpg R IR EIE, RERGER
TSR RS BB R R . R R AR ET A
45°, i TR EEE 0y, A RE B BE X R A
X, o AEIEWA L, Ay HEEE N 2 44815 % <3 26415
7, IEMTH R I T S R g s, AT
KRGV E SR L . B 45 S i IR R B 5
MUIAEE, BRI = R B e Eg, S
WA b FE B T B JES AR R ML . AL AN S B A, E T
ST DU Al 259y Pk 8 R o S5 3 PR 9 400 D) 7 Py 7 11
ft, TR T kR R B T R S

DR $ s S AEHE S Wt Foadk JE R R B, 0 B R Y
— LG B, DR AH I E s 40 b L3 3, OIA-DDR
AR G, WA AR R R T A R A
WAVEM, X XIRPERAT R = AR E K. (HbRiE
FEA K EEARRT AR, KR AR bR AEEE G N T £ ik
BRMERE, TEASE AL ZRid B T BBV 7 4 R A
HEARE R, B PERE ST, Maple-DR %4
£ 5T MESSIDOR #4230 47 FibmvE, WAL, #1L
WSR-S SE R B o> BB, ARSI 451 B 30 7 Bt
FARME T H JI3CFE. SR, FHRUBAR N, 3D
SR RIRE F IR 7 IS, TERL ALz Ak
FRE A 1 5 THAFAE SR TH . IDRID Bds 4 Ul i
BUGFUE 2 briE s, & A A DU AR 23 1 5
I REVEAS o AF A PR A Ec s R AR HE DL 55 DR Fr
BIRAERAE, 5 BB R 2% R B FY)
REDUAT S BIGE A, Toiki 2 SRl RIS 2
FEAL TR . DRD BRI E K H Ay HE R iy, 2T
KA B W SE R EE LR, E )™ B AT
i A A TR 1 25 5 i 1) 22 B0, o /D B s AR
IR RE IS5, BRAR T R BLAE SERRis b (1 ] 5
PEo AR DR U £ (148 2 A B9 KRE AR AR
HARAEHE A0, B DR A 28 1) B AN [o) 72 i 0 A%

BRI RAERR SR, THELZEK
PR R, JHEABER L IRIT TR A4 R
GIRIRAE B, MTTORIR B 5 IR B R e T =
B ORI RO SR, SRS W 1 2 PR 5
NI
1.3.2 ARA T4

X% 35S I K M HESh T DR W 7S 1 K
J& . Sivapriya 25532 H T 4 4 ResEAD2Net ] DR
K A2y 2% 77 9%, ResEAD2Net ) ¥ i1 & T U-Net
R, WD T A B T R R E S,
MJE SR 4 ANk 21 2 A4S, A5 T BE A o R 40 /N R
fE, FEHIINRESRRE LB, kT
R FEFEAE A 7 IR A BE LI A B A 4 0 1 1
FhN5e#E . 2 J5 18 F MLRF 43 25 2855 AN [ DR B A
BT S AN . BERLEUS T 98.07% 1 ACC. 90.24%
R 99.01% IRF 1 97.51% 1) AUC, 15
RURILH U AR A 43 %) A1AS [7] DR 43 4%
PAERRYE E BB A . Dai E¥% 1T T DeepDR
Plus & 4t, T MHE R 3 1R HR S BEAZ A T 7
RAKSHEA DRI RIEN . ZRERW T E5M
AL T 2 5 4 R A DR R PR, BIHT S e
R TMEZHER RS FZ NZET 2 KEDR, M
J2 TR DR 3 Je (1 EL AR ) 8 11, RS — B4
HAE 0.754 %2 0.846 2 [A], %54 Brier VF4) 1V £
0.153 %2.0.241 2 1], R BZA 2 A B I A 1
AN TR 22 o IR IREE T T T i) e A A
TEIT 7 AL T OB AKYE o Guefrachi 5542 ) T
— DR HBEN WA RS, & ehkEREE
B 161 3 662 kA0 W IS GG AT T AR iE, 2 S AN
HER (0F D, ZJaRB X LT T EIHE
R RET L, DS AR IS R A X 3. B
i F ResNet152-V2 #ll InceptionResNet-V2 X IX L&
2ot PAh B BB AT A, SEER A R KR,
ResNet152-V2 PEREML 7, ACC. #HIElZ . Fl-Score
B4 100%, A B0 g v 7 S BRIl R B8 5 Hr

=3 DR #H X HREEXTEL
KRR K A FriEfE N5
OIA-DDR #4513 673 SRR & (757 sk Anie) 4 5 DR AH I 48 s b DR ™ B AR 2 43 5 9% DR A Kl 43 200t 7t
Maple-DR #4452 198 TR ARG 5 DR (1 88 1) 05 BRL 45 4 43 BB DR 5155 B 45 K F 5
IDRiD $#fi 4E 1 516 5K mid A B Il 4% DR GHRTE SR IR R RARVE i ™ AR S % DRI 43 B 5574
DRD ##i4E 35 126 5K s 7 HRE AL L E R DR /= FEE 5 AN hriE DR 4r it 58

AGAR300 ¥#i 4= 28 Ik IR K E

TBI BRI BRI ST A
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[ DG In) A, $27 T DRZWr AT SE . DR B
F14Y LR HE v R P I 1L A 15 9 S70one B FEEAIG LA o e
SEA R, fE X IX BE R R ke A R4S IR A .
Soomro F5*15 Jena SFCEMT TR T — & {4
SREEAR, N AE 7 R R 8 Hh ont Bl EE A LA R )
I RS, 7ERGBSIEAR Y, Gillil (SrtuidiE)
X T e R AR R BON AR XS LU, 5 TR
e N T DIRTHRARRER AT PR, G
TEAE A T R T I 1 5 s Bl PR A 1 3 S L 13
7 (CLAHE, contrast limited adaptive histogram
equalisation) PAIA 348 5 GO0 LU IO RICR, #ETT
PR R I AERRE . BRIbZ Al Jena ZECiLE
— A U-Net S BCAEX PRI EERFAE, R 58 Al
RN ) 7> BE S5 o ZOCERE A T CNN 42 A
BN Z3 [AREE, $36 fFH SVM #E4T DRI AL 732K,
BRAIAT T 91.9% LA L[ #ERf % . Prabhakar 257
T U-Net. JHEEEFGMGPLAL VL. Deep Q LS FITE
HHERG B IGOCAC TV TT FE W PR T3 40 1o FEE 2 A ) T
B, FERE 1S s AR AE SR U 156 FH E RS D0 A0 SR AN
OB BERAT AL G, TR R IERGES ISR AL %
DA BE B i 93 00 0 JERF R0, 3T T T I 25 U-Net 15
B HE, VISR I U-Net o IR B (175
JEDCIHEAT 5], N SR 73 AN IS A %)
X, 25, (RSG5 Deep Q
W28 FEAT ISR, A5 A 0 B0 O A E v N, JF
5 I 2547 1) Deep Q W 25 13474325, B& LB T
91.60% IR FE . 92.22% (USRI 91.91% FI4F
e, GRERIRL, RILH 7 ERE R AL R
T3 A2 A AT 55 o 1) LBk 14 & . Saranya F1 Umama-
heswari™ @ 5 LB AR WERK. W
Sk 53 SRS A0 X B AR AT AL B, 2 JE I8 CNN
BEAT DR AN B 70 AT 55 24 £ MESSIDOR
i EEUS T 97.54% R ACC. 90.34% 1) REE |
98.24% )45 7 4 F1 93.28% fJ F1-Score. Qummar
GRS PR BRI Y (Resnet50
Inceptionv3. Xception. Densel21 1 Densel69) ]

&, LABuEt DR A BB 20 96 . Lalithadevi A1
Krishnaveni®$2 i 7 —Fh 4 A OptiDex ) G187 I F&
OJBAL, H T DR AR5 24 55 . OptiDex
i T —Fh 45 & Nas A1 MobileNet [ 48 #) X Tl Ak ¥
Je BB AT RAE SR, [z 45 & 7 DCNN
AR AR R L RS, @ DCNN 9 2% 2

B CIBCEFMR 2 R M GE . Zad Siie,
BRI ELAS T 97.65% [ ACC+ 96.46% [ R i i Al
93.45% M1 F 5 . Mansour'® W F 2 T 45 R 28
£8[¥] AlexNet DNN K58 DR CAD fE k5 %€, 145
BRHZRMNERE, GET0E, BT HIENY
A E R AT (GMM, Gaussian mixture model)
X 45 7 ] B X 3 (RO, regions of interest)
JENL. AlexNet DNN F = 4ERFEFEEL . JET sy
43 BT (PCA, principal component analysis) 1 2E 4
FI 5531 (LDA, linear discriminant analysis) 14§
TR LR SRR M B 7328, DA IR B A 10 5 38
DR 732, Wang Z e H 7 —FhJE T-BA BRI 6% )
B, FT 58 R DR FE A EHE A PR A1 0L T B/
A5y FEAESS o % SCHRAEH FIAML-LR Jo% > 75 i,
VBB EVAN T e I AER, H B e
AMES PR TS, ARG SR AR () AT g AN
PROFUE N . Singh FFME T 50 19 Efficient-
NetB0O CNN A5 AL AT A% 57 =) Ao AR PR 9o 40 DX s 95 22
AN RIBY B . 200 2K B2 B e e . PRl X RGB
PI3AMETE . SR @ I B Btk R4 tad
18 b {5 ] Sobel B 45 55 2 Fh e, &k (18 BHE
() L7 B ¥ A Ak BEAE BT AT $R A B SR I R L
fE, ACCIAZE|T 83%, LB T %75 Al LA Bl
A O M A DRAFFAE . AR 2t 7 3 F DR
KI5k 3T DenseNet 5 SVM. ZiEE 15K
FLHRCAZ 28 RN 293 = J1 %5 . Lim A Chen!®!
Set ¥ SLIC-G iR & 1R A #7735, HT DR
DFALSs . HITES AW B, BB BRI
] B2 MR AR I BUR h IR = R A i — 4R
R, ERZREHLBVNMEREIRE. B Bod
BAT R RAE, @ B SR 25 BRI 7S AT A
FARA, AE 5B FEEAR R I T, B I
FELLHM V). T SLIC-G B T R#EITAR,
IRPE 5 SRR R Ly T T BB X, 8 452 3|
TCRATTHI TP . SLIC-G 11 ¥ b 33 e 455 70 7 4 i
AN PA 1) DR #dm 45 ERESFRAT LRI

7 DR VR FE 22 S ik Fe4idek, R4 B R eI wt
O 7 R, AEBALE M. BE B .
G IREEA . W TE e B S T AR EA 2 . (EAAY I
R b, IUA BT RSCR AR B R« AR 2 FT
SR OURE e BRI GRS AL
PER . 40 Sivapriya 2557 ResEAD2Net, 5 7E 3
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i F 0 B e BRI s, W] — BRI HT T A 1
BHE, BT ARBIEEEEBGRER S, A
Bi. BERARRESE T A 7, BB TR RE
ARG RATH AN R EIRE A ME LALE T2 I I R
Rh R E R, BRE| T KRB 5 M
R, JoiEA 20w R ANEHLX . AR BT HLA % DR
IO N € OB HIEZNS N T o B L O €7
VERAERAVEA] — SOk xE LLERERE, B9 I 21T 70K e
MEZERER. mREAC T, H AR seR 5 s
B il PR B 2 A AE UK 2200 . VR 2 I T T
RUAE SEe S A TP O VERE SR T, A T Il AR R
152 PR 5 3K« Dai 2552 f] DeepDR Plus 7 4t 71 Fil il
DR B JE IV 18] & 1 b A B, ELAE SR i R s
N, RGERHREREAT REE T E 2%, XA & 2
K, HSRZ 5A KT RENESES .
XA I PR = A 78 AT 1) AR o M AP b TR0
H, kRS KEZRGENINS, B 7ok
NS 28 Bl R S B e A HERE . H AT ST 2 48
PEE RS . ZHEOTOCRET DRIZH, &
W 15 HAMAE 5SS R ER I 7T . DR AT RS R
HIIERIE, 5BEK SRR E VIR, T H
AT AR DA BT F0 K S8 RORE PRODI 3 B2 L IR 4% 1) 175
Bl HAh I RORE S 2 S IR RS BN 1R E
Bl o XXM T T 7T 7 UBR 1 16 DR A HIL A Y
RNERfE, sz 7 RLA00 DR IS 25 & VPl e
73, HE LU R I PR A T 2T 176 K
1.4 SREZFSEBAREHENZET PN B

AR (cataract) S —Fft e AR F bR A4 VR kL
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