bt [ i R B2~ 7 6 1
N THREfEH IR LS Wb el 58k e

N EEIEE
ERERKZ, EK 400016

WE. L5k, ATFRETABRESH PR T —EWHRE, BEAFEIRTASN. R IIE, @ AlE KA
REFIBIRACE ERBIE, N, RET WAL, FARREFITEMNBRAAN., FEMNEFTERENER, A,
KR | WERREEAGAIE, ka2t SHREAERG ., Al BB R RDARRES T %, 12

CRARNBRELWANE N ER TR, MARAG R RS ALK L) 205 A T8 RBE G RELSE, A2R&STAB

W RE ) BAKES ISR N IERANTS
KEW: ALK FRAB; RELE,; KESF

‘B PR (osteosarcoma) /& — Fh F B & A4 T L #E K /D

MR W R R, R AR RS MR
WG He2%, B R R 52 5 i s A
AR R CEE, BRSPS bniE, (2
HABRAIPENE, TR HEIS WA R A5 B 5 i e 8
W N TR RBAE B2 2 5 T 1) R Rt o A i B i
AT, BIUNABTREE S S RS BB, N TR REH ARk
SRRz 1 T PR A B AU BT RS (WS
whole slide image ) FEARFARWT & J& . KEHE T 765 5
TR S B, AL S e BA A S BT
BRI IHLER % ~) (ML, machine learning ) 5¥REE% >
( DL, deep learning ) P RZEHA KRBT, MR
FHER A SR B2 RS B ATV 7k AR SO ARk
N T8 BEAEE RVRE I B2 W 7 T A F 5 2 A — [T
1 G EREREBEZHAEZRERRE

A 55 AR FEAG A5 38 T B A A AR E R A
Belh b, i B R R D) IR U AR L LR AR
AL VR R R, s BB D A T A
WA IR LIS o LGRS 2 R
TS, BRI, S W R R . B
FIRRAE, ZHEORBLEEITELZ 2R, Hit= 45k fh
PEAULTUR, , LWiIRXE, HIR2I5 R E . 7E I i)
LW, SRR EEE T2 WG R i (84.62%),
A R HPVFR A6 B T E R R /N T 809%™, FEILTS 5t
T N TR ReBAR M & T R R B2 Wi ok T8yl
e
2 NI EHETERIZISWT b oA A TR

VEAFER, N T AR AR TR BE 2 2] 76 Mg DXl
U T . R A RAE | B R A I S B R AT AT
S Rt BRI Ty, FLAERE | LA . RS A SE
HEVRER2EIS WL e B e AT A5 | By 20U 20 i 27 i A
FE RAFR A . Hd T B (ADFE M B2 Wi
H AT LA Ul i Fr) 2EL 23 2 S AR 300 I X
WS | SRR AN M S5 DL 22420 | T0 e 431
SR SR B UG s Wi A A R 00 A1 R
A SR Z RS L W5 235 Ae gL
FEIS W N T REA A B 538 B, Spanhol™
ZE(fi ] BreaKHis BRI X0 th 8 AR PE
FEMEFUIRMRE , MERPENT IR 93, 2%, [AIA AT 4l B 7L AR
JEE IR EL 65 5 % 1102 W EL 0l B D U L 65 5 % 1 At )
TR, S ML @3 25 EcE B T
LRI 20 2124439 Ronnachai Jaroensri ™% 1 A T % fiE
BRI T I R R SRR G T M Z U A REE R0
TG ) AEEA FLAE A LU AT 9, 1930 T 5%
PRAA G R — SR R A5 S . A AT 16 Fi 9 s 2
FITEAS Gleason 438 FPTAR AT LA/ WA 2[RI 7 20 2
5, U BUE — SO AT SRR W, A5 B PR 2 AR T 3 41
I o Han ST 3 Fh ML J5 3k A sl Erg iR
VIR ARG IR, 3 Foriki AUC {E20508 096, 0.98
1 0.98, FB Al A{LABRCAF MR Brbg X5k, 9 FL
AR e, 76 BRI Hiroshi Yoshida”
ST T A B EHR T #R44 (e~Pathologist) 75 i 12
TERTBRAS (A R0, UEB T ILRBAS HERR 1HU3 90.69% 1 114
BRAS B S AN A T A VR N T RE AR BRIZ iz
ek, A BB A R 48 O T otz F Tl AR 2
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Wi, ZESCIE R P AARB S T R R R, e S g
A ARSI R ABRE s 0.894, Gifi A o i Hh et B (511G 1
RKAGK 92.8%, FFARATIE 93.1%, W %kl B 40 i
PR IRHEA T AR, SRS T SR R AT A R G A
BN A P s A RTA T . RERERITE AL S B
R T B AR AT, AT AGRUE R VR R, R Al
Sy & S
3 AIEREBSHNBRESH FHHRHRE
3.1 VR AR PR B R U T ) B A S
117

BEE N TRRER A LB, 78 Arunachalam!™'%E A K
MWEATUR #ST T 81400 AL 2 (pipeline), 1% PR 20
SURELEIE HEA AR BRI AL BERY, A shf i A
FA BRI WSI AT I X 43 R R X RFEIXRIFE b
oA DX A DX B0 T A1 PR ZH 22 R 43 2 v v T BIL
TR ) FR S 2 W n] A5 . 25 Mishra ™2 A EE T —
ABAT )\ 2 JZ BB Z M 4% ( Convolutional Neural
Networks, CNN)), A0$f =4I P MM~ 4822 AL R4
FEE IR ALAUY) R 432 Hr R R B B 38 e AN ] 2
BT AR I SRR g0 uE B 45 31 T — B B2 1 4 5
I Fangfang Gou"58 AWFFEMEL T — 3L F E8h% )
(AL, active learning) FlIZE BT 45 (GAN,  generative
adversarial network) 7325l B R 45 (OHlesA), % R GHH
TR BRI 45 s R LG R 8 i T o0 25 bEe, TS & &
Bl 2 FAE BUORHIT I 28R 345 B PR PR RE B T o BCS 8
e PSRRI, 2R A RO BRSO,
AUC fH} 0.995, WERMSRME R 0.989, HATH )02k
e, B TRARLER I A R n R T R R Y
AbFR ., AP, DM Anisuzzaman' 28 T K H Keras
PERI TN M 2% 4145 VGG19 il InceptionV3, Hif VGG19
B TE 1 PR IR 4 2 4 TR 0 — 0o RN 22 28452 vh e
R, sriisE] 95.65%H1 93.91%, fE_Ju/rdh, W
SERIRE S ARRR 09 F1 3508 0.97, Bahjat Fakieh™
GENFETFIREE RS2 S XK B k33 (WDO, Wind
Driven Optimization ) #E1 78 PRIRR A 4325, HBTELA 43
KRN T 5 R KIEA EfficientNet AL
Xception £/ | ResNet-50 #5%! | MobileNet—V2 #4555
B T 35U O P R A B4 R . 2022 4F- Thavavel Vaiyapuri'
BN T — AT IR 2] (WAL (HBO, Honey
Badger Optimization ) B P [ 273 SRR, HoE Jeid )
F i 15 H AR FRRIEA T HUAL B, R MobileNet AL
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Adam AL (adaptive moment estimation ) HEATHEZSHL
VL. fJEET ANFIS 8% ( Adaptive Neuro—Fuzzy
Inference System ) [ HBO 3307 1 1 R84 G 0 A 3
Jad . 5PA DLAETIAA LG, HBO £ ARAIMERES S T 42
B, EERRON 99.71%. ARk, HBO AR
DL LR A DL A A 5
3.2 EUGATE] . FRIERAE SIS SRR AE B R 2
Vi ) 7 P 2

) R BUF AR (WSIL, WholeslideImage) 3 A S2: & JE A
T R B2 W SEa , T2 th USRS B 20
ORS BE A VR BIE A2 5 B B, R an i)
ST K ZR G B SRAIL T 20, BEAR T IR A R0
By A5 o DRI PR 3 B B P R A A SR IO - 6 TR i 27
2 R P SR . FATE I ER s ELR A WSI
4ER X (ROIs ) DI BB S IR0 T SRR A 1 [ R/
BB, HETSE0 R 256 1R % x256 (3 K", 8
o R A T A T BRELAT B PRV R A B 1
TEMHEAT AL UIZR YIFIREUSG N 1024 x 1024 R EFFE
256 x 256 14 Z N, MobileNetV2 il effentnetb0 F%I %}
JirEg T IR AR SEREA T T A R B AR S
RUHR T BB (BRI T YN R S, A T R MR R AR
A AR, 8 R e nT A I 2B AR, R
EITERE G A A B S LA D T A A T AR
FH. Harish Babu Arunachalam!'™'%3 i B R AR HEF 4L
P st BB —F AR EIE B, 48 TR EDE PR I B AK
BRI AR R IR IR ERS 90° [ 180° F1270°
S AR R XA RGB liE A AR AT 5o
#r (PCA, Principal Component Analysis ),
4 N\IEeaERAERESIHFkESHS

B PRI S E] SRR A R g, SRS R
A 227 RE LA R P A P JE A R Ay IR
PG PR v O B PRRE S 34.19%, 2 i LI R K
LA e S B = P ey s RN S A e
U, BEESORE A/ AT 3 S PR B D) i B
[ A AT PN 18] b B R e, AR 191 vl g2y
B AT UM AN, RE A PR . AR E K
PR iy G (oot ()5 4 B AR s AR U RS | PRI ok
FA s L R AR AR AL (0 ERTRR T 3R = 2= e vl
DL L £ F 4 [ sh il i A s a5 Sl s Ak il o1
TR BEATh oK T BRI AR BT/ | Yefa, X (s
il S 22 AT HN AT PRI AR 2% o ARG AT
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X AN [ S 8 I Sk B1) P (AR AR 2 > [ B REURRG A4 2L I e
PrAEAL T H i AL IR RO . 53 AME AL IR R E
FRiE P B EL et AT T BR8N B S R
WHBFRZE E A AR T4, SRR R A, [H]A A
T P49 L 5 DT s e P B T RE AP AE RO 22, DRI L5
BT — AR bR A PR R b 1 2
T AR Y R
4.1 NTRRER MBS 1L

N T2 e B2 7 4o 3 i I FH 7T e 1 B R RA LB
La | BEIFFTHTERIAY . BEIF IR A A L ANLER
TR, 2023 4F 10 H BHERRSE 280 10A KA (B
FARTEH AL GRTT) ) SR AR A AR T | bR
W SRR G — R AR IS shr (e Bl £,
WBRARFSE . BARIF R AR SRR A BXURS B2 4 3 5%
TR, AMERE SRS CR, 2k AT 552

B AR HL Bl ARAGE T T AU N TR R BEALYE

SiR k375 B RN 0] S 1 o BRI T AR ST ST 1 AT R
AR, SRACEAREHIHE S, Uil Al RGBT,
FERFR TGRSR, IS AL AR A R &
JR A 24
4.2 N T ReAe B AR B2 K b (0 Rk & J fa R i
FHHT

IR Jie Jiang™ 45 T4 BEVL A5 ISR m6A H15&
BTG A PIbR S RBM1S, IEAh Haishun Qu'™'% AW F
N T2 RE(ADTR 55 IR (OS) TS AH S 1Y S A MbR s
Yk T SERPINE2 1 CPT1B A= ¥ybraEdy - i 56
UFSET SERPINE2, CPTIB A4 218 G0 4 g 2 i v] REAE
HET B RIRE AR, LTl B B R R R B2 T R PR T
JE VAo Bing— 1i Bai ™S FHANFIHLAR % > MDEAR , 2
FEZEEIFLR) . SR ALESVM) L AN 2 DL
(GaussianNB) . i3 B 458 (XGBoost) . FEALARAK(RF)FI k
PEAR VL (KNN), N T AR 1 TR A, Frh 58T RF
B AT AR B PR IR B A S A o JRURS: 1 000 1 e v o
H71.8%, EYHEE (AP, Average Precision)h 0.781, %
TSR AE I PRS2 e b HAT B R R F AT 5%, T DA | B
A AR R O S B R IT R . S ANBE S
ChatGPT XFERY KRBT L & Fan Yang™ %558 i 8
1366 il 55 KB B R A OC A sE Rt SR K s
A AZS] ChatGPT BRI, SRIFH BRAE M2 INZE L S
N TR REBIRIHEAT LR, PPl ChatGPT HITERE, DF5TE
BT ChatGPT 78 ROEME Mg i2Wih i 7y, B

PR RCRFI A2 RGN, X WHARRK ChatGPT 45
N TR RE KB TE 1 PR IR s BRAZ W7 v 1 g HH T R it
T BB S B AL AN BTE R DL AN
Wik HEOLAL , Aok ALK SRR | s . BN 5
ZAERHY AT IR RS X PSR SV A B T
SCHLE AT, SRR B PR 2T ROk AL T LAE
PO ERD] G, B B AR U IR 2R | A o)
9, XA TEASEESEPNRIT TR, Reim AN
R MEAE R, BN AL 0] LB b,
SR PRJR P SRR TR R A L 0K A B TR IR R
PEERITRCR TS, SEI A AR HE ST

LEERTIR, HAR AL 1EE RS LS WOR B TR g
WRIRAL T A B B, St Ta] PO XE LAz H Tl R S22k, 1HH
FIFIE R AL 7E & R BSOS AT SRR T i, B
i dE PRI 2 W ER I . DU P EARIRI T SR
HBNIG RIS DAY, OF Bl T BRI R S . B A
TR BRI — L R 5583 , HAE B R m B2
B4 A il R RN 22 A AR A5 B4 3 3 e FH B fin s WA A
AR SRS | DL B R AL PRI A 2e 2 VA it
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