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Abstract: The quantitative analysis of digital pathology images plays a significant role in the diagnosis of benign and malignant
diseases such as breast cancer and prostate cancer, in which the morphology measurements of histologic primitives serve as a basis of
quantitative analyses. However, the complex nature of digital pathology data, such as diversity, present significant challenges for such
segmentation task, which might lead to difficulties in feature extraction and instance segmentation. By converting complex pathology data

into minable image features using artificial intelligence assisted pathologist's analysis, it becomes possible to automatically extract
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quantitative information of individual primitives. Machine learning algorithms, in particular deep models, are emerging as leading tools in
quantitative analyses of digital pathology. It has exhibited great power in feature learning with producing improved accuracy of various
tasks. In this survey, we provide a comprehensive review of this fast-growing field. We briefly introduce popular deep models, including
convolutional neural networks, fully convolutional networks, encoder-decoder architectures, recurrent neural networks, and generative
adversarial networks, and summarize current deep learning achievements in various tasks, such as detection and segmentation. This study
also presents the mathematical theory, key steps, main advantages and disadvantages, and performance analysis of deep learning
algorithms, and interprets their formulations or modelings for specific tasks. In addition, we discuss the open challenges and potential
trends of future research in pathology image segmentation using deep learning.

Key words: digital pathology; histologic primitives; instance segmentation; feature representation learning; deep models
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Fig.1 Digital pathology images from different tissues and disease states

K1 AR RS BB B 2 A

H AT, 2T 20 580 Ik 3 AR B 5 2] 0 B 7 iR T R R m. AR G0 N R E S Bk T oK & Lol Jn i,
A PR AR 235 B e DL o6 R B AT 5 B 2L TR E 2 51 W) 0 J2 4 BURUAE B M Jh SRR AE, A A e 3 0 22 B
R A% 43 0 1) R A T A RMOR A%, AR FME 2% A0 45 25 A1 #1 2 W 2% (convolutional neural network, CNN)!'S1, 4= %
B £ (fully convolutional networks, FCN)!'OL, 4 fith 48—y 3817 41 #1045 X 4% (recurrent neural networks,
RNN)USIRL K A 156 475 B9 2% (generative adversarial network, GAN)!'\. VR 2SI RUR F B 2N 405 X, 58
JiR )2 B i JE AR AE 22 21 i AR, R AR B RAIE R 7R 2 S SRR IO i 2R SU[E S, SRR T AU R AR Y 2 )
AE 77, B HOR X R E AT R, DUES B TE G SON R E R R, AR, ETIREREIHEAR, REE
PR SR 2 N T HARKE IO, 54 #IRPYL H SRIE 5 A FE (natural language processing, NLP)P2, € 2% i
24 A PV A S S 1 B R BT AR R S R, R 2 D T A BEOR [R)ATS A R R B B, A
B A 0 1 g 126281,

Her s B R AL A MR R T LT R A SO BORE, LS TR N A B 2. 4, Gurcan 21
REIR 7 TSN LS Bhi2 W (0 B R 0 M 5 ik, IR TRALEE . AR A% S AR 2y E L R AER IR 23K, Veta 10
B T LR 4L S R MR A M TR, FF AT 424 B MR B AP A AT T BN 8. Trshad ZECER X



RAF: ATRAFIORFRERAREZELRE 3

R Yo A SUR MR, A T AIMAZAS I . 23 E) . RRAESRER DA S o K5 i B, R A U O & K
HEE, X4, BRAR S UL T R 5 4 B BE AT T AR

ACIERTEMLE 2N, B5E 2385 AR AR A 0 20 3R S0 R B 2 o UG 4031 ) B, 3880 o) AF G 4Tl
REMEBAT I IE BRI AN a5, REMR B R AARMERE STk, G ERMEMLS . 2EHM%. &
25— AR IR AT . BN LR . AR B B 2% S5 5 AR R, L 5 U 5 30 T 2H 43 B o ke WU AN S 481 43 ) 4
B R ENURFNS A, JERE TIE NER R REREOR . B SAERE AT, BE, AR T
A SR B B PR o3 ) R 2 S0 ERASE IR I B AT B
1 HFREAXENER

T3 BRI TR IR R B L 25 5 ) 5O DA R e TG 51 RS A D e AR A K — T R A R 2 5 i R 2R
MR SARL EER, BTAWSE. MEWSE. AU REENS TEWESNRRRE, UGS
SYREE. PR BRI A R B B h, BRI W T O S A W, IR T TR
() 5 B AR R G bR, TS BT A (8 A A D R B A R FE S T R R S R o i o AT A,
1.1 REYRRERBREERR

BB v R R B e TR ARG, A T R IR R I 40 AR RN R AR AR AR, BRE IR R A A 4,
T A G SR B iR ZH Ak TB) PR B, T B LG I ARG - £ 41 (hematoxylin-eosin, H&E)H 4 5% 21 214K %
(immunohistochemical, IHC), 41 2 Fi7x. H&E s&& i ARG 7%, o J5ARR it gubl, mIfdgn it
PR G B 5 5 B BT N AR R A SR € TR DY TR Gk, ST SR 4 Y A0 R B ) Bl R AL . 2
SR AN [ Yol (0 45 B FEFEAS IR, EH O s 2 U0 R T R s AR v AR 84 DA o5 A B — BT 25 5 R R AR B,
5 H&E # g% (A8 L, THC G R F B JE 04 10 R 14 285 5 I R SR A RN 7 7 28 43 N 4t Jf o 1) ik 84X 22 W
BB UM, RS ENAE S DA RS &, IR %00, W ANG YT B Itk g

i Tt JR(IHC) FABEIHC)
Fig.2 Examples of H&E and IHC staining for different types of digital pathology images
K2 AFESEBECFH BT ) H&E Fl THC 4 R

— i, Pt a, TR T U BUBOR R G AR R B T O BEE V) R HEAT I 4 R AR U
P15 I 2 RIAF i SR e 2 7 PR B sl AT e B AR B, 4 A B sk LR v DD A (Z R AR, L
B 3) . 5 B 2 SR 90 & 3 e of T LA 50 R A7 A 5 B AP TBOR B /s LR AT R T TR R S AN B, T s B v AL
T3 BT FOVPAS, G R AT A 2240 2480 E L 4 A S i B o 0 € DA R 52 R 5 TR B A1 25 ). %
TLERNE, I TREMEBBE. PR ROREMBIRIEM, RAESEEE2IAD S, Oy T
BRI SR, K2 M 3148 2 R PR A R A R A — RS T e B = T P 22 5

I (H ) . 7 gt

16 mm | 31 pm 5t jum

250 pm

i &y e e
Fig.3 Example of whole slide images from CAMELYON178%
B3 AWE BTV ARG, kiIE CAMELYON17 % 4£0%



4 Journal of Software ¥ AR

12 BERELAE SR

IR 45 S T 7 2L 204 R R T s b MR L T S A R AR R R A 22 5, T R b
YAUR TR, B, VSRR A1 5 B 5 B H FUR 6 R O A5 BRI K N EN, 0l

(DFUIRIRAL L1 5 5 USRS BLAL SUB A BON S A, FM %, ELTE ) — Yo 41 S 2 ) — 3k ) i,
FEAEAFTE PR LA_ LRI BRI, 5 PR S 75 5 46 2 B SRR A7 L 0 . — T =5, LIS L 0% 2 4
TN 3 AT A TR TR « ARG 0 2 T DA B AR 5 B4 4, (R 9 e 512 4 S 1
9 A 9 4L 43 4, Gileason V74 3 G MU TT S1UMRAL SO . MR 25 45 K RO T A R G T 910 4
NS AL, B R R, BUS R EAE (3)45 I EL R AL S5 50 S K % MU 45 W EL I o
Wi, FALA S AR 4 G5y ik, S HLSUE SRR R RN A MR R (4) B ALV 5 4 i
U0 A T R A T, AR T A R S 2 IR WHO AR, 3390 8 I 0 i b 2 3 N (5)
EF A 2L 0 43 4 R0 0 T B T A, 52 20 R PR Bt 5 4 0 5 22 ke 2
ALK, ITANHERE 2 T (R ML) TR Ay T SRR AR IV R ML) AL (6)F4IH
LGV 5 G A (0 AL 4 SR I A I RS BRBL AT 1 Fuhrman 40 A% 4 GbRHE. 125 4ot -4 W
O B T 5, R PR 23 00 0 B T O U SR, b v AR AR K« TR A O 4
I A 4 S (TR AL ST G B ISR L B S UL S BRI R B b RO TR A 2
ISR TT A AR, SRS ST AL S b, S RIS R S, (L7 05 e R B 4 A
PR RS LV 4 Sk, TR RIS VAL 45 Sk A U SE T WHO 49K 95 ki .

2 REEGF RS T EIBA

e Nk, WFFE#E 3 BE X E ML E F 3 (computer tomography, CT). #%# 33§ (magnetic resonance
image, MRI). 1E BT & 41 87 /2 938 (positron emission tomography, PET). X 12k, #8775 . & BB 2 A F K
G IR B E 2 EG I RS TR T — RAIREE TR TAE. CT EEAS RE 545 Wi 10 B 4 2R A k215,
R o B 338 B AR CT B 23 R . MR R % 58 47 Hh T 00 A0 Bosg A IE B A 238 8, (R RedR it
MAR RS MER, ARBEZENTRA S RS, BXELURIE. PET EHERME = A58 5 g
ditiAg, BHAR KT CT A MRL X 2 G & A RS T AR E R ER, B3R B A
TR G SR ETIIG)LR B R B IER, AW NIRRT WIS LA T, 5 ik 6 A2 M.

M2 T, $m B UG BAA MR I OW 45 MR, B HE . AU RS . mEE . EERE
gLy Ho, HAERTTE ARG . UIEISSE . Y BRI E SRR RS, T sk S8 o A
DIEL LM, WATRERAETE H AR O M, 420 0 i 25 B2 40 A FO R 75t 2 B B0y B Re 2 BRI, M
LR SR I AR A ISR R A, BT BRI S, AR TN A IR (BB )
FIGU R ZE S, M BEAR T B Fral Se M EHR T S X e, %M, SEod 4%, S5HAMNERNIER
FETUANE], ST R L T B A R R I PR R 2k, SRR ESA KM R, BRI ESE RS, X
LU SR AIG, IERSA G =00, IS BUR S E]. 7 8 BE R AR OS5 & ZE BT T N B i Al
FERELSHES, TSR L. A, B R WE RN EREENE, HNE B 2 LA
MEREBERY, A PR Y & 5B RAZ AN BRI AL T H AT A AURRE S LR 75 3K

ANFEEBE R E G 2O IERRE IR FARTES BRI . BRGW. IEWIEHT, RS BB RA
AT IR 5 A 1) s X R 4 L B b R AR A R, B 1 BT, AHEGCT, B R 51 R o,
R, S AEARMTEES 2R AN R AR, SRR, AT5I e . S sE. MEd o AT
Phik: — 75T, X0 RS () 3 2R SO AR E W AD EME T S, BT AR oK, RO RN,
RIAZ N G B B0k, T 2% B 3 G UK T (R A A R E R BLEERZ N i — 7 T, |l T 2 ER
A A 0 B v M ] R S R R A A R R, R T AR o B R 5 ORLIR B b B [,
MY EERE W SRR BEMEM SR A TR U KBS A, —FH, BT 2R gEE



RAF: ATRAFIORFRERAREZELRE

S5 PRk BT RE I, {4 A5 IR AR 21 4 ) K E e J3 PR R 2B B g Ak, SR A AN 55 — T i, 27 4E4H
fh, 24k (5]t DL S A8 1)L, n ] 1A A T A R I R FEE. e 2 2 Y B 7 A SR P T SURFAE 1 [ I
BRI RZE REE R, —Jrm, B3R RS A e, ERTIERERE, FESIEREZ BIRE; 5
—J7H, BT g, E5E, M mEmEE A, MEESSE, ERLRRSZREZEGELE, WA T
T 2 5 S 7 B PO ML

BEAL, ANFEAAS [ 7 4 B U R (E I rp bR R AR A B BRI N AR AR AR 7 2L N 19
R®, AOREIFES), T HAFAE W ZE L, KUfesehrigffh, b1 2B IR m, H5R4 5%
RILRESI W BRI 5y 7 AR 5 46

R 1A TOA XTSRS, R, 9B R 2 B IR Bk ke

R 1 BAATT AL B R R Mk

Table 1 Overview of histopathological image sets publicly available

BdE KA 2% SCHER BB RN %) PUGE | Jeta ik | ikl AN AR Hi&
TCGABY 400400 18,462 |H&E ' 20 e FER ., Bl | AU BAZ A 5
AMBEWILRNA | H
Warwick-QU!® 574~775%430~522 165 H&E dilpElE | RX ISR iRy
CAMELYON175% 131072~195072 x 1000 H&E FUBME O EL | XA | L R A
80384~90112 4EERL) 54%
KIMIA Path960" 308x168 960 H&E. THC | % KA 41 b A1 iy
Bio-Segmentation®” | 896x768. 768x512 58 H&E LI upsrE
B
DIADEMFP"! 3752~8040x2280~4343. [302(/A BRUMEAETE | PHIZEAE R AL | AT, R
1024x1024. 512x512 %Y A b Yi . TeT 24t
ZH0) hRIB S E
Kather!>®! 1000x1000 100 IHC dilpElE | T I A AR
MITOS-ATYPIA-14P" | 1539x1376. 1663x1485 |4240 H&E R EER A e Y TN SR 3 vl
A% 5 B DA U | A A S 2R ) 2
Kumar!“%-4!! 1000x1000 44 H&E FREAE | AIIAZ AL S AR | R AZ 5
DEEP LEARNING™?  [2000x2000. 100x100. | 681 H&E AME . il | A RR. | L3R,
1000x1000+ 2000x2000- H IR AR AR | IR A A I
775%522 AN | R a4y
ANMAZRERE . AR | 4HAEAZ 3. AR
(X oA 53 %
Gertych!*] 1200x1200 210 H&E gl I DX 3 A B Ji 53 1
MEGAM 1280%800 300 H&E 4 e & i e DX Sl e | o 2 45
AMIDA20161! 2000%2000 621 H&E A ROI X HEE | /953 ROI X 384
|
DRIVE. STARE. 565x584. 700%605. 40. 20. BE PRI AL IS | I8 DX SR | 4 I I 43 1)
HRFH! 3504x2336 45 AR KA TE | W37 NS

AR S

(BT HLR G A G TR # LAl JETCIR I & 9858, (A4 Sk T RG I Hr 7 ik i ke

M5 7y BURAERAF IEF RO, 0 TREDRS GRS, T 5

du =
RS

T RUBHFEE, BT

A RS AL SR IR AN A S TR THE S 20 L — A B RE 1) () TS SRR B BT F T R R
RS ZR, WATBE — A& 12> BI7705 2 — A 2 H BA PRI 7T i 3L () R 2 H A 10 5175
¥ IR PR T 2 B A i e ) £ 5, R 0 ) 7 e B 0 B = S RS ST R A TSRS BE s (5)1E
O T3, A5 23 2 A L AR, T et A g MHESE, BRI IAT R 5 S A R A



6 Journal of Software #.A+54R

YRR L (6) AT VR BE 2 21 U7 VA 7 BEOR HUBE A I R Bt 5 LA R AW B IR TR N 2% 2 8, 0] e i 5 s R
RURTERAL A S RE SR ST A R 2 —.

3 REZFIFERREHEGE

3.1 ERRMEMLE

CNIN ST 4 R TR JBE 2 2] B 5 78 2% AN TR IR S Bl vk i R A 36 7). 8 B DR N 4% 2, i 4 Fios:
(WERE, BEYI A6, il EmANER s AR SRz E 2R, b, BikEiE
BN — AN B, X B F— KA R I =R E AR E 0, )ALtk 2, W 78RR L B L3 7t & Hh S
O PR A, BB BR BRI AN N B IR AR LR P, A 1 R0 48 e 0 ) I 1 R R AT R (3) ML, R I AL A%
ot R AIE P o AR [R] 437 B AR AE R AT A G518, ROR BB A 7 S AE B R 3 In T %o Ja i AR ey 5 B bk () A0
JZ, TEMIZE S 24 KA 1E L, B ] B R AE B SR A bR e s (/). b, AN ST ElS AT JE T BT
JUARERE, Ff HE 5 — 2 5 A 45 2k o 300 5 000 AR 5 R S 1) 22 S LS IR A 40 280 E 9.

FFAEE

=

e

fANE Rz WL BHE  SEER
Fig.4 The architecture of CNN
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Fig.6 The architecture of a classical encoder-decoder model
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Fig.7 The schematic diagram of RNN
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WG F PP HURFAE, T AT SE RS HE TR S 4r ). 1142 RNN i F LSTM #1701 GRU AL 4t tanh #iHR, EIAIR
TR SCRHE Y ST RE S, AT 8T R AU N ISR Fh a5 R 2 R T SCITY, HURE 2 ST i bR
FHE, SZ X MG B RHE, RI0 B RS AR I, RIS RSAERESR. ik, AR T o

* https://github.com/mrgloom/awesome-semantic-segmentation
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LSTM#.7¢ GRU
=T AT Hh) HE] EH]
I [ 1
e (] P | e, he
iz ] > —>
@b
£l e I
hy Lo ][tanh] |
-+ —
1
Xy

Fig.8 The structures of LSTM¥ and GRU®*! modules
K8 LSTM #plf1 GRU b 4 4

J5ik, Bl N g A RS s AR N LB ST RN 3 B 2% 5T A5 18] O 38 SO e pEL05-68 & 1
fl 77, TE R S % RNN R ISR 452,
3.5 A

FE&FPAS [F IR BE I 25 R b GAN & — M T B0 A i i i TR, 7E BN gRd # b, MR 1R
BT B AT AT e, DRI 32 80 1 AR 22 23 BT IRICT) (e A o 4% &8 g 30 o (0 & N8 4%, B0 ZE A % (generator)
FIH 51 25 (discriminator), WKL 9 Fram: 0 218 X 43 b AR s 7= A 1 O 080 A0 B ST 330HR, T 28 s 4 J0) A8 22
7 AR 5 SE YR TR A D B 2 AL A R, bl FE Sl AR 1 B = N F FIE JE (zero-sum  game).
GAN MIZRSE i FHR BN — IR, &, AR Res 7= A2 5 1 ST 4G A8 IR 23 A 1) D 4
P, HRIZE S B T B S EE AR AT

AR, 2T GAN PIZBIEL, 1R 2 oodh i 7 i ok 13z B T B8 21 U 1 7% 4 (image-to-image
translation). {1 41 Radford %K H [ 36 82 A0 A2 i 9 0 2% o 1 403 12 2 ot BR800 47 42 %) Arjovsky 46+
Wasserstein P25 5] A$51 % BRI, BRI A T B0 SERE AR 50 A3 R4S BORE A 20 A AS B B 1 00 T O R 5 100, Ak, BT

e E (R V / S 5 A i 2%
D | e
/ r E]Efﬂfmﬁ

ESF T Y IS
Fig.9 The arhitecture of GAN
Bl 9 GAN JE A o) 2% 4L #

NBGURDL, GAN 2 W 5 s B G 2R B br B3 1T I 25, AT RIRm B UBEA I &, 35 T I, Mirza 25
BT — AW R AHE GAN BB #r 9% 4F GAN (conditional GAN, CGAN)Y. &= T HAtAH & T4, ik
% 5% GAN VD HEE:°.

3.6 WEHFIEH
TR B 5 3 S AH 56 SCHR 2R3 o i R R 2 — 3k B T B ¥ 4k B 2% (graphics processing unit, GPU)HI

* hitps://github.com/element-research/rnn

> hitps://github.com/hindupuravinash/the-gan-zoo
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GPU i HEEMT A, GPU £\ EIHFATMHHE 51 2. 54% 5 b Je 4 3 3% (central processing unit, CPU)AHLL,
GPU [iz B BB S — N E R E R U b, XN IBAT oW FIIR B 5 ST B0E L H A AL

B T REAE, B VR A B TE R 2 o AT B B, AR 2R A ) PE R R T R B T s
PRAESE R GPU S B . VR 2 S RS 7 — RAVREE = ST A, A i BB 1 A R e 1 e SO B0,
To i NELZR A & I 28 e o 55 RS, AR PR IR P22 5] R B 9%

(1)  Tensorflow!"": i%HE LR &t 4] th 45k KW B ATF %, M T Google HIWF A1, $24L CH+E AN

Python #11;

(2) PyTorch": H Facebook A\ L% AEWF 5T B % T Torch Wik, #24t Python #11;

(3)  Caffel™: 1 K240 T A A T4 T R, 424 C++82 TR python #2115

(4) Theano™: SR FI/R 2 o] HIEWF SURTF R, $244 Python #211.

TERE AR AN FF R PR32 77 1, Keras Fl Lasagne®SC R 2 #/E RS T GPU 47115, ™ LAYESN Tensorflow.
Theano S5HE S (15 iy B FHARR P4 11, DUEAT R BE 22 SIS B ok R, PP AL LA AR R4,

4 ETREZFINHFEEESE

973 TR AR 3 1 24 A0 B0 B O BT R PR o ) BEVERIT A0 1 2 S N A0, A R W AR R R ik B SIS AL G Ty
E AT PE R I SZ IR . AL R, DA DM 20 I 2% Dy By 110 U B2 5 >0 S92 %o UG & L 030 1) P IE SR B
SR, X198 T RVATE F 2o AR A DA AR T RS D T AR T DRI, BT UR R 2 ST o B MR
AWt AL, BER B B KA BT, R R ORI 5 S SR R %5 0 (9 7 1.

SR, — 77T, AN ARG 53 A B 8 23 1) 5 F SEALAN 08 S o 1 5 AR R o BIAE AR O 2, 51—
JrT, HT R B 9 B R AT A AR A T B SR PRAE R A, VR R SRR B B2 IR E I PR
LRI B G AR, 245N, BN A AT B AT (bright field)s %)% (fluorescence) AHA7 %
(phase contrast). 14} ¥ % (differential interference contrast, DIC). 3% £ (confocal) LA & Hi ¥ (electron)Z A~ [A]
AR JE B 0 B A MTAT 55 T T R GUR BE 2 I W 78 AR 540, & B 75 AR -0 20 R 6 328 4 44k 2 2
b3, BF5T# C/E CAMELYON17. Warwick-QU FIl TCGA %5 2% P37 32 UG 567 Fadh AT 1 R B 4B AR 1k
G, FEEUE TERAFINAE R, K2 FIH T IEEH TR 4 E K 5 RAT 55 IR B 45 A

S O3 B e — AN PR IR R, R EEE R AR S S B R, LR B S A A JLATAE R, DA AR R 2
ANESEFHEAT X 4. K2 A RS2 B 4> 3] 22 > H vk R IR T 5% 1% [X 45 (region-proposal) X £& At Il 25k 5 5K, 1
1 Mask R-CNNUZ4, sl g g i 25— MR 25 4544, Bt U-Net™". SR # @ i b\ bR SCME B Be i b gk
G s B MR B AT ORI T HE, (H T PU4E 28R (R R, S AT AR 0 G SRR R 1) H AR A AT N UK. H
T, e TR B 55 o0 1 s B G SE g 2 B AL R EAR P AE LUR UM @ AR (1) Suisk P 4% 25 1) DUSREUE 275 5 LW
ERER, BlinfE RS W4 AR BT )k Bt 51N S,  H G AR S 50 B e B BT IR 52 B K R
TR 5 0 T SR e ) £ A R O1); (3 0 L A AR B V0 RV 22 R I R 7 2 S ML R AT WL A 845 00 1 Mk BB A5 3
SEA AR T2 IR, AR TR AR A ST IR A, SR AT AT R R B VR AR R

6 https://keras.io/

https://github.com/Lasagne/Lasagne

7 camelyon17.grand-challenge.org/
warwick.ac.uk/fac/sci/dcs/research/tia/glascontest/download/
nucleisegmentationbenchmark.weebly.com/
becklab.hms.harvard.edu/software/
diademchallenge.org/data_sets.html

kimialab.uwaterloo.ca/kimia/index.php/data-and-code/
bioimage.ucsb.edu/research/bio-segmentation

mitos-atypia-14.grand-challenge.org/
andrewjanowczyk.com/deep-learning/

mega.nz/#F!BiZAELJa

tupac.tue-image.nl/node/3

biomisa.org/index.php/downloads/ brainiac2.mit.edu/SNEMI3D/
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Table 2 Overview of models using deep learning for detection, segmentation, and classification in pathology images

R2 BAER TR EGAT I 7 #1 S FAE 55 S5 AR NE IR FE /) 26 B2 ik

LB 1% Yt TR | D7

Ronneberger 257! 211 i 43 1 H T 5 SE4 U-Net KR I (K 5 b 78 5 15
Song 27 21 e A R 4T L R 4 2 H&E BT % R E CNN FE 4 5055

Xie 2171 4 it A% AG ) H&E T CNN (145 H4 [8] ) R A

Albarqouni 21" B 225 Z H&E F4 A AL (Crowdsourcing)/Z 5] X CNN HE4L
Chen %8 225 R H&E VR A1) U= PP 2 455 7Y

Sirinukunwattana 5070 | £ i AZ A6 0 & 23 2 H&E T2 LR A V3 1) CNN HESE

Xing 25 A% 53 H&E. IHC CNN Kb JE IR @ A% 7 v

Xu B 4 B AZ A H&E e =R B H 4 D 2%

Yang % P28 T I A e 43 ) X T B 454 FCN FO%EAR k-2 B 5H 7%

BenTaicb 251 Ji H&E BT 2R FON #AY

Chen £154 W2 T 43 1 T G54 U-Net S0 [a) LSTM [P 45 i 43 ) 4t 74
Xie 5 LI 431 H&E 75 [F) B B AR IR B 1) RNN W) 4 45 1

Xie 150! 21 W A% A0 H&E TR B ALl

Fakhry %87 T E| AR C A 454 CNN Je 43 7K I S e 7Y

Stollenga %1% PZE TG 53 H A S B %4k LSTM M %%

Xu %] Ji sy H&E G A TR T W X R A 7 1 G A I A i Y
Chen %0 I TTE TR B TR N SO A5 Al

Chen %P1 i siz 51 4321 H&E TR T 50 JB0 TR R Y 48 A Y

Song %1% 4 ) H&E %Z R CNN

Fakhry 2% L2l TR B R 22 I 36 R 445 A 7Y

Li %4 HEp-2 FEA B4 2 TR S FABR 22 M 4%

Li &0 =M T EM AR A G 4

Zeng %16 =AM AR E T B # Inception-F%k Z B 5| NI CNN HESE
Khoshdeli 27! = YEGH % 4 E LR A B % JZ Y it 25— 50 45 ) 24 A5 7Y

Saha %1% 4 ff S5 0 A 0 A% 3 1) S 43 2% | THC. HER2 471 FERTE LSTM 51 N\ 4 i 45 —fiff idh 25 A8 14
Senaras 21 975 B PR A% AR AR IHC. Ki-67 2 GAN [ 45 155 7Y

Januszewski 25100 ME IR EE S EH L 0 V2 kR 4%

Graham 210! i f A% 241 43 1 H&E Yo T FCN R 2% 4 74

Yan %1461 AL PR JOEE I 7 6 IR 4 BB AR FRE BB e AL Y 4 1 2% — R 25
Mahmood Z['%% 41 i A% H&E o 7 ] VA ) 4% HE 42

Yan 201 IR0 s 1 5 73 1 KR 5% =W Bt FCN [ 45 4 70

Xue 104 4 s H&E. IHC 4B ONN B 45 3% 00 117 o 3] o A 244

Jin Z109] AL 1 i 2 5 S KRR A% B AT AT E RG] N U-Net HELE
Chakravarty %100 MRz El. M. % | H&E. KRS KFEEIR S ] RNN 9] 4% 45 54

Wollmann 21107 211 43 1 9 R 454 GRU KA 2R () 4 B LAY

Yi 20081 o 22 40T i SE2 451 4 2 WA, s HEE IHLHI 5] N FON HEZE

Naylor 1% 4 f A% 1 H&E R JEE P ] [ ] o 4% A Y

Payer 10 B SE 151 43 ) S R H&E. AT &5 B MG 20D TR X 25 A

Shin 211 (IRl MEER .. KRR 454 CNN J B 2 P 25 155 7Y

Qu ZE!12 1 i A2 R i iz 451 4 2 H&E 5 25 LIRSS R8BI\ 4 73 B R 36 UM
Xie &) iR 43 1 H&E 454 SegNet [ 1E W 45 Y

Luna %' H % E B A% A B H&E AR N N 4%

Koohbanani 255 I A% SE A5 43 1] H&E 2 ) SRR T XX 5 A TR

Mou 2411161 ER G H 43 E AT E T RS S 5 7 ) g I AR

Fang %5171 I HR A 2R 2 L NS ER7 454 ONN K Fh M Sk g

Kumar 24041 4l A% 43 %) H&E BT ONN [ =5 Al

Hashimoto 2% RS H&E 2 RS SN T S 9 R S 2 ST HE
Hayashida 4'"") 0 L SR AT 2 B s 3T CNN {9383 A B B & %R 2% 5
Liu %1120 1 A% S 491 53 H&E. 006 RMEE | BB 4 bk (136 5 Mask R-CNN f%)
Pandey'"*!! i) ] et i PB Bt GAN [0 25 1 710

Yan %0122 RS 45 4 & H&E TR IB ST R 6 Bt 2 STAE 42

Zhao %1% R ERL 4 B R A H&E GEEA S BT R . GAN K 36 FH W 4% i 7l
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4.1 ETFCNNBIRIBEGENS 2E 75 3%

AN FEI R A S s FREG, W B M ONN GBI AT IZE I AN T, A % S — AN R
B, HhEMERERRN X FZ ST TR, S8 )5 iR AR e 26 8 54K R B i KAE, A TAT SEIRAH 4R &2 ot
PIMEREN,. BET, 2T CNN 432K, TFAERE T 2 EME BAnke il 73, Hodr: B A6 45 5 40 fo
FEBYL g0 LR g B U SR, — 5, 3T ONN D REITIEN TR MR R,
I ZAR =B B — A EHR HAE 9 ONN 3 N TR T, i F 765 TF 88 K BAr B8R KT, A
FECRI AR SZ BRG], 3 — 5, AR R A8, CNN 2550k (B0 VA 5 W 2 1) P 40 51N ) 2%
5 R UO-86-104 D) Wt A [ A v O AT AR R O v AOME SR AR, T SCBURE BRI B ARG, 81 S 3 R (] U R LS TS TN R g
P2 B0 LI 10) R BRI BE U7, CNIN S 45 e A 485 2 (0 10 4 B 0 04T DL 1) 1 1),

Fig.10 Nucleus detection using deep voting network

P10 3o 9% R 450 S5 IO 45 ) 4 MR A A I 8 2R

T 779 B PR 0 177 10, 2 T CNIN T ) 2 B8 20 th 2 B FT O B D K R 22— CNN R R4S IE R 2
1A R 1 B TR A K A 2 ST B R, oAk E R AR 22 R P B PR 20 0 el AR T A

OB %

BN

Fig.11 Cell detection by combining CNN and compressed sensing
P11 CNIN IS 208 8 R A 445 5 110 4 i R A 7

Mogte. X FBRIE R AL 8 352 2185 B R R UE B oRAG T B AR DCERATE B AR DO BER J, IR IR SRS E 10
JEACERIRAG ROT s il o FI 45 R, Ja AL B — R IUEE T BB o 05 1%, 5 O IR J= A0 o Ak 28 38 o s J2 40
RO AR 2% SO B MR S 23 R AL T B R H R IC AR R B h B AN 7 B B R 58
ALK H bR, i 2 A 6 Ak B R LSRRI SR O S A B BIREE B, B IR AN T AR S
CNN 7 EUR 405 Hi 3R A8 J0 LBk, Bltn, M akSeO% s 200 B Al 0 i AR, Rt 1 AN 5 BTt Ak J2 3
PIAS AT TERR R A UK CNN2 AR, SBL o o 80 R TR 2, R U AR A o 6 R K SR 2, e e /)
1 Bt 5 o 58 RO A R B A B A% 1 4 B E SRR b, Kumar ZEUOHUER T BEIRAY CNNG BRI IE
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12), SEHL TS B R g ] EAh, SIS — D S R T ONN 45 1 2r BIRESR, JR7E S0k
ZRMEZE BN HT 7y KW B JEA, E T B TH R e TT > IR L.

Bl12 T4k 70 #00) CNN3 R

PLERFE EZR A CNN BB R T AWIUR S R, 456 5T -G 5 b 21077 SE 8o Sd A
B8, BT XA ST, A SEOX R E TSRz, YurmsiidteLm, T CNN 15
F L B 5 DB 11 1) RETE T 2% 0 o o 3 o P S O 8 L D7 v B BI N U o F2. o, AR 1 i 21 g A
AL 35 92 ut X 2k 11000 o g LV DL R H A 3 B (0 2% B 451 401, Albarqouni Z5U77#E CNN A1 5] N 7 — Fhr 8 A%
£l (crowdsourcing) 2, I R MIAEHE 7, BEEF WA AR SEIL T o B0 I 2k, %5 VE T SRIUCA Rl ARvE &
BT (5 FE MR 22, FEAEAR A 30 BRAR I 45 LB 45 5. Bk, &1t = 4 29800 B 1) 8, ZenglO1Z5 41
T —FP3 83 T Inception-Fk 22 % =) [l CNN W28 48 B 57 52 B Inception LI Nk 22 2 =) 5w mT LLSE ey
M S 2 REE LR SCE R, AT AT SIS 5] )2 R B bR 2 1 A o).

4.2 ETFCONRYRIEEG 2 E5 %

LT FON K978 3 BUG o 80 07 0@ 8 8 R R BN T RIREARME NI SRR 4, Mm@ g g Rt 5
WL BAT ST, A2 O R e, BARRT T& % CNN M 890 BIEERE, BT 2 T R, {15 1%
FERRAE AR GRS A R L E R, BlA T4 E S ibsg s 2P 5o, BT R Rk
OR35S AME R R, TR S KN R SR — B, I RE B A R e ok = 7B
13 Fii.

u
TN
S

IDEGAE  FON#EE ] 1 e Ak BEE.
Fig.13 FCN based 3D neuron segmentation and reconstruction

Kl 13 J:T FON [ =4EM& oo #15 Ei

T 2 HUE W] FON B 1 S50t N 48 S RN S5 3T (90532, 34 mT BLIE I 5E SCAS ) £ 458 2k o g e o 242 i
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151 1ty 43 1) i) 01101103 1081090 53 21 oy 50308 5 11 g 2 >3 U 5 410 A i) RBARTIBG R, P 0 e R A PR 3R AR Y
28 AR R AT BE AR R s B0 . T T S 1A R SRR 1 B B SR BE AR O BT AL TR AR SE . R
AL AE B AR, Chen ZE0MMKE — AN BRBCHE P02 T 51 N 58 SOG40 2K bR 80, by T B LAGH 2 e JE A
I H KR, W 14 FioR; i Naylor 25U 4 S 55 AR A B [ V3 1) R, by G381 368 8 £ 1
(adaptive moment estimation, Adam)ff k5 2 40 JA% 73 F1 0] . =5 52 905 B 40 M A% 9 70 G R (19 22 57 1%, Graham
ATV L IR A8 SOIRRA5 2 bR B, 38 I X% P R 55 (AR 38 B A% o % o AR (1 45 2 50 TR A B8 v X LA, 523
95 PR PO A% O LR 20 . 2 R B I A R R AN — Bk, Yan ZEUOSN R R R A T B, ARJE AR A B
B4k s 8, I BN A5 5% R B0 O AL S A0 IS B IR 4 s B, Yi USRI 48— FON HEZE (L
15) %o A WU A0 43 AT 55 30 AT AR, 3@ S SO dp /N AR I 453 2% bR B5ORN 43 B3 2 bR A, S B A [ 21 28 4 i 1)
HERR . AT SCHR[ 108 AR, (T gL BA Sl 2407E [X I 35 B 1 22 N 4% (region-based CNN, R-CNN) 3£t I 42
tH Mask R-CNN. Mask R-CNN 3@ i 3 ] ROI %t 5% (RolAlign) 234X & 5 B A5 84 v f) ROT b A4, J2% LA S R i 2 o7
A3 B AR XA B . 15 T 453 5% bR RO R 10 3 B 07 9 R T FON I 2 RS 3R A3 1 53 — Sk 4%, 1B4)Y

Fitl ) AT 4
H bRl 8 E X 45

U3 w2

256 !
3512 513

mals  AT#
Hpibm  lfafes

Fig.14 The DCAN model for gland and nucleus segmentation
Bl 14 T RRATAN % 73 1] i DCAN A

BEs

I 64-256-256 3 512-64=64 BN 512+16%16
2 256<128+128 [ 1024-32-32 |G 256-8-8

Fig.15 The FCN model for neural cell detection and segmentation

K15 HFwh&gnurei 55 #5) FCN i

SR T B A5 R P S AL, L 2 18] LA A5 R LR RE s+ 0 A IR eab, AT R I
HZHAE DAL RN EHREME S, HiHEERERE.

W R MR S B S BT FE PR TR, O 9 3 78 7 e R 5 R 22 i S P SR 2 2 9 B TR S 481 ) A 2
RoR, R — SRR KT o SRS TR BE 2 3] 73 B 59, FLOQ B A el 7 40 S i AR B VR M 2 ST LA Th) F R S
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ARFEME 7 i IR BE 2 Bh e B AR AL T 120) 0 3 2 6 B AR B 2 1) MRS B 51N R V2 ok LB 8 40 IR B
BARAL BB R R 52, Jy FCN P25 1) 25 (8] JL A5 B 0430 7 3 i . 9, SCRR[127]48 1 o 21 2 )
M 2544 Chan-Vese BB G| N4 K%L, HIsb@BEEMR - B AR 1S 4075, MR SCHR[128] FE & T H B A2 22
(total variation, TV)fX % {343 75 #2 (partial differential equation, PDE), i#id 3% Bl Chan-Vese 122 B i 4 J7 B
AMESEIL T O BERESE IR EUR A HE o E1. ML T, B EHRTY Seab M B Ak, S 2 B Ar AT . SE ) I
B SR, DR AT H f] 5 A B 2 A AR R SR L0 AR 2R BRI I BE D0 A IR, BUR Snake BV S R
JUART 5656 R 5 e Hb e 22 H b sS4 43 1 1) U200, {EL by -0 G e JER 7 B R i, 48 3 5 30 40 0 vk T 2 K
MR Ab, KA ek B AL R T R AR R S RS ek A, DRIk, ) U b R 46 1 K P SR R R A
FEI, T EHL U R 2. BARZR 4l i S U2 i 7 B 2 bR R 51O AN 8 T IR G T ST AR Ak K I AR,
H T 4130 A U AL E R ECR se AR BHEME B A& M B /), Fm RS T E3hie Bk £ B hr i 7t i
A&7y, CHRF D H B AAEESIE . FEEWREEIE P E 2 PR TN, WHETEREMSHELRE T, &itJf
FINGEIR AR I DL PR R, [FIB SCI &AL, AR — IR 5T,
25 b, BT IR R S 0 R A R R T A T A B AE 5 B R ST oy B S, v R &2 AR AL

43 ETRmaE—MERENNRERGSEISE

FUAT, 9 i s —M i 33 B R e THEEH LA SE AN DR RS 21 72 M. 51548 FCN AR EL, Sidds—
PR 25 ASE TR 1 5 2 A 43 T 1) 5 51 ke Tz ST R A 1 e B B — RS AR v, U-Net® (LB
16)2 9 BB 73 F) b LR B N Z R R 2 —, R B AR R A e Bt 42 B IR R AR IERIE T R B 42 1
SCHURE I E AL, A TITRCUF i ok 7 B AP e S5 M I 70 B L SR, U-Net 306 7870 75 B8 AR 3K 8] 1 =) B A< %
A, I 5 52 H AR ERRAE A REM, DR OGH PR 015 R I 47 SRR K BOCRAA BE 0 A o n 5k, IR A5 20 B H AR
FEAE G GRFR G ST BL. 9B, DUIRBRSE YR 4246 LM 25 28R 0 ResNet UEAT ¥ J, 33 76 S VR 1
2% v R PR R R R DL S RS 1 3 R A I H 5 BE—2B, Jegou 1S DenseNet BH FE S5 F, il
Yo 18 SR A 5 LA S DB AIG M SR AE B2 R 7 E ). V-Net! L2 5 —F A ) 3D U-Net, 5 U-Net fitL, 24575
A UASE D 2 K 3D R BE B A 3], IR 5 NBRZE S ST BEBURN Dice Btk R £k, @ 1 RT T R AR I
BT KO

B T UM U-Net. V-Net S H AT &%, HoARZE T () Z5 1 25— A0 25 A5 70 0003981051 da 4 22 7 ) 1) 41 ]
I35 A%, B, Chen SV Fakhry 262 Eof K 22 70 UG, 43 4R HY 1 VR B 1 340 0 100 2 i ik 2

- 4§ 3x3, ReLU =+ Sl fat] ¥z ik 2x2 & [ 504F 2x2 421 1x1

| B4 64 128 54 54 2

PN i th

[41% S
Myt i

Fig.16 U-Net architecture for pathology image segmentation

K16 A TREE B EIK U-Net kR 454
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S B E W 2 (L P 17). Saha 25085t N 36 fz A2 K R F 32 4R -2(HER2) FL IR AN MR K 1%, 42 T Her2Net 73 %
W% Jin ZEUOSVeltof FRLJEC AL R L 85 P14, 4R T TR TR U-Net 40 246, Xie 25030t 46 B i Mg 4%, 42
T IR B IE W 45, X Sl 4 i 2% — R A0 35 1S Bl I AR AT I 2R B B N 28, 78 43 B B 1 ) B SR 4G B
B o B X R B M R M5 OO, TS B BRI T A AR, A E D R R GR RS B R o
FIH, SEERANDE 4R B, miga—MFERE R 53 INEINE A& 77— K H AR, M
Z M A TV, TR TP S IR AE B, R 0T A (R A7 B RRAE ) B B AT VRAL, T R R AR AR Y
PR R, A EASE: WA E SIS SR MO dH B M TE 7 BiR
B R, W E AR A TR EURE X E R A OIS FEE S i BN @
T 5 2 () g 4y A A L1614

it b fl #i SR

riw S =7
L [ P8

AR
—p ——— Ert R )]
EREREE  ARRERE SRR
Fig.17 The RDN model for neuronal membrane segmentation

B 17 F TR0 20 B 3R 22 S AR I 2 1 Y

TR T K B T A 286 3 R B (1 b B ) R, 22 T 08 SR ) TS ) A RS AR A AL B A ORI AT R B
S 28 A58 78 2 STk R4 5 (10 45 A Ab 3 SCRRAE SRR A8 8800 S SCRRS11RISCRR[ 13913404 HY 7 —Fh 3 T-4%
A B E 9 i 2% (stacked sparse autoencoder, SSAE)FIHEZR, 435l FH T8 0 40 Mok (L 18)For 2 K&, J5
HRHEmBEEZERES, AR - NZIRANEESRRIEMBI G mIER G, HT oK ek
B, TERISEFAMT, SR T EE iR DAL T R4 AR, B EE 4K, B BT B ser k.

\
|

Fig.18 The SSAE based nuclear detection
P18 TR U B 2 A 245 1 4 D A% A DU

4.4 ETFRNNRRIEEG DB S E

CNN M1 FCN %A 787> 5 JEM MR R AR . AR A ARRIE 2R, R I 20 BRR 10 A 23 1) A e ) — Sk
(AR A A R sl 4O T /E T B MR o BISL A T, X R RG2S BUr FISE R E AR R L T Xk
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/NG ] . RN 9 286 435 g R 507 OM g e b3 40350 1) AR 7 5 i i e (B4 B3 88. 981071000 g g X 2518
UK % YEDE IR 2 W 2% (multi-dimensional RNN, MDRNN) T & 8 LG 0 G 0 USRI 43 ) opr . 32 3
SAERAIER 2 485 FAF A RNN 19 S 0500% B2 2 ) S ACals P IR 06 R b, A9 AN 20 50 T 2 i BT T 25 1 BROTR 2
FHAZ BN TR 25 (48 3R i N AN b — AN B 8] 25 2% 5 1) B R SR RS v, T8I RT3 B PG mp JH A i A7 45 3R R AEAS
BN T AR PERE RIS LN KRR T 5T E 442, Stollenga 2585 28 di RNN WIZ% (4T [FI 1, #E— 20 B
# MDRNN R GEHE IR N1, R B4 5 4 7 I G5 BT M5 6, AT SOl 4 i 4 70 g =
Y i PR 1) 4 ).

55 CNN Al FCN 28 L, RNN 76575 B BG4 B0, BF 78 3 SR b, BT ) 82 Sudt d S5 A SR A 1V
LGSz kb, — R S, RNN R B 6 20 45 Mt il 45 22 A 55 70000 8, ml iR cadt 2 B 45 51, 18 xR i
AR e, BRSO, AR, EFET RNN BI85k, J0HR 40 81 H R A2 7E B A KE 1)
5L, e [ B A 2 T DX 3 P % 7 3 5 B 1A R S v DR B AT A R D F VAR R AR, — B R AR AR R A%
OMELZ — . EIX— R, BRI T AR S CNN R RNN 2% 05 (175 B 15 4 E s AU (B4 1001071 Heepy - — 2k
FEALK CNN B FCN 5 RNN #H4TH#ES, XFEEREAE A5, FJZ 58 4 R AE g D i i o 2 RNN 7
BRI, BT Chakravarty 232 H ) RACE-Net #2811 001 (43 45 B4 19 Fizs) Al Wollmann 25372 Hi
GRUU-Net #EAIMO7I(53 BIHELE 41 P 20 Ffro). 107 SCHR[84]H 1 3 5K FHA FE XL ] RNN (bi-directional RNN), i
ISR AT I G R SO R, SR S 4 A o g M I HERR o B BR T R vE, bR AEI A A
IR, 2 17 ) 38095 PR (1 43 1400 T AL 3oL A RNIN A4 22 45 #g o i T ONIN AR B B 20 B0, ARG 48
P AR HAT 45 1N RNN, JEEE By CNN 25 B 57 1] R, 3 1 A0 P e o 32 42 S B0 R 1A V8 S0 1)

NG 4\ FEalE A

AL, AR FLIREAN A A%
Fig.19 The RACE-Net based contour inferences in pathology images
K19 T RACE-Net [)95 2 EI & H br e e 2

@ itk

i @® Ltk

Fig.20 The GRUU-Net architecture for cell segmentation
K20 JT40RE 5 #1) GRUU-Net £ 4iHy

4.5 ETGANMRIEE R D BHE

(12014 6 GAN 2% HHBLLASK, 5T SC70 7 HE 5 USR5 A 7 90 SRR I B, 36 oh 64 B 2 o240,
SR O3990 g T 4 6019 A 4 002 12122 I 0 1) SRR AR, TR
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TS REAR, 2R R AR AN 88 T CLE FON M A IR 22 M 2%, R 5 I EBEUE LA bk, Tt GAN B
MW T AW IR T K%, SRR EE A L. DL, ERIHT GAN R 2 5 KA A BE 45040 1) 7

AR, 752 R B B SRR, DO R R R R AR k. — BT, v 2 R S A T A
CGAN fEH SRR T R AR . 2 F 4% GAN LA T LA I, AF 5 38 D038 5 2 >3 1 95 28 P15 1 Ak
FRAPATRLIN S, BORA AN [ 53 0 B R CR BH J) B A R kL. B, Alex VISR T —Ff GAN #
I AR A R ) 4 v A I R R ) o A R S ) % 0 2% e o SR R S B A, B b
AR T R B A A U ol R AE SR BEA b, Chen SEUSHR Y 1 X BT E gm A0 3R, STBL TSI 0 LR

A

P

Il IEEE RS
Fig.21 The GAN based cell and gland segmentation
K21 T GAN Y [ 240 i A R 73 1

140 3.1 A1 3.2 frik, CNN A1 FCN J# IR R 2000 N T BIREALE MU SRt 5, sEim i 2B =
THEHURBEAT 2 20, BIANAE SO B, 9 1 43 B IE A 10 40 g S5 o B S5 R, 2R T S — B a5 A R A PP IR
SRARTH R 23 (6] QR ME R R RE ), 140 CNN-CRF B SRT, X R A A 2 PR T ot 5 REROAE T, i T
HRER I E 0 — B ek 450k, SBCL A FIHPEREZ B R B M2, GAN L FLll 2K 8 mbr #ae 5l
NP R ASETY, AT B0 4 21 i 40 0 1) 52 2% AR o 46 A U1 OB 12112200 o ) 31 Bk B AR IE AR L, T n s E
PRIEIR K BB IARE F1. ShAh, AT RS S U0, i i A A Ui 4507 a0 Ak e N DR i 2k R 4
GAN RS K 2] 5000 43 B0 R0 N T4 #1045 R ) s B e vk & i g0 e 5w Y. JUHBES CGAN 15IN, % Hisr#l
1 T S 48 0 S ) DR/ A ST R T b SR R R e I % A R U0, AT A R A2 S SR 5 A T Y 4
oy &, anE 22 FroR.

ij' r'n S AR Rk G-y E R PE RN Fl 5l &

II ||

H |HumlL-_"-__ .

hi(ffL,*fﬁ M ka ﬂ‘i‘-(}\ e
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Fig.22 The CGAN-style architecture for nuclear segmentation
K22 HIT4Ruz > EI) CGAN iR

5 MR

Ky B MG 5 43 0 S0 1 B 1) 28 VP 2 BV L T S B B2 IR IR OB, R 23 0 4 IR 4
IWFTE A E ', AR E &N ROZE & QR BN B AR AT, BiP bRk & T LRI
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(1)  Ground Truth( A\ T-¥573) H A5 (1 IR AL M ;

(2) Py HARK RIS

(3)  IEBTIN E AR R E

(4)  IERARI B AR A E.

WG E A 00 5 R b 355 IR (sensitivity, Se). 7 57 M (specificity, Sp). #Effi 3R (accuracy, Acc). Hf
£ T (¥ 4 (area under curve, AUC)HI F1 43 % (F1 score, F1). A %544 ¢ & 51 ground truth HFRid A G;, § Rl

14 43 0 (BRI B brad Sj . B 5 B IE (true positive, TP). ¥ ffi(true negative, TN){E IF (false positive, FP)

i 1 (false negative, FN), 7] % X Se. Sp. Acc LLK F1, WIF:

o= 1T (1)
TP + FN

Sp=— 1N @)
TN + FP

Ace=JIP+TN 3)

_2.PR-RC _ 2TP @)

PR+RC 2TP+FP+FN

oy, TP R A X RLS, A G, KA, FPRREX ML G, KA S N, FN RoRTEXT LS, BT G, 1)
A, N=TN+TP+FN+FP; Se &7~ IE i 70 22 M5 1% 2% EE*T%?E’JE%? Sp 1L 43 %E’HFE& BE= 5
B ARG R 5%, Ace RoR IEM /& MRS B 2 S EAEG BB ENE S E.

HAR F1AENS A VRl FAR A R ERAE BE, (HEEERA BB R AR, Wk, M THEG 55, 1A
IR AR ~F — bk, BFAR IR T BRI R ZOFE M F848, 35 Jaccard MI{IPE R % (Jaccard index, JI)“‘”]
Dice ALY Z $(Dice similarity coefficient, DSC)!'"81LL % F- 3534 25 FH B (average boundary distance, ABD)!'*1.
Hr: ABD RETRRIDEKINITE, BERR S, ia% S? 5 G, 1% G AT 8
1 Z,,gs»;d(u’Gf’LZ,,,eg;fd(vysi') 5)

ABD=—
2C st

Hortr, d(u,G ) Fo5 S BRI u B G RN, d(v,Sb)%fG”LE’H%%EviUSb MR, C %
IR AN ) 045 TUR DSC AL TR R TRV O T, RN T R PR R A 2 I
AR, Hoh, #3538 5 AR A A I (intersection over union, IoU). % G, MEREENG,, Sj g RES
NS, W I ToU)AT DSC Al5E LT

gns| 2[NS
IoU=JI= L, pge = 2F 96 (6)
GUs| G| +]S)]

Forb, B MEUEYE YN 0 2] 1. mloU J2 ToU KB TERR, FmFTE KA ToU BME, #) Z N TEER
VR IE 2 31 43 B FE A . AJI(Aggregated Jaccard Index) 2 HE) [ J1 #a A%, @it KAk J1, ¥ ground truth 5
or il 45 S AT UCHS. 3XRE, AT hodt B T3 S8 DURAD i 43 1938 I b R B BORI R L 28, I3 B A AN DT TR P ke 0 381 £
JRAP AR Sy BE . A EE ToU, AT SIS & T PAR A0 Mz 2 B 45 51, JE L R

AJl= §:L *()‘ (7
Z ‘+le

Forh, SR B R S, (1) AP G, 5] IR A,
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6 REFIINRBEMEEEST

AR FE St H AT HO I IRAT B 4 BB AE A LR
FESEEEA b, XA [F B A B B R 1 7 B M RE AT VRAS RIS 4. R EE R E, BRRKZHC AR
BT HRiE 5 BITEAR 1 8] T SR G ERE VPN, (HRAKAR A — Se R R Be A , BRI h s DO e AT 4 T LG 4%

% 3 H4E T LE PASCAL VOC, Cityescapes Al MS COCO =/~ H 4R -G Bds 4 AR MR B 2 ST By sz
e I A, ATRUE H, FON MM &5l N, KOIRA T AR 4 JIKE B, I 407 4 tH R 5101E 341
S 43 1 1) 25 R 2% — MR i 2% AR R MEAK 2R #E PASCAL VOC %35 42 A Cityescapes B0 4 I, o & J& (1RIR 1
Sy EISEAL I mloU {E 23 588 H 5 46 FON BEAL K ) 27 AN E 40 mURT 20 AN 43 05, T ZE 3 BBk P4 MS COCO
BAR A b, B RIBAY 1) o3 B R 52 A (R F2 B2 1) R B, (HAH L BT 2, R IR BE 22 ST R C 28T
LHLA NE N EIMERE. B, BRI 2% 2 H e okt DL & B i 5l N, S5 IRTH T IR
MRS EMRE S, BEAS T SHOEL, B TR SRR, 3R T IBEIT# 2. B2 EET
PR — 2D BE IR A AT SRR A, FRTE G — MR AR BE AT PR (0 25 A 1 AR IR

KA £ 6 B T IR P A S SR R B AT e i B, R,

Table 3 Performance statistics of various deep learning algorithms on several natural image sets

R 3 ONFNRIE S S HEAE 2 H AR B G HE S LRI SO B S 7 B PR RE SE it

PASCAL VOC ¥4 Cityescapes ¥4 MS COCO ¥i#E4E

7512 BETl ) 2% mloU | J7¥: B EES mloU | J5 i3 B EES mloU
FCNITT VGG-16 62.2 | SegNet basicl™ — 57.0 |RefineNet™ ResNet-101 33.6
CRF-RNN!#! — 72.0 | FCN-8s!'® — 65.3 | CCNUI8H DenseNet-101  35.7
CRF-RNN*M0 747 | DPN!'% — 66.8 | DANet!'""! ResNet-50 37.9
BoxSup*!'*! — 75.1 | Dilation10!'"! — 67.1 |DSSPN!'21  ResNet-101 37.3
Piecewise!"*"! — 75.3 | Deeplabv2!'* ResNet-101 704 |EMANet!'®®!  ResNet-50 375
Piecewise* '™l — 78.0 | RefineNet!'*”! ResNet-101 73.6 | SGR!'SY ResNet-101 39.1
DPN!!3% — 74.1 |FoveaNet!!"! ResNet-101 74.1 | OCR!* ResNet-101 39.5
DPN*132] — 77.5 | Ladder DenseNet!'”” DenseNet-169  73.7 | DANet!'”" ResNet-101 39.7
DeepLab-CRF!"*3 ResNet-101 79.7 | GCNI' ResNet-101 76.9 | EMANet!"®  ResNet-50 39.9
GCN*[154 ResNet-152 82.2 | Wide ResNet! ' WideResNet-38  78.4 | AC-Net!”  ResNet-101 40.1
RefineNet!'**! ResNet-152 84.2 | PSPNet!'>* ResNet-101 85.4 |OCR!' HRNetV2-W48  40.5
Wide ResNet!'™®  WideResNet-38  84.9 | BiSeNet!!”¥ ResNet-101 78.9

OCR!"7 ResNet-101 84.3 | DFN!'®Z ResNet-101 79.3

PSPNet!'5# ResNet-101 854 | PSANet!'®" ResNet-101 80.1

DeeplabV3!'"™  ResNet-101 85.7 | DenseASPP!'"™! DenseNet-161  80.6

PSANet!'¢"! ResNet-101 85.7 | SPGNet!'"™ 2xResNet-50 81.1

EncNet!'®! ResNet-101 85.9 | DANet!'””! ResNet-101 81.5

DFN!¢% ResNet-101 82.7 | CCNet!!”® ResNet-101 81.4

DFN#162] ResNet-101 86.2 | DeeplabVv3!'> ResNet-101 81.3

Exfuse!'®! ResNet-101 86.2 | DeeplabVv3!'® Xception-71 82.1

SDN!!64! DenseNet-161 83.5 | AC-Net!!™ ResNet-101 82.3

SDN*1641 DenseNet-161 86.6 | OCR!"" ResNet-101 82.4

DIS!®! ResNet-101 86.8 | GS-CNN!"! WideResNet 82.8

DM-Net!!%! ResNet-101 84.4 |HRNetV2+OCR!"™”  HRNetv2-w48 83.7

DM-Net*['¢¢ ResNet-101 87.1

APC-Net!'®"! ResNet-101 84.2

APC-Net*[1¢7] ResNet-101 87.1

EMANGet!'** ResNet-101 87.7

DeeplabV3+!'%)  Xception-71 87.8

Exfuse!'®! ResNeXt-131 87.9

Msci ResNet-152 88.0

EMANet!'¢®! ResNet-152 88.2

DeeplabV3+*!%) Xception-71 89.0

F 4 FHIH T 1E Kumar 4 A% 5008 5 _F R [R] [ BAS2 o 3R B 2 21 4r BIMERE, IR B 45 T 2% [ BATE Se ik 72
P A B R A A AL g 2. FEASRYRE 2Rk B, 22 LI BAR ] U-Net M HASFh R 48, Hodr, JUS HIBAE A
F T JH 45 U-Net HEZE, P37 BIBARE AL EE T U-Net+VGGNet HEZE, P57 B BAAE A BT U-Net+FCN HEZE, 152 [
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BA S 2 B F U-Net+ResNet HE 22, — 3 4] A 1% 2 & + U-Net+DenseNet #HE 32, — 3¢ [ b\ 55 2

U-Net+VGGNet+FCN HEZE, =L H AL B BT U-Net+ResNet+Mask R-CNN HEZE ﬁﬁI 4 BB 43 1) ﬁ%
Mask R-CNN. CNN LA & il X 45 1 B it P 26 A 28 FL v g o) ) 2% B 45 VR )= 58 &+ TernausNet £l PANet. 5
A, BEE AR A AR TR A0 A 2R e AR kR A b, 28 ST AR B 5 3R A SO BR AR TN — e sk = o0
KA, 12 SZHBA 5 54E FH Dice K HAFFHR R (EIE JTHEM ToU $R). N TIRAMLZRGREIARRS, 12 %
B1BA X3 3 BN Ly 33 2 R0 Ly #2385 3 3 it A M R 42k, K22 BT BAE AN () 4 s 3 PR A R B AN Bt 4 1
VB TR 145 1. A LA SE 4%, 1K 2L [0 28 Bl 35 s'ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁizﬁﬂ?ﬁwnu RIED gAY ALK
FEEMERE. Bk, BMEMEMR N R R G SRR TR i E S SN, AR

Table 4 Comparison of deep learning techniques on Kumar nucleus dataset

R4 R SITHORAE Kumar 20082 8045 46 110 7 FITE B2 HL#

AH G A1 BA TR T FET Y 4% R R AL BN B aTBIR | BEE | 4ilm i EEZIN
% All All All All AlJl AlJl AJl

2 k> E .qu:< K K

o 5 8 Z %5 g B 4

fi232%3FE|x %%

DS 0Rax>AaHERMNAIS
CUHK&IMSIGHT v v v v 0.646 | 0.707 | 0.706 | 0.731 | 0.641 | 0.696 | 0.691
BUPT.J.LI v v'| 0.644 | 0.701 | 0.705 | 0.723 | 0.615 | 0.696 | 0.687
pku.hzq v v 4 4 4 0.646 | 0.698 | 0.702 | 0.708 | 0.611 | 0.696 | 0.685
Yunzhi v 4 4 0.632 | 0.694 | 0.704 | 0.695 | 0.619 | 0.695 | 0.679
Navid Alemi v v 0.621 | 0.692 | 0.703 | 0.712 | 0.612 | 0.684 | 0.678
xuhuaren 4 4 4 4 0.608 | 0.680 | 0.696 | 0.677 | 0.606 | 0.688 | 0.664
aetherAl v v v v v v 0.628 | 0.677 | 0.660 | 0.707 | 0.602 | 0.672 | 0.663
Shuang Yang v v v v v 0.624 | 0.680 | 0.672 | 0.688 | 0.583 | 0.672 | 0.662
Bio-totem&SYSUCC 4 4 4 4 0.617 | 0.677 | 0.684 | 0.686 | 0.592 | 0.679 | 0.662
Amirreza Mahbod v Vi v v 0.628 | 0.673 | 0.680 | 0.687 | 0.601 | 0.666 | 0.657
CMU-UIUC v v v v 0.612 | 0.669 | 0.666 | 0.694 | 0.580 | 0.685 | 0.656
Graham&Vu 4 4 v v |vY v v | 0624 | 0.674 | 0.652 | 0.639 | 0.580 | 0.682 | 0.653
Unblockabulls v v 0.594 | 0.663 | 0.665 | 0.714 | 0.557 | 0.648 | 0.651
Tencent Al Lab v v v v v 0.596 | 0.668 | 0.659 | 0.684 | 0.574 | 0.651 | 0.646
DeepMD v 4 v v 0.576 | 0.643 | 0.679 | 0.682 | 0.602 | 0.651 | 0.633
Antanas Kascenas v 4 v 0.627 | 0.653 | 0.664 | 0.704 | 0.577 | 0.674 | 0.633
Johannes Stegmaier v v 0.547 | 0.646 | 0.665 | 0.664 | 0.610 | 0.659 | 0.623
Yanping v v 4 0.586 | 0.625 | 0.644 | 0.680 | 0.577 | 0.633 | 0.623
Philipp Gruening v v v 0.570 | 0.644 | 0.612 | 0.683 | 0.540 | 0.614 | 0.621
Agilent Labs v v Y| 0.570 | 0.650 | 0.655 | 0.667 | 0.560 | 0.647 | 0.618
Konica Minolta Lab EU | v/ 4 4 0.569 | 0.623 | 0.615 | 0.583 | 0.552 | 0.657 | 0.611
OnePiece v v 0.538 | 0.617 | 0.635 | 0.673 | 0.551 | 0.604 | 0.606
Junma v 0.541 | 0.602 | 0.601 | 0.629 | 0.516 | 0.595 | 0.593
Biosciences R&D, TCS |V 0.565 | 0.602 | 0.626 | 0.685 | 0.541 | 0.629 | 0.578
Azam Khan v v v v 0.514 | 0.610 | 0.614 | 0.606 | 0.546 | 0.515 | 0.575
CVBLab v v 0.526 | 0.562 | 0.612 | 0.640 | 0.523 | 0.570 | 0.574
Linmin Pei v v | 0.551| 0.517 | 0.592 | 0.608 | 0.565 | 0.582 | 0.562
Peter Naylor v v v v'| 0.561 | 0.553 | 0.628 | 0.597 | 0.436 — 0.5598
Kumar v v 0.539 | 0.573 | 0.434 | 0.522 | 0.529 — 0.508
DB-KR-JU v 0.486 | 0.475 | 0.302 | 0.507 | 0.443 | 0.479 | 0.455
VISILAB 4 4 0.422 | 0.406 | 0.419 | 0.378 | 0.468 | 0.553 | 0.444
Sabarinathan v v v 0.331 | 0.462 | 0.467 | 0.397 | 0.424 | 0.553 | 0.444
Fuyong Xing v v 0.426 | 0.407 | 0.456 | 0.319 | 0.308 — 0.348
Silvers v v 4 0.445 | 0.136 | 0.171 | 0.394 | 0.073 | 0.368 | 0.278
TJ v 4 4 v 0.111 ] 0.096 | 0.089 | 0.122 | 0.077 | 0.284 | 0.130

T RIS K T A T B BRI T, I A AR AT A i, BT E S E
EMSER BT, 15152% 2% MoNuSeg 4 f4: https://monuseg.grand-challenge.org/Manuscripts/.
(1) CUHK&IMSIGHT: ¥ 41 1% 43 FIAT 55Kl 7 v 4l i k% o B Ml 243 %1, 32 FCN Ml U-Net )3 &, 12t
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THES BB A ML (CIA-Net) R 313 F ResNet-50 FERL X 4%, STHL T 40 A% R0 P AZ 10 2% (R0 57y 1. B
R S R I 4 A A M A B LI G AR TR R 2 51 T A8 OB R R B AT R E N S, S T wh B 1
2] BEIEN T 4 B M H bR K SR AT AE R A U AT 4 1] R

(2) BUPT.J.LL: iR 258G M4 N T UMz /3 BT %, A% R G E. SN E R R L.
PAECRBEA I AR F Al T — AT 1)L ARG (O [A B 26058 Y 6 0% A 3 400 e % T 5 el A 5 5% o e, qH
T B @ A AL (5 2, R 5 52 s i 2RI 2 0 52 .

(3) pku.hzq: BT H U-Net F = oMt B, 454 Mask R-CNN SZHLE I0 R R 40 i 2 szl 0 2. %
L BUAR SERUAN 0) T 25 27 T3 b A5 A RO B AL U RE S0, 58 RO T &5 S 38 S 49 4 ) 45 SR Ak, TR 0 22 25 20 i
122 18] f10 320 25 20 5 AR s R K.

(4) Yunzhi: 8T A U-Net S0 AZ 520 4> B 45 . AT — A U-Net TIUAZ PIA% 2 K& BIAZ A0 1) 2
frifE, J§— U-Net 7EULEEAE b T A0 A% 10 2. 43 B4 RAKH T i iz o s ) BB, RS 5 7
A it A BIFIR S E DR

(5) Navid Alemi: ¥4 2 JRPFRFEIL 2 M 4% 5B ERIE S5 M 45 &, $2 & T SpaghettiNet 40 fUAZ 5 24K
B N FEE ) Dice FIAZ XURARI AL S, LLSSURS HAR AT 2> 2000 B B, il T i BB A T 45 58 F 3
FH 43 7K V& AR 36, 19 380 B 44 1) S48 - B 45 SR, TRITG 5 7 AR iy B %2

BTN Warwick-QU IR E a4, AR MR B 2% 2 4> BB Y £ AL CUMedVisionl .CUMedVision2.CVML.
ExB. Freiburg fl visiondGlaS, 3%l H FCN 5 i X 3# 5 22 Z0 KRR 7R AR5 G B0 792 R B B0 TR J T ) %
FERY AN B Ak 2 R AN 4 HE 1 E MR CNN BRI A 2 8 AR . U-Net 8407 DL Rz
CNN 5 F: 35 FAHSE & 17735, T ExB Al Freiburg fi 4 )5 AL 38 )5 3k — 22 43 988 ExB1. ExB2. ExB3 Al
Freiburgl. Freiburg2.

FESEIUERR A, LA R J7 3 3 SR W R 4 G, ARG (1) R IR B FRR R, )X BRI E B AR
TR 7325, £ 5T RT3, CVML. ExB 1 visiond4GlaS 7r A M T —A> CNN 432888, JERAGEABEK—14
B CNN 232523 103 A TN ZR AN T3, 10 CUMedVision A1 Freiburg N #3ET FCN [ 48 HE 22 M At %
PIRRAE KR B MR R AT 28R, SERIR R LT, T fRH AR B 4 %1 &, CVML F vision4GlaS
HG 50 R AT S A B 5] N ity 20 0 [ 0 4% 2 ST R, PR R AR S A A0 BR IR 1 A8 ELOR & ExB BT AAM N 45 11 25
SREL) 4> 2 25 JL; i CUMedVision A1 Freiburg N2 s 5@ U T A& MR K EON. 746, £xt/5%, LB
T 26 TR R A TR AR (B A s B R M), SRS R A H AR EEAT A R E. R B2, ExB. LIB
Al vision4GlaS 43 #1175 1535 51 AR AL 203 %, 140 ExB T8 FH 1030 246 D0 2 B0 B ok T IR 4L 21 244y 4%
TRMME, visiondGlaS 14 3 ) KA TR %50 /5 B 5.

MR S EIVE R HEA S5 5 5 8 T AP bR (Dglas PRERFEIEAGARHE, B F1 2 $i+Dice AAMIIE R 3L
+Hausdorff P B5; (2)7 FIFE FE AL ARAE, B F1 20 B+ 2% 18 R $+Hausdorff i 5. i@ iT Warwick-QU £ 41 i}
I BE 15 10 20 ) Sz 06 45 SR K W] . CUMedVision2. ExB1 F1 ExB3 £ 2 MEhr LT HAb B9, ATLLE 4T
b3 G oy BRI R 4, 6T R G A B B ST R R, Ah, I o R R e R R R X 4 A5 2 1) 4
CUMedVision2 7E RS R4 2 _E 1 #8 H CUMedVisionl. 1fj#H tt ExB2 1 ExB3, ExB2 @it 7y B34 5, sy
fiR v T S R B 4 S )

TR BE 5 ST RS R AE AL IS 1ML A 43 B 5 TR AR 2 7 . 5& G EAM L, RS SIE DRIVE. STARE
Al CHASE_DB =44 AUk . Rt R AUC UM FSE RSO B, Ik 5 fis. £
HI 5T I A i BRER MR IR B 5 2 ik 0 A BIPE R . TEA0 X I8 4 ) BV o, o I B B I 1
FRBEBHE 5, XHFHE Soomro 5. Rodrigues 25 F1 Wu &5 I BE R RIE S AEMR R I E R, BA BRI
UL, X EWRE RIS R R AR SR, A RERN M EES T, HH, Soomro FEHLK
BRI NGl 25— G 35 I 28 2540, B R 3R FH 73 B A Rodrigues 53 HE 2 1504 W 45 HE 48, Wu 583l 11T
PO 2% v P 2%, i 3O L7 1) 1) 4 1
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Table 5 Comparison of deep learning algorithms on DRIVE, STARE, and CHASE DB retinal vessel datasets
R 5 IRIES]HIEAE DRIVE. STARE I CHASE_DB U i il i 4 4% 4 1 (1 40 0 1 g Lo 4

ik oy DRIVE # ¥4 STARE ¥(4E 4% CHASE_DB ##E 4
BB | 5 | HERR | AUC 1B | BIURY | Fr bk | MERA SR |AUC 18 | US| R85 | HERR S |AUC 1B
Li 2184 2016 | 0.7569 | 0.9816 | 0.9527 | 0.9738 | 0.7726 | 0.9844 | 0.9628 | 0.9879 | 0.7507 | 0.9793 | 0.9581 | 0.9716
Fu 2501851 2016 (0.7603 | — 09523 | — |0.7412| — |0.9585| — |0.7130| — [0.9489| —
Liskowski 2£['%] 2016 | 0.7811 | 0.9807 | 0.9535 | 0.9790 | — — 109740 [ 0.9943 | — — 10.9628 | 0.9823
Orlando %" 2017 [ 0.7897 | 0.9684 | — —  10.7680 [ 0.9738 | — — [0.7277 09715 | — —
Dasgupta 22188 12017 | 0.7691 | 0.9801 | 0.9533 | 0.9744 | — — — — — — — —
Yan 41401 2018 | 0.7653 | 0.9818 | 0.9542 | 0.9752 | 0.7581 | 0.9846 | 0.9612 | 0.9801 | 0.7633 | 0.9809 | 0.9610 | 0.9781
Srinidhi 21! | 2018 | 0.8644 | 0.9667 | 0.9589 | 0.9701 | 0.8325 | 0.9746 | 0.9502 | 0.9671 | 0.8297 | 0.9663 | 0.9474 | 0.9591
Alom %190 2018 | 0.7792 | 0.9813 | 0.9556 | 0.9784 | — — — — 10.7756 | 0.9820 | 0.9634 | 0.9815
Wu Z£l101 2018 | 0.7844 | 0.9807 | 0.9567 | 0.9819 | — — — — 10.7538 | 0.9847 | 0.9637 | 0.9825
Yan 103 2018 | 0.7631 | 0.9820 | 0.9538 | 0.9750 | 0.7735 | 0.9857 | 0.9638 | 0.9833 | 0.7641 | 0.9806 | 0.9607 | 0.9776
Jin ZE1031 2019 | 0.7963 | 0.9800 | 0.9566 | 0.9802 | 0.7595 | 0.9878 | 0.9641 | 0.9832 | 0.8155 | 0.9752 | 0.9610 | 0.9804
Soomro Z£1%21 12019 | 0.8700 | 0.9851 | 0.9561 | — | 0.8480 | 0.9860 | 0.9680 | — | 0.8861 [ 0.9822 | 0.9761 | —
Adeyinka 2501 12019 0.7603 | — ]0.9523| — |0.7412| — |09585| — 07130 — 09489 | —
Shin 21 2019 | 0.9255 | 0.9382 | 0.9271 | 0.9802 |0.9352 | 0.9598 | 0.9378 | 0.9877 | 0.9364 | 0.9463 | 0.9373 | 0.9830
Wu 194 2019 | 0.8038 | 0.9802 | 0.9578 | 0.9821 | — — — — 10.8132 [ 0.9814 | 0.9661 | 0.9860
Guo Z51%%) 2019 | 0.7891 | 0.9804 | 0.9561 | 0.9806 | — — — — 10.7888 | 0.9801 | 0.9627 | 0.9840
Ma 21961 2019 | 0.7916 | 0.9811 | 0.9570 | 0.9810 | — — — — — — — —
Wang 11971 2019 | 0.7940 | 0.9816 | 0.9567 | 0.9772 | — — — — 10.8074 | 0.9821 | 0.9661 | 0.9812
Wang Z11%%1 2020 | 0.7991 | 0.9813 | 0.9581 | 0.9823 | 0.8186 | 0.9844 | 0.9673 | 0.9881 | 0.8239 | 0.9813 | 0.9670 | 0.9871
Rodrigues 2517 2020 | 0.8983 | 0.9816 | 0.9740 | 0.9936 | 0.9426 | 0.9862 | 0.9827 | 0.9946 | 0.8782 | 0.9852 | 0.9778 | 0.9923
Wy 25200 2020 | 0.7996 | 0.9813 | 0.9582 | 0.9830 | 0.7963 | 0.9863 | 0.9672 | 0.9875 | 0.8003 | 0.9880 | 0.9688 | 0.9894
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