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Survey of Automatic Ultrasonographic Analysis for Thyroid and Breast
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Abstract: Ultrasonography is the first choice of imaging examination and preoperative evaluation for thyroid and breast cancer. However,
ultrasononic characteristics of benign and malignant nodules are commonly overlapped. The diagnosis heavily relies on operator’s experience
other than quantitative and stable methods. In recent years, medical imaging analysis based on computer technology has developed rapidly, and a
series of landmark breakthroughs have been made, which provides effective decision supports for medical imaging diagnosis. In this paper, the
research progress of computer vision and image recognition technologies in thyroid and breast ultrasound images is studied. A series of key
technologies involved in automatic diagnosis of ultrasound images is the main lines of our work. We summarize and analyze the major
algorithms in recent years, such as ultrasound image preprocessing, lesion localization and segmentation, feature extraction and classification.
Moreover, multi-dimensional analysis is made on the algorithms, data sets and evaluation methods. Finally, existing problems related to
automatic analysis of those two kinds of ultrasound imaging are discussed, research trend and development direction in the field of ultrasound
images analysis are discussed.
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Fig.1 Different ultrasound images. (a)- (b)~ (c)~ (d) /(e)~ (f)~ (g)~ (h)are ultrasound, color Doppler ultrasound,
ultrasound elastography and contrast-enhanced ultrasound of thyroid(first row)/ breast(second row).
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Fig.2 Framework of automatic diagnosis system for thyroid and breast ultrasound

B2 i ORI FLERGE S B B2 W R SEHEZL A

> TOAh L AR A R M 7 2R 5 AR B [ 7 B R R A X 2 L B AN S
(A5 Bk e 7 15 5 T PR L 2 0 A S PR AR 1 AR, 2 45 78 75 R ) 5 b At 90 R0 Aab 3388 Jom o 32, 5
B} AR 7 PG AT 25 e Rt EL R 38 58, R 5 IE T/ PR S e 7 B B0 O B 1T 5 3 K B
> AR DX o P 2 e R PR AGOE L B R R I RS RO R T b DX R AR 98 78 1 X ) £ A
o /N 3 SR A DR L 0 T LLKE A R0 S B2 2R R bR 43 25 ke, 3 T 9 v J SR ARRAE 2 AT 1
PSR B R X8 Y A A /67 ) R0, 95 ke DX Sl o DR o DR T S, VA0 A [ R0 S 25 B SCHRARRAE
> o X R R 6 7R S Bl B S AR AT B AL kb X1 BRI e 0% SE I o [X 3 1 S e A6, B AR AN R
FRLT VAR A IS 0 P THT P 388 T T 8 75 5 A P R 24 4 3 ) 4 T R FH, WT DA w5 12 BT b e B AL DR 75 02
2 52 BN HRAE F B B 55 A DX A A e K ELAS R e, 3R A 45 e 1) PR B A0 SR A 5 5K, I i A A
B
> RRAESR IR oy 2 AR AR P AR X RE 8 AT 0 B2 WT IR RFAE (S R, 5 PR MR R AR SR U VA 2K
UL, 75 B AR R A A2 AT S ) i SUR — 2R 3 T T O ML AR 2 o BN MR 2 B R
AR EE URIE MRS, B & T2 W W AR FLIR . HORAREE P 1 RSB R B A A,
AR F A THT R AR AS IS LR %5 01 B8 7 BB IR0 RF A 10 AT PR 3 24 i 25 38 T 7 090 Rk it il L
> TRAE TR i AR ) ST B ST AR S BT AL TR AR T ORI R AR T AR
T RAGRLE 3 T DA S I X 98 i ek P e e i 5 AT TR
NT A THAE AR PRI R A LR 7 BV AE TS HUBIE 72 AR 1 R i 3 A SR FH SR YA T i %ot FLF 90 i SR
HEAT VEANHOAR BERD 04T, 6 A28 T IR R B LR 43 2SS I SR IR 35 U5 4 AT T DR R B AL R S BB
T I F4) =8 B2k ik, 5 6 o SRAR 13 3 (R 9 5 [ R AT 0 25 4 i v 2 Mg R 44 5t o4k 350 179 = AT 55 e
VR AIE 3 HUBE 79 2402 B 2 52 AR 43 BT v SR AR AR TR 1 AT 55, AR SCKE I 4 SR TE FROIR IR o L 1 7 FR A o g 2 FH BIOIR
HEAT R AT, SCER e P 3 BT, 3 P REAE SR B R AT SOk B 2




4 Journal of Software ¥ AR

25

23 5

14
W 06-104F

11-144F

12 15-174F
18194

20

. : PRI
i 0 e "
F= 13 s B 13 P O 6
£ 2 | oum :
® S e B 4] .6 ® 00-054F
10 i e —— - ® 06104
e S B FHERR I 73 2 \ Y uae
% 15-174F
= R IA\_// 15174
10
5 e — &L
3 e 3

0

AR AR FLAR

Fig.3 Stastics of papers reseaching on ultrasould image processing for thyroid and breast
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Fig.4 Flow chart of multi-peak GHE algorithm!'”
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Fig5. Flow chart of fuzzy enhancement algorithms
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FE,FSIM B % PR R R TT B8/ . 5 Ho A 3R AR A L, FSIM 5 2 0T B 2L & — B0k, i S A R F
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.08, PC,, (x)

FSIM =
3. .PC, (¥) M

Hor, PCo 72 J5 05 P AGOR 38 568 P45 2 1) AR AL — S50 10 e R AEL, Su Dy v 55 i ek P {5 RT 98 it P45 0 8 AR AL -

8, (x) =[Spc (O] [Se(0)) 2)
_26(0)- G +T,
So(x)= G (x)+ G2 (x)+ T, 3)

Hrb o 1 g R TIHE PC M GM IS H,G {E 2 BRI K/, T, t G 8 3 2536 A 52 10 4L

(2 )3 58 I £ (Enhancement Measure, EME)

EME F SR & %7 b B 38 5 AR B dn S s R 1) EME KT 54 G, T 2 B R 5 1) 5o b P2 45 31 o 3 dd ot
H B BRI 53 8 3x3 KNI by x by A AE B LR 5 %o AN Bk e KO0 S5/ B BB (1, A L, YB3 E 13 31
EME, fiti AR 40 R -

I L
EME = 5h, 20 i 20l0g- e )

(3) 4341 [A] b &£ 8 (Distribution Separation Measure, DSM)
TERRCHER 7 MG B bR A o5t XI5, AT DL i) H 33 5 A X880 1 K 4 52 bR 0 33530 o AR R B I 1% 45
FrRE G SR AT S AR R 5t (6] 1 2R S R BRI 5 R, DSM. 58 (W K T 2 B e K 3R 7 34 ik o SRR A

min

DSM =(| D2 = gy |+ D2 = iz |) = (| Dl = i |+ | D2 = | )

S, 00, ot R T JELAA FEL (75 50 AT X 00 0 0 39 B AR R 22, e, 8, o 8 T34
o 5 K R TS S5 A s DX %) A RE 0 1) 35 A1 AN o o4 i 22, e
DI:(#§0¥)+(/1¥02), DI:(#?G?%(/J?G?)
(0'; + a§)+c

(aTE +oy ) +c
(4) H b5 275 50 B B 184 58 78 47 (Target-to-Background Contrast Enhancement Measurement, TBC)

TBC 2 i KA st B bR 3500 B G 2 8] 1R 22 S A T R o b 38 077 10— 2 i T B oAl 22 1) B BR 31 75 50T LG
J5 3% 38 4 b (Target-to-Background Contrast Enhancement Measurement Based on Standard Deviation, TBCs), /&
T H br 2 3 5260 b B 4 58 8 AR (Target-to-Background Contrast Enhancement Measurement Based on
Entropy, TBCy).3X P T Fi A7 1 5 500 5 A8 B K T2, HLAE B DK 58 BH 1 59 5 5Bk 4T

E o E [
Hp | _| Hr Hr | | Hr
,UE ﬂO /,[E ,UO
(TBCs) ={~Eo 282 (TBCy) = {~22 782
or &r (6)
[0 [0
or Er

Horh, &, ef 20 ARG IE G EHG AN 55 /5 & b F AR 2 S0 B

2.1.5 /g

R P PG B 2 L ) AR 2 A %o 1 ) B — R 1 7 7 PRI A A 3 R T e R PRI AR i B R R T oK
Forb HE &8 0L B 5 v 388 3k IR R 350485 A0 SR 8 v 5o BU B2, 78 78 R e A i s B s R 1 Ol R, B Y i A
RELR R 5 3R vEs B R (B R R R B A T 3= & (R 5 1 R b RS BRERAS I B I RBOR, &2 B R BRI R R
& 5. Ak AHE Al CLAHE 55456 1 5 &6 A1 4 J5 15 S5 B S0 VE R 4 i 402 184 200 L B2 1 () s DR B 7 LR B 4 s
7 PRI R ) — S P I g v R AN S S R S e R T R T R B TR ORI 1, 7 RROR b i R A
RT3 5 2 1 O B R ASOR SR T R AP 0k B ASER 1 2 R 0 T SR R S RO A5 R R ZE AE, IR IR 2 R B



W F: @@ TRIR, URAR B AT HARLR A

i@

I TR P P TR 25 RS B P R AR 1 25 O D B AR P8, DR AR 2 1 98 5 ¥ WO 7 R B e 46 1A RS BB L O
I L PG I TR 7 80 R (14 55 ) AL, A A S PR it b BRI N L HE AT DASS 3

o BT XEITEEIEA . TR, XK B, 2 H ) TR IE S U5 2 AR O B SR U T AR T4
R EL T & BB SR AL BT R R R SRR R 1 XL 1A SO R B H LR A R SR 5

k.

Table 1. Comparison of all ultrasound enhancement methods

®1. BEREFRBGERLENL

SCHik EAEITE S Bk 5% FikIA%
Chen %%,2005 [18] 2D LR T2 AR+ E 7 B ) BT B
Shi 4,2010 [19] 2D FLRE A ZVET LH T Bk H 7 B
Zhou %%,2014 [20] 2D FLR s e i i ol A+ L P ) 1l EwsEk
Gomez 25,2010 [25] 2D FL AR A xo b A PR N Ly BT AL H7E
Girdhar ££,2015 [26] 2D FLRE A [X 338 K+ 3 I X306 B H 7 B
Singh %,2019 [27] 2D LR £ o TR+ B O B BT B
Taghvatalab 45,2014 [33] 2D FLIRE = Bl B o5 B3 TR 5
Zhang %,2009 [34] 2D FLREE TER 2 ) SR B TR 5
Tizhoosh %,2010 [35] 2D FLRHE of B IR H AR TR 5
Gomez 25,2016 [36] 2D FLREE 2 sigmoid WL R B0 B & BT HLEE TR 5
Liao 25,2011 [41] 2D FLR s 5T SURRE I SRR HoAth %
Supriyanto 45,2011 [22] 2D HUR M S B 7 B H 7 B
Mahmood %%,2011 [23] RN H 7 E % #i+Hamming J€ 9% H 7 B
Poudel 25,2016 [24] 3D FUR AR S BT BT R =SR]
Sahu %¢,2014 [28] RN 38 N L B35 i H 7 B
Ardakani %%,2018 [30] 2D FUIR R S RIS e B B
Keerthivasan %.2013 2D HUIR f HORZ 1 WO
Babu %5,2016 [38] 2D HUR R S F 3 R AR 2 4 TR 5
Tsantis £5,2014 [39] FROIR AR WBRAR ¢ IR B+Z PR/ FEOR 34 5
Kamran 25,2014 [40] 2D FUIR R S5 F oA F5E (A ABUAS A AL+ B 2 T3 5
Acharya %§,2012 [42] 3D M TR E RN HAt
Shan ££,2012 [43] 2D FUIR R S NG ER DA FHAth
Anand %,2013 [44] 2D HURBRHE = RO BRI AT HAh
Morin 25,2015 [45] 2D HUAR AR HEIE S A TR = A FHoAth
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Fig.6 Illustration of noises in ultrasound image
K 6 it A BB A (R SR e
[ 2 P PR S i P A e AR I 38 BN AR A AL SR S [ A5, S R Al R R B B AR HL
FRy R A1) B P PR ) 0o Bl A I L W 75 - 00 7™ B B 7 PR o ) e 7 g APk i A e 75 R e o )
P AR R AR B A R A i ), AR R R X T R M A AR, T DA I VA A BB 1 % S ) TR A T
A7 88 . XL VR 7 TS AR AR P 7 A R A I AR VR 8 T TS RS S G A T R RO ER B A, B P R AR TR
HE B 3 R, T VR A TR O A R AR 2 R R R T IR R R 7 A D D B el AR A R
Ty A AR R R EUA B A Rayleigh 734 Nakagami 434 £ chi-square 204~ | US04
Generalized Gamma %5501 5t b8 7 P45 B0 1500 75 1) 20 A5 B o, B i 760 75 TR 25 0 g 42 K B0mT A4y Dy 2 )
BRIEPEE . Fe TR J7 AR LRI R AR R IR DA R TR B A S T

f@6¢ﬂ%%%ﬁ“hﬁﬁﬁﬁwuﬁi%ﬁWWﬁ*%%%@Lﬂuﬁﬁﬁ%*%%%ﬁﬂT%

) S 2 R PR AR LE AR L 2 90 2, T 0 P 75 o 43 5 PO 52 M R X /8

2.2.1 5 [A) IR vk

2 S R R ORI DS AR R BB . 4N JE YR (Wiener Filtering) H A I8 XL JEH
UM E R MG R AU e . @A BE AR L M ¢ R T UE IR A 18 0 S M B O 148 S ST I M R o)

A1 308 ol B9 7 B 3 O B B L 2 A R R BRI I R . Bonny 25 N P2Vl St 45 4 96 It 7 A 7 PR 4% A FE 7 T
(10 J50 PR A, B ) — ol AR ) A i 0 40 0 8 a5 ¥, HE AR AU AN B o 0 AR 3R R R SR R A, T A e L B
LR DU 3 2 MR 20 SR R U ) 90 e T S SR 5 R s — e R T B g 7 AR AR (1 T A TR R R 4
(Nonlocal Means,NLM )3 Ji 597 1% 595 A F R 75 BUR BE A0 o R Db A2 48 NLML BRI BUIE 1 55 bR 8, 1%
HEE &S NLM S0 G, AN e ek 20 03k 10 Ak 31 B 1), T L 224 M 75 5 P8 348 DR 25 s SR B 47

i YR St 26 P BB U 10 103K Baselice 25 NPVl 75 [ 4 e A B 1Y 7 — AN 398 iR 200 ) 40 29 i a2 R L D
v i Dy /R W] K BENLZ(Local Gaussian MRF,LG-MRF)%f B4 4T AR, 44 7L IR 40308 1 10 AN 40 15 8 3R AE
SR [ B S BT PR I e e

PR I A% 5 T S AL {9 I OV AR 2 M DB I AR 3R, rh (R I I P T L v A 0 2 e i DA S S
B[R TN AEZEEAEH T A RE A 4. RIS 82 W HE BGRB8, 4R
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b (P B 2 R B R Gungor %5 A POV AT T r AR IR JROGT A P AR 1 5 M S ) 7 T ROST R S
FPEREEAT T B M B IR R T & DR S R B0 R R B R K s2 .

W28 % (Bilateral Filter, BF) & —Ff BE FJ DA R EE 75 A5 e A5 SR AP 455 R A S 40 715 00 08 g B30 R B0 G
B YRR A (A 3 (L Y R AN P LR ) A B U L SRR R BF SRAD WIS 5 Y TR R S AT IR 3 B U7
ERWE R IBES X
2o Wlk.n]Y[k —n]

Z::_pW[k,n]
Kp, p AR TR Y LA & NHRE B O 2p + 1 K/ AR A AT H — MBI 15 22
MR R EES.

Nugroho %5 NPTERFH BF X FUIR R H8 75 5 kA7 P M Ab B 38 31 1 58 47 1 4 B0 28U Balocco %5 APt
T —FIE R TR R R 4 B Bl R U2 8 I 2% (Speckle Reducing Bilateral Filter, SRBF), i i3 7 I8 Ji HE 42 /1
BRI S G5 S DL SR A ] Sfe 14 gk 7 R I DR AT 1L 245 B i H .

FH T 7 PR 00 B s e 7 T e M R G SR L R SR P A SR U U 2 N T R 2 A U PR B M A I [R] IS
O E G AN B AR EUE TR . — S8 22 [V F0 T B0 B A 7 G TR 1 1 2 S S SR R VL W Lee 9
WS Kuan JEBEHES . BEROIIBCHE I —E BUR EE—ME 30 &L L& N TR R R AR R B A RN,
BEF 6 11 P9 B0 JR 30 G v R I kAT R D AR B 3R AF T AR T R AN P A SR OR . W 5 AP0 Lee 38 1 3%  Frost
JEPE A . PEIEE . BEBE S a7 MY HL(Speckle Reducing Anisotropic Diffusion,SRAD). Perona-Malik £ [
SV BRI 2% (Perona-Malik's Anisotropic Diffusion,PMAD). SRBF F3k T4 AR 4 7N 15 25 350 S0 411 i) 91
#%(Speckle Reduction Based on Soft Thresholding in the Wavelet Transform,SRTW)-LF{ i I 2% A0 B4 M 25 L 30 4T
Xif LE AT 7E. SE S 45 % W] SRBF. SRAD. PMAD Fl SRTW JE 3% FEIZ 19 AT AL AL 28R AR T Lee. Frost Al fE JE 3,
1M SRAD A1 SRBF [ 3 s M 7 411 ] 14 RE A1 20 % 4 5 e ) T 9.

2.2.2 RiR S T 1R

T Wi 5> 7 #£(Partial Differential Equations,PDE)1] 28 J7 vE 1T AAR R UG AN [R] (1 45 445 B oKk B & B -F
VIR TE A SO B T A ) [ B AT DA R MR ) 10 2 S5 44 (5 S.PDE 78 75 PRI45 2 W it b ) R 2 BE 2 AR
K — IR BT RS (B A BEAR R 14 PDE AR, 32 B2 M5 ) B35 25 1) A B 0 A ASE o 5 ) 97 ek 0 AR R A
R 5% 1) M 7 BB 2 (Anisotropic Diffusion Model, ADM)AIT SRAD; 5 — 2 #& 3 132 B A8 /) (1) PDE 83X 2k
J5 A i i e R BE B R 0 R B R BOHEAT B /A, TR AF R OA BT IR S AR B B Sy
(Total Variation, TV)4#% ! & I [ PDE #5724,

W S Ve BOR O RS BGREE AR 45 G, Be % 75 0 R A BEGUEE AT 18 1R M P T 0 [ R OR B L A Y e
BN %5 BB ZA St it i B R BN B #oh (54. SRAD 1E Jy il i 75 B o 75 22 0005 5 0%
Lee JEIEAF AN Frost JEIE 28 # F 4 y BOT R IAEZE, 8 1 —Flof ) B IE N U (R B8 PDE 1E A T3 i B4,
2k 4 Ik I 25 46 2 2 (Instantaneous Coefficient of Variation,ICOV)J&/b B i 4™ #it, 7 b BUE TP I e vh g 75 SRAD &
VRS AR G000 & 1 RS OB B 3G SR 1Y Lee JEJ% 25 R385 (1) Frost JiE UK 48 AH b, 7E 05 34 57 IX 48 DA T R B 1 2 AN
REAE J T A B0 4 (0 ik R L0,

Fu S5 NFI LS JR3 A5 i) — B 5 40d% H] Perona-Malik(P-M) 7 FEEAT 2, BT DATE 25048 (1) [F]
i A 20 P AR AT e 25 08 T 0% T 206 B3 S B A T RO R 7 ] A R 4 5 RLONR T AR P-M AR TR v S
T B 1] K P-MOEY g 807 1) e DY D R B\ T ) A58 R A T (E B A B B 5, ELURT RS B R TR
b X e 7 i RS I 220 25 [X 35k 70 B 75 RS b 1) SE 6 3 W% 5 ¥ K ORI D T AR I [A], A 6 28 it P-M B TR B
1 262 poM B B N (8 T

X[k]= @)

ou(x,y,t)
ot
HF u(x, y,0) RIEEEG u(x,y) BEET ¢ B EG . A U div RoREUE, V BRBRE. g(xp.0) AT BRE

= div(g(x,y,t)Vu) (®)
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Y o(x,p,0) = 1IN, LI Bomk 2 & i FVE . g(x, p,0) S 55 TR0 B 0 R 8, 3118 BEAEIL X g (x, y,0) R
KEUG T i R LG T g(x,y,0) =0, BUE R F i
KB A3 1Y (Total  Variation, TV) B B SRAG I 120 ¢, 4R 4 o 21 i T8 75 G AN 5 4, 1% BRI
e e R
Uy (x,y) = u(x, y) + n(x, ) ©)
HA, ul,y) MAMPEG, n(x,y) NI, uy(x,y) N E H A B0 B uy(x, y) T B
u(x,y) A& —/NE UL (10 (v SR A M ) ] U3 45 R SR AR R S AR MK R

. A
min E(e) = 7| u =1y [}, +R(w) (10)
Ko, R(u) R ENT. TV B GE 72 A:

. A
H{‘mE(u):LJAu|dxdy+5'|.ﬂ(u—u0)2dxdy (11)

{H2 TV HERLFE 2 BRI A GRAR 5 3 X 3 S0 HE G 75 28 B 52 B0 DR 1) Wk 75 s (1 B2 ) 3 B30I 180 L BB 6 20 %
NT AR TV J5 i = A B B 8 Mei 25 A 19158 & 57 L35 43 (Total Generalized Variation, TGV) 1E I 3 #2
T AR IR E 22 % 5 [ 3 7% (Alternating Direction Method of Multiplier, ADMM)K 3R fi# 1% 451 84 1F
AT AR 0 9 B 7L SR T ORI 75 PRI R v ) PRI M 75 110 ) IS 3 a8 T B R AR, 12 51 S0 S R SUR A 1B 7 TR

2% () I TR 8 B AN T BT S R AR (W G AR B0 T o B ST L S RO S R BN SRR K,
T W P ST RICR A, T PR A5 R R AR, T T T ek X RN AN G (R S RN R 25 B e /N g A X
TR 5 0 g M 75 R AT 3o 90 T R T O 43 R D 2 MR RV R 8 R B A R 43 10 5 M 1E B R AR T IX A3 M 7
T LA 3T Ak DX N 1) e 7S MR R RS A i ELE R RO R — AN 7 AR, IR T A I R R % TV
F W 5 R 4yl P MR Jr UL AL,

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f)
(&) (h) (i) (3 (k) (D)
Fig.7 Results of 5 denoising methods(®. Row 1: the breast nodules image; Row 2: the thyroid nodules image;

Column 1: original ultrasound images; Column 2: TVGD; Column 3: TVADM; Column 4: TVKL; Column 5:
TGVPD; Column 6: Mei’s.

B 7 5 RhF ey kgl ot b o — AT N FLAR G, 55 AT N IR AR 8 5 — 1 D R R B 5 — 31 R At
TVGD 21 j5 1 B 28 =%y TVADM 2 e )5 it S 55 DU 51 TVKL 2508 5 (19 & 28 FL 5 i@k TGVPD
5 (G B 5 — BN Mei’s 77 151 )5 1 B4

2.2.3 A,

AR e dal VRV BT N A PG 7 T S RS ) AR g 2 (], SR i TR AR el A ()b ot M P R AT H k] T
T8 3 AR A5 B B G I R AR MR TV R TN AR e i 22 ROBE £ 08 6] 8 /NI 2 MR i 2 /N ik AR 4 R
B I A543 AT RN 22 ROBE 4 T S5 B e, D A A P AR 2 e Ak B A3 45 81 V2 I I L R A B R RN R
GUUTH R DA R R D 328 B L A v 7 PRI 2 WG 1) 32 L TR s ot AR S RS P B R R 1 S M A
JER ks VR AB E AT %o B30 4 e 1 M 75 T 20 DA I P e 75 5, TR 0 /0 U0 25 M s R e e b A A — B i v 07 &
SRS 7 G P e S RG-S /N R B IR G T R T S A ST R 1 TR M B A e
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Fig.8 Flow chart of denoising based on wavelet

B8 /I iR ]

Yue % N H T — b B 0 1 60 7 B e 75 (0 =l 4 22 JRBE /N 7 SR B e o 2 i DA
T 27 I BIVAE /) i A8 i 1) E B2 v A5 FH VA — b /N U 3R BB D s Gk N 2%, 368 5 R o8 2 50 ) 7 SR A PR R e
B R BN R P 0 B0 B EA T 2 e TE AT AL 3 SRR [ B 4> E 5 T HG SRAD AT B 1S M 1. Gupta S5 N 1OME
AN AR B A ] Nakagami A8 T SO A Y (Generalized Nakagami Distribution ,GND) 45 7l 1 1A BT gk
N B BRI 5 /NI R B8R 33 K 36 MR 2 4 U0 A7 B e 0 ) 7 N B T 7 7 i P SR 6 R B 1% 07 V2
TE 25 M AN AR 11 2% 7 T 48 W 58 0 22 10 9 0 g 72 B B I 7 Kishore 28 N 1SR 6 43 B 1) /N I 2R SO R 1
B 25 M D7 VAT 7S I 2 TR 0 25 M /N U R A 2 D DY A RS B B3 Sl AT S 36388 3 AS R RS R Bk A7
AN g R 7 G R A R AR B T AR K B, o Bl R R BB A B R A A B B T B T
AR T R BRI K 4 4 2 B Barthakur %5 A\ C7E /Nl 28 6 (R HE 2 v SR FH Jg 5 4 40 8 334 F SRAD KA
TR M S A PR RE S R b % 0 v S U S SRR ik 7 AR LG IRV (S M bl L 5 MR UL S P A A
ORI T N R AP RS2 R ORI 9 R SR BRI Rl R TN AR AN BF I M BLVE X
SEVE AR = 2 8 75 PR RULE /N3 B 8 v 1, 7 388 P /0 U8 IR0 AL R 0 ) Bt 2 B S T 0N i R R 4 5T HLK
G5 /N AR 4 S5 1 /N3 PR AR 5 4> AT BF AR

Fig.9 Results of various denoising methods for thyr01d ultrasound 1mage[67](a) Noisy Image (b) Median fifilter (c)
Gaussian Average fifilter (d) Frost fifilter () AWMF fifilter (f) Wiener fifilter (g) SRAD fifilter(h) Barthakur’s
method.

Blo  HOR MR S MG 2 md BT Hoh (a) W7 TR (b) P ELUE D (o) midli I EUE B (d) Frost JEJi(e) HIE
B2 IAL B E I (D HE LN UE B (g) FEBE# [ 73 47 L (h) Barthakur 7772

FE T AR I 25 W U7V T B R 2 4 PR 4y AT e 0 RIS AR SR A, O HLRR 6 DR B R 05 5
A R B E B R TR R A R I R R AR, BEAE AN 1R RUZE T X AR R AT 25 W, 1K 2 2 () SR I % A Bk o
T3 TR P A B 2% R DR 17 R 68 B L v R 7 PR I 0 R S A A SR T e T R A 20 U R 2 T S I X R
LG K AL e 1) 25 W 7 V5 A i B B AR A P PR U AT SR A P 2 RS R e 7 1.

224 REES]
HEFIRE S EMG L4838 7 Pd N Viren 5N 1 J6 32 H B B A4 W 4% (Convolutional Neural
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Networks, CNN)ALFE [ 4R B ) 2 e (9 SRAEFR8 b 40 M 1 4 s B 30 A0 CONIN AT AR ARy B 2 A R A58 784 ) —
T AL 2 A 22 T 245 A5 B AT DL G T D R T R ASE B A M 6 2 ) R A B ) TR K BRI T SRR I R AR
5 57 G 0 11 SEL AR IR B b 8 X % &, R A 3K 2o B 4R AL 2% (Stacked Denoising Auto-Encoder) f8 % 52 L]
15 25 06 DA R PG A A2 U700 A R 110 36 AL G AR ) 8% 55 1 4R 1 2 M T e e 0 At e PRI 4 3 10 25 2 ) i 7
FFORR BT S A ) AN Zhang 25 NV HA A 36 AR 22 (0 246 CNIN SIZBIL 4R T8 25 e i w7 N4 2 B0IR S 30
{6 B R IRk R . Chen 25 A U310 F A ROV 9T P9 46 (Generative Adversarial Networks,GAN)SZHL 1 [ 4R B 4% 2= 1
T — AP HERAE T PAE CNN P4 25 e 1 B0 88 42 1 /N 1 1) 8

B0 B 7 45, 22 5 E 4 5 2% (Denoising Convolutional Autoencoder, DCAE)f FH T~ %} & &B#8 i K 1533
173 R RRAE AR B4, 5 954 ARV 2 1 1 2 B S AT EL DCAE [R5 375 107 158 B8 4, EL i AR A 788 75 TR 28 [l A
Bl B A CONIN S22 04 25 e 7 VA ol 51 N 88 e e 75 e 7 U750 B P B0 8008 2 e CT PR3 5 R ) 8 7 A
L28A B 1Q(In-phase/Quadrature) EIR , 1% 42 ¥4 38 1 K 6T 1) 1Q K CT BBAE NN, 20851 CT EHEAE N
i HH keI B 25 ik 7S [ A M S R B AR O R LR WA M R v (R B3 R DR R R v FL U B R

MRS IR I HOR AR . FLARE 75 R AE 2 e b B IR D S AN A, 25 T IR B 5 ST 1 25 g 7 VA,
REAE B 4 75 IR FRAFIR NI 55, 9 1o B 2788 7 PR 25 M 11 3 B2 77 o).
2.2.5 BILIP IR

BN RE FE EUE 25 M vRAN A 2 VR R AR L 45 I E S e b . (E ML 25 AE I . FoM.
(1) WAH % 1 L (PSNR)

U {5 {7 M4 LL(Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio,PSNR)Z VA 75 B % 22 Wk 1) — A~ F 845 PSNR /& 5% T I {H 15
SRR R S S S 1P Re B — A FU AL BRAL 2 43 DL(AB). PR IR K /N A mxn BIZR BE R x (i, j) A y(i, )
K134 77 1% % (Mean Squared Error, MSE)IIA 3 12 Fios:

m n (12)
MSE =—— 3" x(G, /)~ 3G, ) I
i=1 j=1
FOrR x,y 4 B2 S5 A TE M 7 190 2 68 1 45 L I, 76 MISE FSE Rl b PSNR & 3Lt
(2"-1) 255
PSNR =10-10g]0(W) = 20'10gm(m) (13)

PSNR VA b 14 A2 I\ 4 J53 25 55 LU I 75 1) 5 M 1585 L, 74 6 25 W 9 SE 30 N K 2 AR 32 19 281 17 T2 I S A
(2) {5 LL(SNR)
SNR X FRAME 5 -377 17 2 L (S/MSE), & SN R 46 BE x 1) 73 Re bk DL U 5 BME y 5 TR B 13577 %
72, SNR i K, 3 BH B 57 2 47 . SNR 72 LT
ORI
SNR =10log,, 1 =LA -
EZZHX(IEJ') - (0. J)|

i=1 j=1

(14)

(3) &M AHALPE(SSIM)
T A B 5 2 3 5 7 2 13 5 o (1 8 M e L SSTML 212 388 B FE SR 10 30 38 EL 85 g o =
AN T8 PR JBR AT VT 308 e L 5% 0 15 S S L P K 340 7 P2 22 75 2K 2. SSIML 9 B 8 11 -
SSIM(x, y) = (x,»)" - c(x, )" - 5(x, )’ (15)
AR5 1(x,p),e(x,y),5(x,y) & LA

2uu, +¢

I(x,y)= 5 (16)
u; +u, +¢
20}0} +c,

cxy)=—F—"75— (17)

2 2
o, +0o,+c¢,
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20, +¢

s(x,y)=—"—

0,0, +¢ (18)

AXA6-18)HH) x,y NEZFHEGMXLEER, w,u, NHREGROEE, o0, 20 xy KRIEE,

o, Bmxy BIHTT 2, ¢, ¢, e, RFNFEHOF HIBUEHAR Y IE, F 2R 1 e 2 :(16-18)h - BN E AKX (15)

P o, B,y B RV SR o AN B 20 IO BLEE 7R B S R B & B IR 2 I R % e AR S M I . 2
a=p=2A=1,H¢=c¢/2 RANAHXA5) ATLLEH:

(2,ux,uy + c])(20'xy +c,)

M =
M) = v e o+ 0P+ (19)
(4) FoM
FoM. fl 5 7% W1 H i 22 8 5 P10 0040 00 B 3 SO0
NX
FoM(xy)=— 31 (20)

max(N,,N,) 51+ ad]

Kb, N AN, 5350 R AR SEBR R I B R I AR RN B o NHEBCEFIUE N 109) , d, FoR5 i 8514
F B b i B AR D A% R R B FoM M EUE Y6 BB 0,10, 1 RoR il

SR 5768 75 B AR 8 BRI PP A FE A R W BB R b L 207 VR 22 R G5 A RH AL DA 1 {5 R L
RN 7E AR 25 M B A5 5 M R LR I — AR AR, 2 BRI IR S B TR S T AT S R
P M P AR T 22 S R PR T — b R 8 T PP P R 1) 2 R R R A 95 2 2 4 R AR 8
AT s B R TR E AT EFR L W R ZE A AU O R ARG — A e B L 5,78
A b AT URR 8 5500 1) 000 2R S 1) 356 0 FEAth (R U7 A0 48 A, A ¢ R FoM. SR FF R BOR S5 8O H 5.
2.2.6 /N

7 EHE PR AR X ROD M4 RHIESS B RS (5 5 TR 278 55, 0 5 46 BB R 154500, 0t 2
4 5 A b TR IG IAR DR B R st ot PG AT 25 1 4 38 W R DR U 15 5 2 7R P R T Ak ¥ 1) B LA 45 R A,

7 A U U A A R P MR b B R R AT S B W AR B I AR A AT A TR B e A L v B PR AH A
T 1R B K e R T o N P [ I S PRI 77 A A AR D00 A S0 5 R 200 15 A, 0 R R ASORT 155 0 A 7 A 1 40 7 AR
B 18] e 1 AR 5, L 7E 8 75 IR 25 e v R DAE 25 BR R 7 1 (R IS AR 4 1 R 457 10 % AHLR 2 T VR IR 5 1Y
o3 75 EMRE X P Rk T G Hhe de 2 e D2 e H ATRCIRAT 1 — e 7 AR 25 M 3 /N AR 4 T e A
‘i FH (0 T 7 R 22 M (R AR 4 g vk 2 — AR R I 2 B AR G IR 3G AL RN B 5 20 e 0, L R R R B I HE
BR £ W45 3 1 PR B AR B AT X 75 IR 2 18 10 2 23 A5G D AR B0 B AT BAFUL A B 40 77 e 7E R
KRR R 2 2 BRI USRS . ik R SEE A R R LR

Table 2 Comparison of denoising algorithms for ultrasound images

R 2. HA R R AR

ik O () ik *5 g
‘ﬁgﬁf IDBIEEA | R e g o ENL21.75
IR 2D FENERG LR | SR AE R i e . *PSNR:25.6989
2017 [53] i Wk - SSIM:0.45999
G e 2D 5 ikt XA R RS [
£ﬁﬂg (AnatQuest {4378 e B 10 4T 52 Mk EE 2k

[56] library) -
ﬁ%@%ﬁg 2D FOR L o Bk RN

LI % i o o A SNR:45.1552

2010&] 2D 1 B A P-M Ji Pk o 7 R FOM:0.7753
o Gt Xy

Mei % 2D HUR AR, 2L AR H . e Jlte /N G Ty

2015 (63] v mﬁﬁTﬂ¢&%& (RS Ty T
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Yoo & [ FAREREAEY . *FOM:0.9071
2006 [64] 2D L B AP p :0.9886
Gupta % o Nakagami F8+] 3 S SSIM:0.9123
m&@% 2D K75 BT R SNR:12.10
% B et W T T o

R *SSIM:0.9032
2mf@ 2D FLIRER A JINE A et XL 9 EiR; k4 PSNR:28.7694
[68] FOM:0. 292 9
Li% [ o e e SSIM:0.6577
2019?74] 2D o H R LG E D8 RIES2) MSE:71.28
S%ﬁﬁik 2D 4 A E 14 BAR 2 % VRIS “PSNR:27.64

Vo 38 TR () B0 FE B 2 09T P 00 9 2 R 75 PR
3 BEEGRmEREMESE

i kL X (Lesion Area), BI A8 55 48 FR) A7 B 3d o R oy 88 5 7 PRI 30 4 IX 3. DR MG 7 984795 175 12 B i, ot 28
S5 i XA I R [X 8 (Region Of Interest,ROI)IEAT 5 7 43 B, — J7 i AT AU/ 1 57 B 42 7 Sy JF
T3 — 75 TH M BE 9 /0 T T B v S V0RG B3 ORS 1 b L X B K B R R A NG I R AR AT F Bl bR vE,H
AR &K IFRE WA 22 AR 1R W 803, B A 568 75 IR0 1 X B 3l 067 e 43 31 B S 2R 3L

R FE 1097 ek X Aoz 2 i e 38 5 Ak IX. 32 SR A7 1) R o 30 5 A 22 S T BV I T 0, B 236 47 i L 50
S X 43 1 2 i ke WU 995 ek DX WA PR T 2045 2SR G SRR 40 (0 O Qb AT it (R DT iR M ) B = AW E & B
T DAAH 3 48, TR I R SCAN T2 0 (X 4 8 6 J 43 0,48 38 38 T AR G SCHR . BRR RO e T R — A9 . B
FUER X WU 50 0 A R 2 BMEVE L2k XuEk, Bk RERIE, Rz Rk, EmMaik.

3.1 BMEAERINSE

VR 2 A 100 0 2 i - R PR AE FROIR R 7L e 7 PR 8009 ek IX 4 0 1) O 2. BV ) i A JEAR 2l e
[F P9 5 I 1K PR AR 3R 05 4 45 T 2501 Keramidas 26 N UOUR F 2k FE 4 A5k FECBR b 7 R0 AT 4 20 1,
T AL BB BT H KT 2 SO AT SRR i 5 W B /KT 5% SCIR1 IR 2K FE AR A4 28 1) IR A 5 o kb X3 5%
TN I P A FEAR AR 3 A il 25 55 DAIX 43 U IR AS 7] X 33k, Jiang 25 AU7ER A Adaboost +Haar AE4E & A7 —
A AL S B BRIt XA B S,

KPR ITVE A SR B 18 BCR B E SA AL G @ H T I DRI 35 K B B AR 22 e ]
1 00 AR PR AR 72 S VR /N« 0 A PR A s K o 8 B MG 7 7 B e X A7 T 4 I A A 32 T 2 °F e,
L2 3 MR 75 PR B0 b X B I A A TR DT DX EORT B R AN N 2 7 B R ) A B o SRR R b R A v B
2 5 H Al 5 vk A, I Bk SCERUT#E Adaboost+Haar HE 42 JE Rl E 48 A 2 HF 7] & ML (Support  Vector
Machine, SVM)#E— 5 i 16 £ ) 21 (14955 kb X S5 A, 38 3k B AL A& (Random Walk) 532 40 4643 F9 4 X Lin & A
USIHR H — i 4> [ 20 43 B 3L R 75 B0 L X AOAE SR iZHEZR U P 10 T SR FH 3k K38V (Otsu) AR T 25 [ 38 17
i {E (Otsu-based Adaptive Thresholding,OBAT)% M 2% Y812 8 A2 ROT F- W46 fh 56 58, 38 1 53 Chan-Vese
AR Sz L b X PR T 23 1) A AE B2 T0 7R AR 4 S 3 0 1R 8 SOK B 2 4, I 38 F T 7L 8 7 BELGO0T BL B AR S5 4
190, Ry PR 2 2 SR F I R B o R X 48 1 B AR a6 8 3R, T B & H T 2 0 ek X 4 3.
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O RER Fitter B
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. TR BERAREN AT ESE Bitnotes

Fig.10  The flow chart of breast tumor automatic contour initialization scheme proposed by reference "*!

B 10— Rl AR 4 B shE B W1 UA 1k 7 R FE IR U8
3.2 Xk

X4y 5 — 2R WA T HOR IR« FUIIRAE 7 BRG0  IX 00 5 7 B 2381 1 28 805 ¥ X 392 P R A JEL AR 46
0 A v R AR DA X 85k, L S I B2 AT 43 M8 S 2 AN 5 R T 9, S5 5 B 1) A B2 1 1 25 9 45 SR R DX IV )
FERBAFE XA L. XIBHRE IR KIE 2.

X A K vk B — R s (PT DR B AME 2R B AT LR B A/ X)) R 46 76 b 7 s R Ak B A B8 & S
PL—SE R n N b i & Sz UL H AR5 3 5640 3. Drukker 25 A UPVR]FH 4% 17 B B 46 $0(Radial Gradient
Index,RGI)E for Ff+ [X 38, 44 J5 8 dpe KA X 38 1)~ 3542 1) 6 BE (Average Radial Gradient, ARG)¥ ¥ s 3 K ZI
B FLR b DX DX 33 2 9 U DX 3 A Ay PR 3 ) 45 1, G A SR AR DA G T U, 5 X AN 36 2 )
JO N FEE T 43 2R AT R K /N B S B 2 X3, R R A A P DX 3 2 AR ABL I ) e 3 K 0 v A G
B GARAE L k", 34750 XS A L 45 v K 7 2 1806 B E AR I 5 HLK BB ARE B915 3% B A E B2 R il —
A3t A IR X 43 Huang 256 A\ PO B 56T AU 1) 23 7K U6 32 1 B0 26 7L R i 9 56 5

X 3Ry T S 1T B B T A 4 B AR 43 B B AR 5 1%, 1% 10— I 7R BN Tk b 7 AL AOR T SCHE R AR 4 S A
FSCAS U %) 320 00 25 3 TG 2 ) 2 B e TR Ak IX 43 ek X 0 DX i, 75 2 B 5 ) AT = A 1 4y 1 TR
St R R L AR 7 AR 3 ek X 1 5 6 e 4 1, X Skt 22 5 oAt vk 45 4 4 A 4 Madabhushi 25 A BY
R PSS R I il Ay 28 56 i A 02 1) BA E Bl A LR AL X, B % N T Sbmid FpF AL

re, = Tc (@i,t)Jc Y, Ve ez @
T e
H,2={ C,,C,,C,,....C. }NIT A BN T A5, To,(,0) N CJB T X BCA MR M, Je, 2 C,
J BB T X IR A R B3 TG0 18, de, 52 C F T 25 BRI 500 2 R BR IRFE S, Y, 5 Co Fl de, AT AL

[R947) 25 &5 SRS R R 25 22 20 46 DA FRODR i 7 P 50003 e X )t 4 1) ) AL
33 ERERRR

BB VEAE ROR IR . LI 75 B GO0 A DX 1 8 7 2 o3 1) b R B iz e A S AR 2 0 TR A B IR Sy s AL
TG 1] A5 ot 8 B o B A8 3 12 B BB 3R 7 A 4845 3R < TR1 48 58 R AE 1 Sl SRR BLRE 12 07 2 0 8 B s
K B R 9 5 T 1 P S B PG s A B 43 ) Huang 25 N B30 3o 58 B AR AULRE & 5F 7 1B DA S B L s ek (X )
TEANL R oy E]L WA 32 EARF LA : Minmum Cut. Normalize Cut. Random Walk 4.

SRV I A T AR 4 M S R o A (B R R v U ) JR T e B AR L b X xR, [R) IS R W 8 20 B9 A Xk
5 R X0 Bibicu 2 NPT R I — B K e vHREAE BB G 38 1 R R R R R S AR 2 B IR
FRORMR X 3, A IXH . 25705 XSORH B T X 3. SR 8RB R B9 K-Means. BIRCH(Balanced Iterative
Reducing and Clustering using Hierarchies). ] C 3J{H (Fuzzy C-Mean,FCM)%¥ %%,

B — 1 B VR AN SRR TE B A J 3 I8 PG A DX I Xof gt 7 RERSORY 120 L AURK R ot R VR L 5 SR
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e BRSO B SRR 45 & 1. Shan A\ &5 HY ) NLM(Neutrosophic L-Means )58 2875 5 3k 4> #1) 3 w4 75 181 15
P bk X AR 1 T, 9 5 AR R B C MME RIS, SN ER. ACFEEFEE T 737K I& 1 43 %1 77 V4T B R,
S 4 FE B 2% I 5 4% R 191t T DA AR R R B AR 10 T 5 2 A Xian 5 NSO ORI SR ) B
%12 # (Neutrosophic Logic) 18 48 FIA5 7 18] F 1 (0 AN 5 12, 15 0n 1 2 M6 75 RGO I IX 20 3 B0 10 B b
PE.
3.4 SEERNRERERY

T BN B AR Y B AR J AR AT A 2 i 2R RN AL X R R @ i i M — N B E A S L& R R
B ST K [X. 53 0.3 B B A0 A R e PR A B v iy 42 3R T2 U IR S [ ] 43 D 5 B30 B e o A5 B R J L AT 3 30 6 J3iG
RSP R 28, v L A] V7% B 50 R AR 2 ot 2 T it 4 1) L AT 3 i 2 i A ot 28 1 30 2 300 A X 5 50T B e R A B
B A% S50 b, Ak 3 P I 285 4 8 A R 7 FROIR IR LR 75 PR B0 ek IX 5 Ao % 1) B R AR .

JUART 375 20 % R A5 B K /K ST 4 J7 v FH - ST 300 it 488 10 3 e A o SRR 2 il o v 4 R 250t T e 2 08 IR 4 1) s
A 1 282 B T P e ) ot 22 ot T R v 4 KT R BRI 2R K T B R TR B kg T A it 2 Bt T PR R AL
FRIF ALy o 4 7K ST 8 1R B8 R A A 23 7 R, T 0 SR A % T 7K ST 82 1R 50 1) 5 R SR Al 4328 B T . DA — 4 42
AL ) D 49, T A 4 ST T Al 2 R ON B — ANl b R AR A KPR R o(x, v, 0 INEKTE
BCr=0) FEAX Ry = 4k i T (14 v A 38 Ak 7 R 40 2 2(22) TR . Savelonas 25 NSOy ek /b FCDR R AR A PR 35 AR 340 50 %o 9
b DX 58 67 B 43 30 00 0, 52 H B T KT BRI AL 1 W] 2R 15 SR G iE  He AR AL AR i T i g N
XT3 2 AT 0 A TRUAL B T A T KT AR 7 QAR & 1 % PR AR Ak B 3 P, B A M R s 1 R Ay B 2 A

HI 6
99 _ W Ve
Y —gV¢[a’1v{v¢j+v]

$=d(x.y) (22)
1

8= 1+|VG, *I(x,y)[’

Horpg B GAI eR B, 4 A T3 o X 3 R B g DI A T SR U e T 0, R DU T I G R S R A
REMT Birid .

BRIV B %6 BB TR A7 E T S (A BLZE SRR R o 25 5 B N Jm) 38 A% /N 46 i) R, R b A 10 A e B i /N
7 2 HE FE 05 181 22— 40 Du 5 N BTSS0I /KT S T B 30 G 355 3 e FEABE 2R 3 ek P 8 1 U KT 4R
1k (Distance Regularized Level Set Evolution,DRLSE) A 1t A4 38 & 152 1= 151 Sz Bt IR Ji 8 75 el 4% 99 1 [XC 1 72 £or
T 53 0, I SE I PR RE 4 JR) 8 SR AR
3.5 WAL

5 251 5L T4 22 ) 2% 1Y) 43 ) A REARL R i I 5 22 3 IR DL R AR ) ok 32 o 0T PRLB AR 3R R AT 0 ksl
I bk X 5 A6 2 43 ). R FH 26 T S B AE 1D 1 2 4R SR ) 4 2 I 245 (Sel £-Organizing Map, SOM) 32 3L 7L i 75 [
5993 Ik DX s o7 0L T 9 9 2 N PBOTHE T — b St 0 £ 40 ik ek 4 o 5 I 4% (Simplified Pulse Coupled Neural
Network, SPCNN) 25 & BOMI BLA5 JE 5 1K 7772, DA R0 FLAS 5 F AR Dy de A0 ) e o4 DU 0k A5 AH S 1) 23 2 45 2R I F 0t
Oy KR B AE BAG HEAT B A5 2 A B DA SE AL FUIR 4 X .Chang 25 A\ POV HA A i 42 1) 2 5K $(Radial Basis
Function,RBF) ##1 45 ¥ 45 22 B 51y 43 %1 FF R 88 75 G0 1t X5 R T A2 000998 A X b i B E) SO AR AE I 25
RBF 1 2 X 45 4 Y ZR 4T 1 i 22 D59 2% 1) A0 25 43 R FE IR 38 AR A v SR 3R A5 58 8 L [X.

T IR T VR A R 4% B R AR LR A R e X R B A A BT VE AR T — EHEE. Ma 5 APHD2
A TR R A A R BE DL BT A 2 AN W) 3 B 18] 4% 0 OE 3 H 2L5 0 ki X R 3R LU AR A — 7 B4 28 hR 28 I 45
RPE BTN W 25, 5 J5 ) 58 B 2R 19 CNN JEAT 7 B 44 43 98 DA S I FFBR e e 7 A5 s e IX 4 13 b -7 FR1 4%
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3R AEETUR AR THERGEAR T 7 BURSFBR 7 0 DX 30 R /N 2 B3R e R — 28 &) B R AIE 45 i) il
Li % NPMi ) 224 55 0 1 2 R 22 W 4% 4 35 B M 2% (Fully  Convolutional Networks, FCN) FFUUR g 75 4597 1
X5 EWENB R P 5y 2K FCN A H EFZE N 55— A5 AR 2 RRE B AT SR 3 2 52 R J2 R AAE 1Y) [ B
W B EAGAR R R ST BLOR B T B dh S N G R 1 25 (A5 2 3 5 78 B SR FE B RHAGE ) B i — R 3 kAT 4
KL B X S R Bk B B4 5 4 X AR [, Song 25 A PHHRE H 2 AT 45 2 BBk A6 AR M 22 I 4% (Mullti-task
Cascade Convolution Neural Networks,MC-CNN)Jt 5 fi7. B 8 75 GO0 Sk X, B R BT ROT X 38k [A] A 7 A
SRR LA 7 B T 7 SN B H R 4 X . Caol® V4 )46 8 75 7L B i e a4 0047 22 RORE A0 480 B N 24 T 3T
K HARKE I HE 42 (B0 4% Fast R-CNN,FasterR-CNN,YOLO,SSD)HIE T W 4% (ZF-Net,VGG-16) 134T & £ 2% 5t
A5 R AR B SSD300 BHE & T LR 75 9 4k X e AL AT 55

H BT 2T R B 2% S 1 BB 3 B N 7 A 32 1R, 5 4% G 1 IS 20 1 S A LR M RR R AR BB T )
TRERE AR IR AEAE SR T 2 [A] A 7 CNIN o] £ U rh B AT & P 1) v 2SRRI DU S A [ AR 1 86 1) 75
8,5 TS IR A )0 ke X0 A I SRR 23 BT B2 08 AR
3.6 B DEENIRAE

FRODR R S 7L Bt 7 P800 b (X 6 2 43 B BEVE (R VP AN A B B 3G vk . 2 A v & A kA 3 1 2 4R
AR T I8 T 2 AR B0 VAN, R WA 2 FE 2R AN 32 AR R 2R (s e, v s AN 1 S 48 VP AN 45 52 T 4
R T R JE U, B AT R AR PR 7 B X 5 A K 4 E SR VRN b v R S0RT 1) 43 A
(1) RIARZEN ST B RR R R ER R . TRkt XA 3R DL — 5 & 5 5 Nk A7 P, o L 07 0
R 3 BI7NAT BT AL 5 EUBH M (True Positive Ratio, TPR). i BH ¥ (False Negative Ratio,FNR) I dice Z&%1%%.
(2) U TR Z VR i F 45 R 5 S2BRE I X (Ground  Truth) 324 57 L — 5 1 & 07 s0E AT BR800 & 5 X
R 3 A WAT BTN, B3 Hausdorff BEES . 3444 %) F BS (Mean Absolute Distance, MAD)%.

3.7 INEE

Bt F3 5 v A, FER AR L R 7 PR ek X 67 B 4 A AR A, 4 i SR AR 4 PO g 4 Bk %)
SSH A IVEE TR BB B B RS AR TE U S N, R F AL 45 58 6 B 43 B0 AR R IR H AT
WFFE 77 1) S AR v T3 LR i 30 S ) DR 2% AR B AE A AL SRR BEE 2 21 T VA SR Y R A ) 2 o T 5 AR T
B L g = KB I ZR B SRR (A1 0,7 B AR 2 2] BV To ik R AT HME e A T e IR G = 14 1) A
W5 2 B BTG W 2 TR e IX 1 2 AR SR R 8 1) 7 1) AR 4 SCRRAE A 4R+ UV T S e 45 SR % e L3R 4.
Table 3. Quantitative metrics for thyroid or breast US image detection

R3O OHURAR FURRGE P e As IR ) B A e A

B R AR 75 i
FHTE(TPR) IRNG|/|G]| (23)

Y TE(FNR) 1-TPR (24)

il RUG-G|/|G

PR [RUG-Gl/lc] (23) RS R

G HE K 0

EEA00) IRNG|/|RUG] (26)
dice ZH(DSC) 2|RNG|/(R|+|G)) 27)

TH AR Z L (AER) (RUG-(RNG|/|G] (28)
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Hausdorff i # (HD) maX{ max{d(x,G)}, man{d (y,R)}} (29)

duiﬁzﬂgmx—ﬁ}C:RorG

Nr G H AR XGRS
NG H Sk X d 45 & 8

d(x,G) +Z d(y,R)

Nr Na j (30)

144344 B B5(MAD) 1/2(ZM

Table 4 Comparison of localization and segmentation algorithms for ultrasound images

R4 P EBE AL R o BIHERS L

SCRR HRECRE) HR & (5K) RaREA 4R
Keramidas %¢,2007 [76] 2D IR iR 39 [EARIERES Ac:93.2%
Jiang 25,2012 [77] 2D FLIE 112 SUEZ SFS -
Huang %%, 2004 [80] 2D FLIRE 60 X 45 ik 1\{[5:'2}1'.2&
Madabhushi %,2003 [81] 2D LA 42 X k2 TPR:75.1
Bibicu %¢,2013 [84] 2D FUR I 5 40 EES -
TPR: 92.4%
. 0,
Shan %2012 [43] 2D LS R 2% Eg%é&
MAD:4.8px
Tsantis %5,2006[96] 2D R iR 40 ERAL MAD:92.25%
Savelonas %£,2008 [86] 2D FUIR R A 24 T B R -
TP:85%
Du %%,2015 [88] 2D FUIR iR 20(R 10,3 10) BN R FP:8%
SI:79%(1oU)
Wang %,2011 [89] 2D FLIREE S 118 2 ) 2% Ac: 87.3%
. 0,
Ma %£,2017 [91] 2D FUIR iR 22,123 ERE gﬁﬁz.légv/z
Li %§,2018 [93] 2D FAR iR 75 300 2 [ 4 Ac: 91%

4 FHEREAISETFA

FRHE SR B oy SR AR A FH U EALE VA B3R U AR R BAT W] S A AT R0, e R AR R PR
TR ) B LR T P A A AR SRR 43 KA T LR B AR S W B B B T 2 O LB R R
18 B R i FRRAE T 55 7 10t LA AR SR R P A AR S R R AR . LR A A BT 3 I R AE B
BUER AT VR 00 43 #r, 3F LA RE 5 B9 28 2 (045 2D B 3D 75 . AR . S RARS, W 1 FiR) T
ARG
4.1 “HBE

Y T R i A A P U S S AR (AR A —— DA S A5 2 O At 3 o R Sk A 2 AT T A R 2
PG A 4 5l 2B 2 5 ey T 10 75 BEL e 22 10 DK /0N LA B 55 A 18] £ 2 2 0[] 75 5 559, DAL T 3 % A ) 465 g £ 22 UK Sl o
LY R AN AR AT A TR RN DL B A B o R 7 W) Y 45 ) B R D TE ] 7SI R M 45 ) B R Ol A
ANEE I STl [B] 75, G 359 5 M SI2 R 45 4 SR O S 2 ST AR [ S B4 [ A 3 O M SE SR 45 4 SR TR B P (R AR AL
LA S G ) R R N R [ 7 SRR R O A R (T 11 R R S B ARG B R . AR AR e R AR A
(Rl T 34532 BT 2.
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Fig.11 A 2D image of the carotid artery: point a is hypoechoic of soft tissue;b means there is no echo in the
vascular cavity; the arrows indicate that the plaque is strongly echogenic; c is the sound shadow behind the plaque

K11 SiEh ik 2D:a R P BUR [)FS b o LA 5 T (8 75 5 Sk 3R s BEBR 9 8] 75 s RORBEL S 7 A 2

4.1.1 FURER
(1) SOHRFAE

SURRHIE 5 F T 55 048 768 75 AL R AAE, 308 5 U v v J5 7 v e 43 DR i T ML gk )RR AR R A 9R JE R AT B
FRIE L, i Ja R 0 848 AT 2 W7, P SVML. B LA #k(Random Forest,RF) 2 55 & F 177> 25 4%

K P& 35 A5 % (Gray Level Co-occurrence Matrix, GLCM) & 8 #it i) SCHUGAE 5 777 GLCM A& 5 — Flui i
BIF 02K P 1) 223 TR A DG AR M D A R SO 1K) 5 FH T vk 8 SO MR FE R i WG 3% s R BRSO (dx, dy) B o — M
F RSy §REZE TR i A

P(i,j|d,0)=#{(x,y)| f(x,y) =i, f(x+dx,y+dy) = j;x,y=0,1,2,--, N-1} €2))

Hrhd 2B EHFEFRNWHEXNES; 0 — KNI J719:0°45°90°,135%# R~ E 4 i,j=0,12,-,L-1;
(x,y) EHG T G FE AL bR, L N EHUE K EE R4 H .

20 g B I B4 1L (Laws Texture Energy Measures, LTEM):Laws ZCH! 8 & & &30 i A 1H 808 b i 7 2 2%
P D% BER RSSO TV R A SO B PR B i e = AR B ) AR

L,=(1,2,1) (32)

E, =(-1,0,1) (33)

S, =(-1,2,-1) (34)

XU H ARSI A S BRSPS AN E:

Ly =(1,2,6,4,1) (35)

E; =(-1,-2,0,2,1) (36)

S,=(-1,0,2,0, 1) (37)

R,=(1,-4,6,-4,1) (38)

W, =(~1,2,0,-2,~1) (39)

V1K e 1) F A AR B — T S A v, B TR AT I i, AR i Sx S 1) Laws FEASE. I8 i 4% Laws 45
Mo BUE G RIE TR Re E G ih &, WS A T SC R M RFE 2

Chang 25 NPV FCIR B8 75 UG PR T 78 ANSCEARE: L 13 > GLCM $51E, 1 ANt 4 i o
(Statistical feature matrix),5 > K ¥ 12 17 K & 45 B (Gray Level Run Length Matrix, GLRLM)$F#E,10 >S50 58 &l
FFHIE(Laws Texture Energy Measures,LTEM), 5 /™4H 46 2K 5 A4H 5C 1 B (Neighboring Gray Level Dependence
Matrix, NGLDM)##iE, 12 A~ /NS AE(Wavelet features),32 AR #4f BLH R 8050k A k 37 (k-Fold)RFfiE it £ 77
TR RAE B R S A 6 A SVM 43 2K 354 HOR AR 45 15 1l 43 & 7 A~ 2451 Raghavendra %5 ANUOOME T —Fli
T FFER F 975 A8 (1 RF AAE R B 7 v 25 1A K A 380 RR i (Spatial Gray Level Dependence Features,SGLDF) 14 £
g3 HorR SGLDF ¢ i F1) FH 25 18] 4k & 48 5¢ 45 BF (Spatial Gray Level Dependence Matrices, SGLDM). K& Z 4 it
#(Gray Level Difference Statistics, GLDS). NGTDM. LTEM. 4 J&4E$(4 3 43 #T (Fractal Dimension Texture
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Analysis, FDTA)FI#H B I IR (Fourier Power Spectrum, FPS)HEHSUHE 2 % 4 FE SR () REAE 88 i o IR fig
B 34T A [R] B8 Ak 21, A8 Bk — A8 R 5 R FH 25 45 BE I 90 T S0EE 23 BT (Segmentation-based  Fractal Texture
Analysis,SFTA)$& BURFIE. 48 J5 1 FH 25 T & i MFA(Marginal Fisher Analysis)iE AT RFAIE B4 [ £ R SVM i3t
1T 3 KA T I 2N 97.52%, RBUE N 90.32%, 55 515 98.57%, i 2k T 5 K 1 #(Area Under Curve,AUC)
A 0.9445 1 TH#E A 5 5 = RN T B4R A8 15 2 R UET R o iR AL [H] — 2 T 3E 4T lL 8¢ Raghavendra fEFAF
KO SR T O 58 1 EAT SE 50 JEARAE B Fh MFA REAEEENL 1 IR BRI PR XU 6 0 (TCRI) S A 40 53] 5 v 01,
A TEEEE MOCER OIS SR BT 99 AKX AN 200 AN A1) 288 dk K AR 57 Sk E R A

SRR ZS 5y 52 B8 75 G b T B A 75 RO 5 0 3 301k AR T B, B 0 FR I 7 g 7 SN
AN 5 M Takovidis 25 AU Y 7 — T2 38R (3] % 53 2 (Echogenicity ) B 7 M 75 4 i, H: o b3 75 0 3 ) B R
# —fE 4 ( Fuzzy Local Binary Patterns) 7, 1 [5]38 5 5 FH 508 98 & B J7 Bl (Fuzzy Intensity Histograms)#® 7.
FH SVM 7E & 4ERFAE 77 18] 73 S 10 B R P, 1E & R ) 2 I UA% SR 1) S Al (Polynomial Kernel Support Vector
Machine) 3k 15 1 4 170 KL RE, L ROC fH =ik 97.5%.

(2) SUHFE 5 T S FHE R A

BT B EE SO0 REAE T T BOIR IR 5715 R 1 2 50 A B A — S8 5 35 1 50 U R AR SR o 4 X
" ORPER R b S WA S VAR O IR AR, A T RAR L IR SR X TR S R SRR SR A 80
FHIE 5 T SRR 45 & H U .

FFOPR B &5 775 (VR B2 A B T RS2 W, " 2 Th e Ve R IRES 5, JL-F- 2 Oy RV, T v 25775 " I A
FEAS AT BE. Ardakani 25 NPt 2D #E A G HEAT T AT /2 251 %6 L RLM (Run Length Matrix)H 32 HL
T 20 MFAECEFEKE . E L 45°, 135U A M RLM RHAE) THE I B AN E S RFE:RLNU(Run Length
Nonuniformity). GLNU(Gray Level Nonuniformity). SRE(Short Run Emphasis). LRE(Long Run Emphasis)#/!
FIR(Fraction of the Image in Runs)).Jf B /N RETE A E K _E RS AR 20 ANMRFE (BLHE — ME L7 B &
AIPYAS VR T35 BR), SR )5 45 6 TE A AR E (Area: 45 15 W 198 3 2, Compactness: i K 7 TE 5 45 T HI A 2 L,
Convexit: 25 19 1) JA & 5 1™ J& K ¥ b % Extent: FBl S5 45 5 (11 (51 19 4 b 5 6 4 B2 09 LU AL Elipticity: 45 775 K38l 5
[l 48 42 1 PR [ X 337D BL 28, Ciircularity: £5 775 AR 5 [l S8 45 19 1 [ A T AR 2 b, Aspect P4 W INR KBRS &%
INE AR G Form b 4545 X 38 5 12 B AE X 35 (9 LE 3R Square  bh: 4575 A AM 48 7 10 95 FE 5 KR I L 2, R A
SVM 7E HUIR IR 8 4 b BEAT V¥ #2328 11 AUC 24 0.948.

AL B A X 43 FFOIR R 45717 RGP B L RS AIE 2 —, Choi &8 AXTE 4T T 5@ mATAh, IR e 7 B 17E X 4>
FDR R 45 1 LS 5 TG 2 W L O S R Otsu SIS 4k s 0472 1 30 40 1 SR B AL AR AE K ROT &1
53 9 25 AN KA (S xS )EAT 544, 43 AT 43 T, 328 1715 5K FH 578 8 23 BT U7 V20 7 5 A0 KR AAE 45 b g ST P A R R A G R
k-fold A2 SCAGAIE (k=5)%F CLAT 5 BEAZ Wi 45 SR 1K) 215 W e Pl 45 AT SRA: . S 96 &4 SRR W A AL R Ak 1) BREL A 0.64 I
ORI, He o AUC Dy 0.83, RN 83.0% 553 P 82.4 %6 HER £ 82.8%.

(3) BRAME M 4%

Fig.12 CNN fusion framework of two different convolutional and fully connected layers (10]

B 12 3T BN 346 B 4 43 122 ) CNN il 2 1 e 4 g 1 O°)
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EARAT I BT TR AE AR R A R 2 R IS T — E AR AENT R RET AR T LR
T3 B IR AE LA o PR 1 0 B 2 A v L @ R ME R 55 e Ah 2 R AR RE . IZhRxd 4 R mbdEw KON T 5
JIRi% L [ A, CNN B8 E A2 H TR B AR50 28 Ma 58 NEE R T AN TSR 8 B AR R BRI ZR A T RUIR IR 45152
Wi CNN:— AN RO B N 4%, 2 T2 SRS RHIE, o5 — AN B IR 2 1 I 2 1B K 5 30 s G0l SURHAIE, 28 5
K2, @2 BRI B PHE G R A Softmax 2 H#ET 73248 256 45 SR8 B 0 T 03K 1 HOR IR 4577, AUC 14 2|
T 89.3%0% 1% I 2% [ HE 48 7R 7 L ) 12 iR,

CNN | 4130 F 75 2K B A, 2% 8 20U 4R 5080 B A 2, Lin 28 AUOIZE I 2k CNN ISR T 388 2% ST B SR
4 M ImageNet 712 =) 2l ] CNN BB AE N — AT 2 B RHAE SR B3R 10 7 20588 75 UG B0 45, 78 /R AR 5 11 TN A=
AT SR FEHFAE, 28 J5 11X 26 7R J2 RHAE 5 4% G (A0 7 1) 56 B 7 WU R RO RS AN AR R AIE AR ) AR 465 6 T/ R & R
fiE 2% ).

4.1.2 ALhR
(1) SCHRAHAE

5 HR 6 75 A oL, SO R AE 78 BT B USSR B2 I BL R % T BB (1) /E . Abdel-Nasser %6 A M FLARAE 7
PG R SR T FORhH FH SORRAE 88 4E(0°. 45°, 90°FT 135°PY /Ty ), 5 AN BE B9) K % 3L A i FE GLCM $F#1iE. 59
4k LBP(local binary pattern, & #ff —{E AR ) FFIE T HA7 Ik 10 /= 5 — {845 x0(Phase Congruency based Local
Binary Pattern,PCLBP)¥F/iE . 144 477 a4 & B J7 I (Histogram of Oriented Gradients, HOG )4F1IE Fil % 20 55 4k %
(Pattern lacunarity spectrum,PLS)FFE. 2 P SURFFAESEHL 1 [F— H AR 1 2 18 BHRE B0 T4 R G R BH 30
FEB 16 RF Xof BT 52 B R AIE 330 47 90 2 S 56 468 L 3 0 3L o i U SUCFRARRAAE 1Y) AUC (¥ B30 K MR IK 21 0.991107)

R TREN A SR R o A P R R AR MRS AN AR, T R A N O R S AR R 5T R4 A 2 ol
S0t A RSB 2R R B ARAE BT 80 4E, BAEREANE 4 NJT IR0, 45°, 90°, 135°),5 MEEE (d =1,
2, 3, 4, 5) B 20 NFEAESE R, AR SR B A $2 B B B (Contrast) . #H5<(Correlation). 6 & (Energy)fl— F 4
(Homogeneity)iX 4 MRHIE, FHXTRFAERATH G285 % ROL FHAE R SRR AR A4 B 0 7 19 6, R F B 4H 2R 5
(Self-organizing Map,SOM) ) Ji iE X /R BIRFEREAT R B AL 55 K SVM 20 BB R /R Bl kAT 73 25,1 7 1%
TE I R LR 75 G b S0 R B B LU 1)z A B

% [ 1) RO SE 7 5 B0 S8 i X 3k () 7 B 22 5 S 8035 AR AE A7 48 1% 2, Liu 25 AUOHE % # ROT H
— L S AE NI S ARTE ROL AR 2 K £ a0, I SR BURE AN 23 R 25 8 [ 14 JR) 38 S0 BRARR AAE , MR P8 S AR
FErR3REL T 18 ANMERAE, B 16 AP0 R4 B AFAE )% (Entropy,ENT) %} Eb & (Contrast, CON). £1°F 34 {& (Sum
Average,SA) X 1 (Sum Entropy, SEN)F1 2 AN 045 41 (53 & A0 I E F0 5 28). 3 R SR 4% 52 5 17 & AL (Kernel
SVM, KSVM)HF M A% & 73 9 IEH 4144 Furifeg e w2 sk 45 3R W1 42 i ROT 1T L 7E ROI ) ROC H
20 Az {5735 4:0.968 1 0.974;95% E 15 X 18] 4:[0.917,0.992]F1[0.925,0.994].

BE S FE — T 22 51 5 R L H 55— U7 T B H AR R WGER 75 155 1 1 0 B AR AU, B AT — e 22 3 0
B i T 75 ) 0 AR Y K A 2 2 8 T 43 2% Taslidere! ' V4 NI FH Rayleigh 578 A SIS 5 40 T B3O 1 RO 3
H A B A 1Y) e ok X7 7L 2E 4R AN [ B B P 4 A= 15 10, RIS E KR 2 % 3 VIR AS 3 LU B B4 0 T R I
R 4f . Santiago 2 AUMEBEAS 7] (14 26 B 4H 21 5 56 T BE 206 5 1) Rayleigh #5784 S 506 96 AR F I 4L 4VH ARl 2
FAE, A S B3 Ah v T —FREE A EUR b AN [F 2H 24T 43 B ) 7 1% Nakagami BIME SBR 1 R &8 I 7]
B 5 G801 53 A1, 31X 55 JohRg v 5 (0 HE 51 ANk B2 A 5% Liao %5 AR Nakagami B 24t i 7L R 48
75 iR RO R X 8k 1) P2 Nakagami 228058 5 68 FIAOH C 3418 %) 73 3 1) Nakagami 22804 IR 43 28, i 4%
AT 80% 1 7 FEUER E Byra 25 AU BUE F B K ADUAR At o 28 11 S5 3L IR 4 75 (11 M5 5 FF RS I 405 5 10
Nakagami 7)1 240,15 2 LI 2 10 2 8 ELR 5 S ECR I B E M 4,7 5 #7238 X3 1UFE T, ROC
LRI ANIRAS 7 0.91.Shankar 2 N\ MU ] 22 2 8075 1 060 K BE 68 75 RS b 7L s b Btk AT 43 2K IR e S 8 B 3
T Nakagami F1 K 7077, B B 4% 10 54 2R U6 X 3N 5T i [ 52 rh 4 B K X 28 2 50 4 6 I B g e 1)) =8
AT 3K,
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(2) B S TS FHERL &

A N T SRR I 2 08 I CNN 27 2 (1) 51 J2 15 SURHAE, I PR A BE T 5 3% R E A FF & R AR 1
W7 ik 38 SR i BI-RADS(Breast Imaging Reporting and Data System, FLJi# A% 1) 25 FEHE & 88Xt 217
i3 43 25 347 VA% K. Rodriguez-Cristerna 2 AU M T —Fh 3 955 A5 B INBLA BI-RADS 432K (1 75 12, il ik
P800 0 R 53 2 i L) 53 GRS S SR AR i o PR RRL B R TH R T 37 AR ERHE A 179 DNSUERHIE, PR
FAFIERER 7P ETEAR . 5 A 2, T SO AR R TR AR R A S B AR R T S RE AR S R RF A
BIALE) BI-RADS #EAT 4328, S 56 4 SR 38 AN g 43 2 22 28T LS e I 8 1 o 2 P B A FR BB R T 82> R
TSI 1 () AN S4BT, AT E AN AR RE S M PR AT 4R T 42 o Rk Ak

Flores 2 NMERF T 26 MNMEAZEFFHER 1465 A SUHLRFAE 1 14 LR 1 BZ R A 632+ bootstrap method
i B AR5 210 92 25k B Bikesh Kumar Singh 25 AU WCHLIRAR 75 R 2 L T 457 ANFRIE, ELHE 447 A
SURAFAEA 10 ANTEREFAE, 5 FH 22 1H AR AIE 208 58 7 R 03X SE R AR AT e 88, A0 17 AN () 1) 20 2 e o 4 52
B 7 3R PF Al 4 s A M 0 A O 1, B 45 15 S 1 25 (Information  Gain,IG). 3k #5 Lb(Gain Ratio,GR). & 5 44>
(Chi-square Score,CHI2), %} Fx AN 5 1 (Symmetrical Uncertainty,SU), i /K #% & #{(Pearson’s Coefficient,PC),—
FPEN F (Consistency Measure,CM), RF #1388 545 14 ¥ % (Recursive Feature Elimination,RFE),/E# K 45 &
W5 Bt % >J (Fuzzy C-Means Algorithm, B C 338 58 28) A0 B 27 2) (I a5 46 N T 2 W 4 ) v 7L IREE 75 BHE R
AT KIS G R MR 457 AMFEA T2 805 75 AR BT LA B 95.862 % 1173 25K &% . André
2 NUSIRD B 22 30 7 R E — 4 4% 1K B 3L R Ji 8 8 75 BUR $R B T -6 A T A 45 4E :Normalized  Residual
Value(NRV). Overlap Ratio (RS). Circularity. Contour Roughness(CR). Standard Deviation(SD). Area Ratio(AR).
Morphological-closing Ratio(Mshape). 52538 % B 7 > Z 81 Az {HII1E 0.543 ~ 0.856 Z [A] B2 — ik NRV fI{H
% 5,1 NRV. RS, Circularity = NERAE 4145 205 B AU, Wa 25 AN SR 24 DN SUHEHIES 6 MRS
FREA S G R 74 24 S B U7 2 R B A R— AN BB 24 i SR RHIE M 2,6 NMESRHE AR TR IR R4
(Form Factor). [/ (Roundness). Z\## b (Aspect Ratio). i1l (Convexity). [E {44 (Solidity). 1 (Extent),ZR%
JE R C-SVM SEHL 4 25, R TE 51 97.78%. Shi 5 AUV M S it 75 R i B E T = RlRRAIE - 2 7] ¢ 35 AR 56 e
SGLDM 1] 28 NGUHHFIE,S /N3 TEHRFAE (Fractal Features),6 >3 T H 77 B 45 {iF (Histogram-based Features)—
¥J{H (Mean). J5 % (Variance). 1 #}/E (Skewness). & (Kurtosis). #E = (Energy) 1/ (Entropy), X J5 K f iZ 5
[ )= (Stepwise Regression)i£ ¥ 1 13 M ARFFIE (BTG 8 MNSUHAFAE . 3 AN TE4EEUR 2 AN 38T B 77 I RIRRAE).
SRIG AT EE T 4548 SVM AT SVM (Fuzzy Support Vector Machine, FSVM) 432514 g, 5236 & 1H FSVM 4
BEAR X B, Az e K AH 9 0.964, 5 /M #E 12 72 9 0.021.

Bikesh 5 ANU'2PCRH T 57 ANSUEARFFAE, 7 2228 R = Fh N A2 M 28 (ANN)S 3L R b Hesdb AT B &
PE R MIPERE TR AR IECFE S A— SR ECIME. T2 A R WEE). 4 NET 5 TR S
AAE AR K 1 25 S R AE CRELRE B2, 5 X B busyness, & 4% & A3 ) 4 > 48 1HRFIE (Coarseness « Contrast , Periodicity
Roughness). K& Z: 4t 1t (Contrast. Angular Second Moment. Entropy. Mean)). 26 > Haralick SUHRF1IE (FH 5%
BER-1 -2 AR XLE. AT, BRI, WiEE. FEY . R E. M. W 207 E. Z5).
Laws texture features(LL, EE, SS, LE, ES, LS)~ 3 /M RAFAE (B, A A0 & 4 197 77 Bk LA A Bikesh 28 AR
FHZE T2 25 ) R K H & MBEE T B (Adaptive Gradient Descent ,AGD)& 755 FUARM R HE4T 4325, 30 SR AL E
T % (Gradient Descent,GD) 12l & 1 & T B#(Gradient Descent with Momentum,GDM)& 34T 1 4. 45 SRR B
FE AR 2 S S G SLBR ET BRI Il A% 3R IR I 4 SRR 2R B =i N 84.6%.

(3) IRPE PP L2 0 2%

3 M 46 55 P 4% (Adaptive Deconvolutional Networks, ADN)#A & 2% |2 IR #8248 &, Andrew 25 A\
USR] ADN 2% 3] 5 Rl AN [RI AR 25 10 199 A 70 i PR KR 46 10 22 2 0OR 3R 5 18 23 1] 4 2 F5 U C (Spatial
Pyramid Matching,SPM)#) i A 7% [8] - X ek v J&y SRR AGE 1) 228 8] A e B 07 18, B G 3 F SVML 23 2 3 AT 1 B
Yk SLum SRR P AUC 4 0.83[0.78,0.89].
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Convl Pooll Conv2 Pool2 Conv3 Pool3

[T |i T

Fig.13 Network architecture of Single-Net (122
& 13 Single-Net [ £% 4k kg2

Kong 25 \22VFI Fi 4 22 W 4% [ 32 > 1) 2 3% MRS 5 B0 T = Rh 36 B 28 I 4 B2 78 (4 P 13 T 7R ), 3% = il
ALY B A 43 S A BHL AR i) < TR PR, A8 1)~ TE T 5 bR TR LA, BRLMBOR A A R AT T 9 T A 045 SR 5 %o 2L e b
9o 4 S LR P R S e S HR R T Y T L T B A B EUGORT VR R, S B NS AR L, 245 R R AR o 2
RIS T 3%..

Chiang 2 AU I Y — 3 T = ol 35 AR 22 W0 25 R0 2 5 3% 8 & IO AR 241 3D FLARME 2 K R 4.
ARG e A AN Bl & 105 VSR SR BB 44 AN (Volumes of Interest, VOI).28 J& i A 3D CNN Rk Adi it 4f
A VOT [ i 8 % 28, HL g 35 s M =R K 1 BRME 1K VOT 1R S iR (k3% .25 FR B (ki 2 T R A% b 2 & FH 2 T
FERRENMFEERREG TR ESMEEFRHEG BB MR E LAY 171 NSRRI UK
95%.

42 ZHiBE

YA R R R EN T TEE S SARMG T 20 4 70 A2 &2 M T IR IRE 2 A0 =
YR P, = 2 A SR — AN SR AR = 4 S MR B DU R A

)= 4 75 R A AE AR

2)) =24k M P s RO AR

3) =4 A EE SR TR0 E R A B R AR AT 8.

)= YEB AR R T R, = YRR AR B R B I A s k.

=Y BRI BB S M R TR B, G ) TR e IR, 78 A6 L5 5 e I 23 i R A4 31
SRV A5 . EE A I = 4 B AR G T B, 7 A R 3 S B RS S I = A A P A R VR R R 2 2R ) ) K
M5 B A HE R VOI BIEE 1, R #0530 08 B8 J BB 4L 2R ) AR I A IR, A0 A 4 445 ) LA o8 B U A ST AR 3 M TG 7
S5 T 8 P S5 U N R X 3 P A () 67 L EE T 3D B R S AR R 1 o B IR 2 T AR R T A

Acharya £ N\2HRECT U34S AE A0 H R 32 AL R AF 3L 16 AN, 613E 1 A FD(Fractal Dimension, 7 JE4E%0),6
/> LBP(Local Binary Pattern, /&8 —##l#5%3),1 /4~ FS( Fourier Spectrum Descriptor, {8 B 1% 3 i 7F)F1 8 />
LTE(Laws Texture Energy ).%8 5 f# F 41 2 4 2 2145 J& Jli{(Non-Parametric Mann Whitney U Test)idt 17 7 11E A2,
IR BRI R ) 53 2 833047 43 25:SVM, e 5 B (Decision Tree,DT), Sugeno i (Sugeno Fuzzy), & & i & 151 4
(Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM), k T 4% (K-Nearest Neighbor,KNN), £ 2 Ul I # 4 3% %% (Naive Bayes
Classifier, NBC), 4% 1] 3 #f 2 1# 25 [ 4% (Radial Basis Probabilistic Neural Network, RBPNN). 5256 45 I % B 75 & 4
¥ 75 (High Resolution Ultrasonography, HRUS) (4 4 I SVM FlI Sugeno 158 73257715 E 2 T 100% M #ERH K ;
1E 8 75 18 5% (Contrast Enhanced Ultrasonography, CEUS)##i& £ I, 15 #i ¥ & 8 8 (Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM)
FIHERA LA S T 98.1%.

BB BN A e (discrete wavelet transformation, DWT)AN S H 513545 & 1R B AR IR HRUS G 4% 424,
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X bl 2 SR B T RN AR 1Y AdaBoost K3 A% U 1 45 5, ROC M2 R IR v 1,70 F8HE A B o R 8505 A e
P94 100%.

B o BRI A R A HRUS B{E3E4T Gabor A8, m] DL X 845 30 5 f B4 A 3 X HH 5 A 00 4
fIE R J 388 3o Je) SRR U ) 43 T (LSD AR I B G AE AT B 4 (i F Relief-F 7 ik AT HEFFP A6 A 21 4 Gabor
H#4E LA % Fuzzy, Shannon, Renyi, HOS(Higher Order Spectra), Kapur fl Vajda $:iE./E# % SVM,KNN, % JZ B 41
#%(Multi-Layered Perceptron, MLP)FH{ H #5573 S 28 AT X LU ST U, D S0 3R18 T 94.3 % [ 20 S5 vk ff J2E.

Kuo 2 N5 200 44 58 2% 5 1R 4E 3D FLIR 235 88 75 FUR d [2 26 Ay HH i 7 BRSSP e P 8 s 4k
885 E i B R A S A & 3mm 10 % 1 105 1k F5 2 (Vascularization Index, VI), 1L 5 £ (Flow
Index,FI) A1 I % i 211 45 U (Vascularization Flow Index, VFI). 5 J5 51X 6 MNEFIE N 21 22 /2 B0 48 ) 2% S 56
TR LT VER A R (¥ 53 SR 1 P N 84.6%, BURAEE 9 90.3%, % 5 VA 79.4%.

FR A 2= A ) RRARVEAR A 3D FLIEE 75 UG b 5 BUGE (R 30 1 5 il g O FRRRARE, 188 4 B 428 fieh g e o 22 A0 1A
T 93 kb 75 ) A 47,30 ST I, 10 A B R 5 5 TE SRR B R S TR TR T A S RN, 7 1) NS AT I A
BA B, 10 A5 HPIR B SCIR. Huang 26 AU AR B A A VR SRR 18 ANFREAE 4 B A8 A B, 70 38 ek 3002 4% 4 B vk
S T B AN R X R S P A R S T S 5 K R AE N B 2 AN 559 40 2538 P 2R ) AdaBoost SR E AN 5570 R34 =
A LA IS U8 45 R B oRiZT7 157 RASMER RN 95.75% REUEN 96.26%. F5 57 LN 95.12%.

Hsu 25 AU 160 AN FCI 51 v 3575 S 46 3D 4 75 BER M FRBRELT 6 FhAS [RS8 28 (1 7% SRR AE 2 5,4 Bl
HRRRAE, DL K R AT I 9 R K 2 40 98 S5 SR R R a8 AR A 20 SR B iE B AN R AR AT 2 TR P AH S P, 0 LRSS0
C M FERFNZ AP B HE A 53 i 58 e AR AR 4R L3¢ 5 450 FH 22 48 DA AT SVM ke 4 IS 040 (1) R TR 2. S B 445 SR L
13T 89.4%IMIkE 1 FE,86.3% M1 RF 7 112, 92.5% 1) R BB .

4.3 MR

(1) HAR AR

B 75 P A% (Ultrasound  Elastography,UE) 7] LA & 41 4R 7 5 A7 48 F R 148 T, 45 1 O 2 o 2 4R A1) e 1281,
BT IR FE 3% B, US B A% 33 A X X 43 FRCIR B S 3 b 48 3 — 5 35 B 129131 Lyshehik 25 A2 8 1R f R
DR R 4 2 ) P A 5 T P FRCRR IR 45 0 A o0 — — S P FROIR IR 81 T 8 3 1 HOIR IR AL 2RI 5 %, T R M4
T BE AR IEH A 1.7 £

— AT EE US S pUG R E R BR R 25 15 43 28 R0V 0 R R M A A1 1 S 35 B A8 2R 5 TR 28 5 v B T 26
i R HAE X B A AR E S 5 Bk — 20 (10 4 28,58 J5 R 3 653 43 1T (Principal Component Analysis,PCA)itt
AT AIE B 2 2% FH 26 1% 210 531 43 7 (Linear discriminant analysis, LDA)BEAT 5335, 35 K k-fold 38 X I IE J7 ¥ 5t 43 9%
SRR REHEAT T IR S 45 SR AR W 12 0T VE ROBUR MR TA B 100%, 55 N 75.6%.

A 7 BT T) 90 3 A% AR A T FRODR R 45 1 A R A S I, 1 e P AR R S A A R S 15 A
SUHVRFE, FRG5 & 6 AN PE BRI BUE BT AL IS 0.973 1) AUC,97.5%H) R B Je 90.0% )45 5 k.52
95 25 B BN TR A REAE IR 3 2 45 A T B s A A i v A5 48 S Asi 2.

Ma 2 U350 SVML I FH - FFODR R a1 P15 465 1 1) Rk 2 208,3% 5 725 1 2 48 ] K-means 1645 T N #0 N
k ANTE I AR BN AR T, T SR A [F) 40 26 I8 A8 95 T 1 1) 2838 B4R DRy 2 R AR AE AR F A Al A B i B & {1 SVM
DR R AR A 22 1 P8 I 0 A LU 0 SVML 85 SRR U H 75.0%3 T & 93.8%, 45 5 FE A [ 6.0%.

(2) A

95 P19k A% e (Shearlet Transform,ST)F& 4 T —Ff iy 4 H04fs (10 5 8 7 7E A FURE T BB A F 7 1)
RAPE . Zhou % NIPOSR T ST H2 UL AR Fihd i 75 R ¥ SOHASAE M 3 T — MR FE 2% 2] (Deep Learning, DL) 424
MBS DI 1 AR (Shear Wave Elastography, SWE) [ 312 BUSCHS &R AIE. DL AL 5L T 1 112 3R 86 2 AL
(PGBM) A1 32 R 3% /R 2% 2 HL(RBM) 1 %5 JZ2 B8, Hodh PGBM B & 54145 M KA 54T 55 T R M Fa e, IRk L 5
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IR S A5 AR EE T BIY) 1 B TR o R UHET 3 Y 91.043.8%, BUR Y 92.5£6.6%.

Acharya 2 A\ U7ME FH B 47) 96 AR 5 A0 Jey 358 A A 5B 7 AR Dy L3 A% DX 3l A0 B2 BBV 0 B 7] 6 bk
A% N B )ik A 2 E ) A L P AR e R K 45 R R R B TR B 98.08%. Zhang 25 ALPMHR T —Fh
F TR P R M TR S IR TS A 2 T s AR L R e BT B 364 4 i i REAE AR A TR RRALE 5 P
v, K B 3 A B Sy BRI RO 0 B SCBRARHAE, AL T TROIR AN RE B ) 3 M IF SR 4 B SR S T RRAE B 4t T
%77 R, ROC £ THARIE S 0.917, #EH B4 88.0% , RN 85.7% Flks 74 89.3%.

N T AERAL 2 LI e 9 R AR X e 43 e TR 1) 17 B, Zhou 55 TE 540 51 7 i 59 17 9 30 14 P15 5
P4 E U245 R 4 N 4%, SE I B 2 32 X MG &1 08 B 1R I 40 28 1% 7 VETE R HEAT W M o B A oL T BB
95.8%IHERIIE,96.2%[1) RBUE R 95. 7% 455 EMI R [ F K CNN 3K H B 845 4E, Zhang 25 NS 1 5 —
IR B 2 51 3060, F - ANBY D) 33k 9 1k J AR (SWE) [ Bl B2 B BRI R AE L 40 3% 48 44 4035 25 20 1745 Boltzmann #l
(Point-wise Gated Boltzmann Machine,PGBM) 1 %% [R #1| Y] Boltzmann #L(Restricted Boltzmann Machine ,RBM). 5k
Xtk B 121 4 B —24 227 A~ SWE BIME, 135 A~ R 88 A1 92 AN g a2k AT . 35 28 SCBa IE , ¥ ff 58k B
93.4%, RN 88.6% K5 5 4N 97.1%.

4.4 BESHE

WL A ERUE B RO A B S WA AR R BR 1 S AR RIS N2 AL . TR R AR AR
FEE ERIME SN 2 RS I AR F 0 B2 WA DRl 75 B4 6 5 2 1015 BB A 9 b 8 UE Refg Al
TH 4 23 P B AH B AR 4 UE 5 5 1 Bl 3d — 488 75 B v, A G TR B T X R TR 1 2 A R R O Y
(Contrast-enhanced Ultrasound, CEUS) W] 1| F & 5% 71 K 38 5 1L P 5 B0 [ 75 0 8% 0 5 2B 4R 5 b bl 1y I o B v
1% B, B8 1 ST I 30 25 W0 4% 45 71 3 o B 20 DL 58 B B B RS % B 8 £ 35§ 75 (Color Doppler Flow
Imaging, CDFI)X} T 25 7 B /N0 48 DA R i AE 5 55 AT DAAE B 2 s 22 B 75 o il o >R A — 45 7 15
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Table 5 Ultrasonographic features and distribution of benign and malignant nodules
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Table 6 Confusion matrix
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Table 7 Evaluation of diagnostic test authenticity data summary table
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Table 8 Comparison of feature extraction and diagnostic methods for ultrasound images
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