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MRI (magnetic mesonance imaging) {4 % F\ 7=
BBUEGIMER DEBL 72121, FEHIZ & OBERBAK E
W7D LD % MERE U 72 T OIRTTIEHE A B EA ]
RTHBH. WAIEINETH 500 FER (on) o7
[ MRI Hifg7— X %, 3D-CAE (3D convolutional
autoencoders) 12 & o THIREBHEDHH § 5 R % &
Fi LoD 150 IRITGADERMEZ EBLL 7203, 1§57k
BRI RO AR X NT e, ATIETIE, ~
fHIE % JTIZ U 72 B E O REHEAL, ResNet fiiEd L U,
MEER O BHBICEMZ BV /2 HEEB OB A ZIT W,
5505 HREGORE 2 A A, FHIFERIZE T
%Rl K OB I & © &2 R L 7-.

1 i EL®IC

iz D F2 Wz MRI (magnetic resonance image) %%
IR RT3, 2 RBBOBREEG D~ 70 BH N
LRI N T WS, I d@BMikEEHME L
ZHAHABITONTED, TOBBELLRDEDNT —
RBEAMITH B, BifE, XFHEF—ICHWDT =&
BRAADVH VSN T WD, YR F—DFEICIE
SEBAGRCRBRE BEL T E2ORG TRV, £
D7z, MWL 7z G %E ¥ — Il HT 2 REEMTH
% content based image retrieval (CBIR) DZEEIAE
ENTWS (1. L»L, BEOR MRI #ifid 1,677
FERKP SHERE N, CBIR DD rIARY) 7
CIRYOCHIE B ETH B, £ 2T, FxlE CBIR O
7= DRI & U T 3D-CAE (3D convolutional
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autoencoders) 1Z & % /i MRI iR DR u ik % #2 5
U7z [2]. 3D-CAE 13/l MRI Hiff % 150 ¥Rt % TH#k
& JEA L T b HE R MEE & D 2 RRERF L TV,
CBIR R D7z IR R ORMAFL TN T Wz, A
Tk, (1) BRECERBEIC X B0EHI Z & OREEH D 7
ZHIET 572017 v fIEIC X BRTLEOEA, (2) 3D-
CAE (Z residual network (ResNet) [3] DREEEZETH
5 residual feedback #iEDE A, (3) 3D-CAE A&
PRI & D TEE T 5 & 5 IZFEEiFEASE SSIM (structural
similarity)[4] & MM U7 HEEEEAZITV, Foh
% HEIRBL DU 23 A, ARG I & 2 e Bl
i1 7=.

2 Fk
21 79ty b

AFFETIE MRLIZ & > THRE S N BED 3 IR0
MG DT — X2y hThHD ADNRIZMHL. £
3, FIFHE G L U TIER (Amyloid-negative cogni-
tively normal: CN) 360 SEH] & 7LV NA < —RIZE
HIE (Amyloid-positive Alzheimer’s disease: AD) 290
SEGZ AL, 7 A b HEifg & U T RIS e =
(early mild cognitive impairment: EMCI) 147 fEHil %
FHALZ. ZUCERICAWEZTRTOBEBGIITL,
MRICloud? % AW 7z BT ALERIZ & 0 g i & b S5 H
DIRE LMD IRE FUORE T DRP2To7 [5]. %
7z, AWGETIE, IEFEOBEE 2E T MRI iz K
ST L ARRIZ &L %2 DY A ZIZ U BT, WR
AEIE ZHIBR L T — X Y1 X% 80x96x80 pixels iZ L
b0z ML .

2.2 3D-CAE7—F77F~+
AHFZE Tl Encoder & Decoder TV E T 4 B¢ED
BAHAABMIL Y T—1) v T E TS ET NV EMHAL

Lhttp://adni.loni.usc.edu/datasamples/mri/
2https://www.MRICloud.org
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# 1: EMCILIZX 3 A0k e

Model RMSE [%] SNR [db] SSIM
fiesk CAE 7.00 9.81 0.920
Res-CAE 6.83 10.21 0.926
Res-CAE + ~ #iiE 6.15 10.52 0.931
Res-CAE + v #ifilE + SSIM 6.09 10.63  0.932

7. Encoder 1% 614,400 ZFE D A SR % 150 IRITIZ
JEME L, Decoder 1ZJERME S N7 REERELH & AT 5
ERVOTOFEMEEE G T 5. X oz, HERHE
FEIZBVWTE VR E 2 ZER L TW5 ResNet D
residual feedback Z#/H U7z 3D-CAE 7 —F% 77 F ¥
ZHEEL, TERETIVOIEE L DK AT 7.

2.3 yfIEICK BREILE

MRI D 3 Rl 4 oD i FEE A 73 A5 (3B R 1 B A X0
BHZ D IREIND . ARIGETITAER Z & DFREEE
DIFSDOEI LW EBELR/NRE T D720, EHfz D
EME z, M-S ME p Lz &, BRI LI
=L ZMWT T — pl < e Z2ili7zd TTHRNIZ 4
MIEZITV, BIEGI O E O —(b 2 X > 7. H
FRE S BMEAE p 1T PARFEERIC K D PRE L 7.

2.4 SSIM Z R\ /iaREH

JEATSE T lx 3D-CAE D KBIBIC g — gl
(mean square error: MSE) ZH\W Tz, ARfFETIE
FHEREGORBE N LD, MElREZ L b B
5780, HEGHEOMBICEH U ZiHEHEEE T H 51
LM (structural similarity: SSIM) [4] % 52 BE%K
L LFEEITo 7.

3 MEREER

FET— G E NV RYER ARG R E (EMCI)
DREFNZ RS B hEE %R 11ZR 3. FHfilx RMSE,
SNR, SSIM IZ&>Tiro7-. 72, TNENOHEE
RESRER 1 ITRL, 1280 5 GO M= Lok
E7a7 7 A VEK2ICRT.

£7, residual feedback ZENIL 724558 (ResCAE)
I, RMSE, SNR, SSIM 3R T D FHi#HZIZ B\ THE
REFNOWEE L LR 2 Z L DMRTE ., %72, vl
EDQENTEHTRTOFIEFE CHEI R TE, K
1268, SREMNICHEIHRTES. Zhld, y#liE
2 & BHREEYEOE - LORIEY & LT, Hifko 2
VN TARNPHPFAINHEBEN - E D LI RIZ L
5HLD7ZEeEZ NS, HEBEE SSIM IZAET 5
CETHITRTOREZMWRATE . W12 &0,
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ResCAE+y#f#i IE

original

RE OV

ResCAEH/HHIE +SSIM

original (y#fi 1E )

1: PR KRB D LL i

250 250
,,,,,, original - original + y correction
- CAE iy - ResCAE-+y correction

—— ResCAE —— ResCAE+y correction+SSIM

X 2: ERERESEIOME a7 7 1L

EOMHBED & S A8 Z2 LKL U7k SSIM = Hw
5ZrT, WkDOMSE ZMHLZETF IV EHELT
IV R TANPESIZHHEICAR D, JCEEOEE DR
B X OFMICHETETWS.

4 F&ob

ARBFZETIE, 3 Rl 2 W 72 SEBUE IR SR >
AT LD 7z DRHEHEA I B 1 S &R B O WeE Ti
EeREUZ. KR, R S Ak KiE GO M
) LR L, R OWE 2 EK L .
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