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1 Introduction
1-1 AIAgE (AD) DRE

ANTAEE (Artificial Intelligence: Al) &1, —f%ic, #Hiim, Rak, Wik
E, NHDOHP R NPERE N %2 A S S HHUHE S A7 L2485 L, AL ITI3FEM
HEHPEEFE L EDT N T RLDDH S,
1-2 REFBORELER

WIEEE & E, ARSI L TESREZRBEEZ2ERT 2 0EDH >
TR L3RR D, BWSH O AN T =8 XD REEZEE L, WG H
YR EOMGERFER S 2 7, HE@, HASHEUM L EORIT— 5
ICBIT 28 A7 %479 AI7 VDY ALTH S, FRHCHERGKS 2 7128 VT
BARAHR= 2 —F )V F v 7 —72 (Convolutional Neural Network: CNN) 23T
FHEE LVWREZZIT TV

CNN &, EffEZNE =2 —F 02y P 7 =218V, RO
Jg 721 ¢4 {, #Hi7ziz Convolution LA ¥ (BHiA&ARE) & Pooling LA ¥
(7"=V v 7ME) 22 Lick>T, ANMT—3DRZE\ET S L%
CHEZITH) ZEBTES, BARAAARZ2—F NV 2y P T —7TlE, ANT—
ZIZHLT, 74NV DERAARNBE 77— v JBZ DK L e h3 524 H
ZHEDTHL, BRIABMILL ZATT—FITRH LT, 74158 2 EBRIAAH
B(7 4 VY —DUHEE AT OMIET 2 %5FE &L OBAHE) §5 2 LT, Wi
OFEE M T 2. =) v BTk, FEEDOHEEE 1 DOHERICENT

L2 T &T, YA X2NI KT 20H3H 5. CNNTIE, ok



IBRBHIAAEE =) v ITEEBEDET LT, BENEREER ) Z Lk
HROREZ M, FEHL T 2L TEL LW RN H 5. HHERER
WY A7, BEPEDPROBELTZIAIOV0LEDTHY, ERTEIC

F e b b T3

1-3 REFTOREBFBOEEREHADISAICDOWT

WA, WEEE IZERERO S TOIFAMTbNTED, ML RE-EEN

— 2D Al Y AT LPEHIGELL T3, HEESILEEE& (MRD [1], 3v
o=y WiERE (CT) 2], ~¥E7 774 (MMG) [Bl% L, SEXE4M
HOBEREIRES Y 74 2T, 5H[4], €7 X 7—a (5], #iH6]
R ESHELE Y A7 ICHIHESRTw 3

1-3-1 BEZEOHBELE Al OISH

WIS (%, fhDFALICHEE T 5 2 LITENTH 508, ISR Lik < DAL
IR T BRI 2 BT 2 R D 50, fRTh D, RUEEETH-
Th, WiHIC Xk DiE AL, ERAAGIHNEL S SR IS H (7).

R X EMERT A X IR EREDK 2.71% % o, b FEAFRIZBHET
# 5.6% ERRTH B8], o DEKI»S, MELTFHT2HE K DRE
ZIA%E, X BN ZHRE, BEL% - 28T 5200 Xk D Rk
DERINTED, AIOHIE - HFELMDHENT VS

1-3-2 COVID-19 OfE & Al DIGH

a7 4L A (SARS-CoV-2) Ick->ThHlEEI I N5 COVID-19 I3,

2019 ¢ 12 Hicwl Tl s, IFPIc QIR ), BEALEEZ L5



L7z, COVID-19 33235 <, W8 <, WRBIESR W & v ) R
D3H 5. IREHIC, RERPIEEICZENT % 70, FHIRICHEEIR O PR 2344
WD, ZLOMENEMS N, hooffEICk D, BEEBGIGEHL,
FEffiiC & 5 C COVID-19 D IEfED D RHE 2 2 W3 IER Ic W TH 5, 2 2T,
Al % v 7e @il D R Rl W O - FEMTbinTw s, »wiD
DOWFETIE, Al T TOUHBURHPIE X D b REE, FEREE C, BERE
13 Al OFFRIC X D EE»OREOBEIEREZ L L TE D, Al OB MR
ENTWw3[9],
1-3-3 ALBADBEL Al OIS

A3 BBERFIC BT 2 Lo h T, HIBEER - L bIck
LOFETH B10] (K1) . HARIZE TS, 2021 LEDOFAANTFHIH AR EEL
T, 2D 22%%, W TIEEED 10%%2 HOTWAB[1L], v vET T 74
FHABARIFRDORA ) —= v IE L LU HeenTED, vV ES
77 4 ZZOMFIC K > T, ADAFEEDET T 5 2 & DBEANFEHARIC
AEFH I T A [12], BHEDBERICE 2~V T 7 T 7 4 DWWk EILRED
86.9%, FFEJEDY 88.9% LML I NTHV[13], 40 H~74 KEXNRIC L~
YES ST 4 HMTOMEICET 2 50505 v ¥ ML T 2 A ¥ 7
FUVSATE, “VEST 7 4 PMTOMEICE VT 25% MR 2 KRS 2 &
WIBER B INT VS [14], Y EZ T 7 412 & 2HADBAMEGRZW~D AT D
JIBHBIE LT, 2 Cloilitdy SN BURBRHE & AT DR A O ZITHE % Mk

L 720t T, TR RHER I X 22 W0 AUC 13 0.814, AliX0.840 TH D, Al



1F— M 72 BB D2 & D b IS 2T 2 78 L 72 [15].

Incidence Mortality
——
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|
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O
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1 2020 fE ¥ OREHIEEF B & LTE (101X D 51H)

1-4 ERESRZAWVCREZBICKIT2FRE SRR

FiEAE T, RN KREOEGEZHAVTEEZIT)I 2 LT, RUKELHE
BlgsZltnnigcd s, —7, BEFEGRIE, BEAGRRER EOBAND»S,
KEDT =81y a2 2 EDHL W E W) FENH 5[16].

1-5 F—# 3R (Data Augmentation)

F—# 58 (Data Augmentation: DA) &%, JCHERICHTAEZNZ 720,
HBRLZDTH2RICEIDFLOEEREZERL, T HEWPTTFIETH 5.
FEEHICBOWTRED T = PHHTELROEAIIEHIN TS, #)k
DA 2475 FICK D, WO —-BILZIT\V», BEEZEEEL, €7V ONLE
ez EXE23HIHEKB(17]. 72, PyTorch % EDEEHRE 7L —L 7 —
7ClE, ¥EHT =%y FEYHNICIRRT 243 7 54 VHREETIE R L, #

B2 DBTF — SRR (T C LB RA Y 54 VIR E V) AL B



5., —7Z DAFIRELTX, v ¥ akzblgE Vv y, KiE /A
A7 EH3H 5[18], L L, BEEEERD X ) 2BMRESRD T — 58 2 #
IGEITIE, TS DHFIABRIECIE TR R wAREED D B,
1-6 EEIC& 3 Data Augmentation DHAF
BERTETIC X DL 72 DA FEORFEICE, HLIERINAT - 2HET—
ZEXRIT % 2 EDATRE, HHVIEA R EOWNEEE LB X)L, ET—%
ICTEBRRTIE T =0zl d s 2 Lkwonsd, 22T, 2CHL
Wl % 49 % GAN (Generative Adversarial Network) #5504 %
BT 2HIC L 2 F— IR TH % mixup ¥ CutMix 7% £ D DA FEDEESY
WADICHZRF S 1, I N Tw5[19][20][21]. 7, EETIEIEERE T
)L (Diffusion Model: DM) & MEEN 257 L WIREAE AT T LBHBL,
B CRim B 2Rz B IER S L InTw 5, EIFESETH DM Z w7
BB A LI DV THIZEDNEAR, 2 OIS BHITE S 11T 5[22](23].
1-7 #& A4 7% Data Augmentation F3&
1-7-1 Rand Augment

Rand Augment 1%, Google 2MEZR L 7- 7 — Z ik o H#odb ko 1 5
Td %. 14 fl (Identity, autoContrast, equalize, rotate, solarize, color,
posterize, contrast, brightness, sharpness, shear-x, shear-y, translate-x,
translate-y) O 75— JEFEOH 6 NHOFE, EE (10 BE) odnrs
M M Z#EIRL, 7Yy P —F Cliifl§ % &) Bl FHETH 5 (24]

(X 2) . T Auto Augment &\ I RELFIED H o 7D, T X—%



DK A P 10% LIEFICRESCEMNTIE RV E I N TV A, Rand
Augment 1Z 10 DIREK I A TITZ 5720, (K2 R ISR T2 ERAHE

ThHhr7-OEMTH 5.

Magnitude: 9

ShearX

Magnitude: 17

ShearX

Magnitude: 28

Original ShearX AutoContrast

2 RandAugment O# ([24] & Y 51H)
1-7-2 mixup

mixup %, 2 2DFIHY v 7NV D7 ZEA L TH - Lg%z ERLT % DA
FHD 1 5TH5[25] (K 3) . BRI, T2 LI DRTH5, T

DU X D Fr7e iRz 48T 5.

A€]0,1], A~Beta(a,a) a € (0,0)

X:H{R, v 7L, A :BetagAil X o THUS I N5 EAHE



| mm—
Label [1.0, 0] ) [0, 1.0] [0.3, 0.7]

[non-COVID , COVID] [non-COVID , COVID] [non-COVID , COVID]

3 mixup ORI
1-7-3 SuperMix

SuperMix (&, iR hOBEIE LM (B @ Fgst) 20k L, HIELMHBICE
Hz DT L TEBOERDO AR ZIT) DA FHETH 5(26]. iR LoEEZ
AT S 2 LT, HENGEGOREERR L2 E6KRT 5 2 LA
BETh2., ZORBICXD, CutMix $ MixUp OFETH - 72l D 5D HH
WS OEBICESHAZ 55 Z LRl rgflisins 2 ik, 1F
WREONTLE ) L) MEZ R TE 3 LHEI N T 5(26] (M4) .
4 TRINTVEHWHEBIE, TRAEHEDIERT VICERZR 7250w
HHTH D, AOBFBIZEROTCIEBS )L e LTEKRZR O X ) LHiET

b5,



Input images
agdewnr paxiy

,BdIUOULIRY, 10]
ysewr SUIXIp

¥4 SuperMix ORI (261X D 5IH)
1-8 SuperMix (cB89 2 BEEEHRE

SuperMix 12 & % DA 23EJEYE € 7 VOB G 2 2 8 s S
T\ 3%, Ali Dabouei & (X CIFAR-100 & ImageNet & 2 2o HARHER T — % &
v FEHWT, BB EHERED 2 DD 27 12xT 3% SuperMix D Mg
ZAHE L CT\Ww3, 5 ODFHEED I B 4 5T SuperMix FEWIEEZ B L, I
512 SuperMix & RandAugment ZflAaHEbHE 5 2 L TETOERICE T
HORENS SIcm L2952 L7426, LarL, HABGIINL TODH
HELPFHESINTE ST, BERbRzHWZHERIN TV, i, i
DIFZE T H EFEmRICN T 5 Super Mix OARIE % Fi# L 72022 D EIHIIE 25 0o,
1-9 {REEEBW

H AR % F O 7R FIC B W TEAMED R I Tw % SuperMix # [E
FEHBRANIGH T2 2 &E, 7 — & BUS DR EE 2 RIS AT O DA FiEE LT
AHTH 2 ERFLZIL TR, APIFEDOHNIZ, HEBEOBEHREGRT -2 v i

WL, DA ZHwiwiEEEE E 3 >0 DA Fi%, 1) Rand Augment, 2)

9



mixup, 3) SuperMix % MW7 EE¥EEH ORI %179 2 £ T, SuperMix OF

SIEZBGEES 2 28 TH B,

2 Materials & Methods
2-1 ERLET—9EY MIOWT

AKWFZE 12 1%, SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset [27], BraTS2019 [28],
DatasetBUSI [29], CMMD [30]D 4 DDEL 25V T4 DA =TT —% %
v PR L (F]1) .

RIHEHLAEZT—% %y b

T—=%%tv b TS T4 i AT A XFGRPKE
SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset CT i COVID BHEfifi%
BraTS2019 MRI ik Glioma (fH#IENH)
DatasetBUSI US FLIR FL
CMMD MG 7L FLI

SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset
SARS-CoV-2CT-scan dataset I&, 77 ¥V DH v 87 a ikt (HSPM)
TABEL T2 120 £ HEE D 517 CT HR TR E LT\ %, SARS-CoV-
2 1T L2 EBE (604) @ 1,252 &, SARS-CoV-2 DAt ofligEE%H T
5 HEE (604) @ 1,230 OMED S 7% % (27].
BraTS2019
BraTS2019 7—%+ v b %, #EMEH» 637 3T @ MRI EHETH D,

259 o High grade glioma (HGG) & X O 76 #:® low grade glioma (LGG)

10



MRI HTHE ST %, T RTOERDIEMR T Vi, BERFRRERIC X -
e, 7, Tl, T2, FLAIR, TICED 45Dy =7 v AD T —F 3
EFNTED, 14dh 155 KOMiERL S %% [28].
DatasetBUSI

DatasetBUSI 7— %t v %, 2018 FI2N~PHEPET 25 i-75 RO M
B3 600 4D D o - AEBE B TR S Tw 5, LOGIQ E9 ¥
Pk & LOGIQ E9 Agile WEHREZ MW TRE SN, LAY =7 70—
7 DORIEHIE 1~5MHz T 5. Walld, RY:IER 487 #, MR 210 4,
IERFUIR 133 oG5 780 KT dH % [29].
CMMD

CMMD 7 =%+t biX, 201247 AH 5 2016 4 1 HORlicw v €7 7
7 4 MEEZ G hEANEE 1775 LOBE» /vy TS 7 7 4 W TH
JRINTV %, BEREHE 1 4 X 22217, 2601 FED I B, cv
R—FBHAINT 5 8 FE, EREE & BW S s 6 s, MREHEIE
tZians 270G, VrogEEgHisng 1 JE, EYUPEDIAATYS
5 B, WIS S D ZWiLREEch 5 3 s, FSHEE ORELHER
REZFLP5 140 FLh5, el 165 FE 2R L 72, m&mic, &at 2436 L5 2 0
REL, BOHRFHEDZEi 2 b & ICFE 1167 FLE, RURZ 2156 #5E, 1EH
FUIR 1054 FLpE L E& L 72, F% 1167 FLE %, JEREDY 941 #BE, GALH
508 #LB, Focal asymmetric density: FAD %% 15 #L5, Distortion %3 53 #.54

HENTV, —HMOFAFEIX, BEREREEFN T3,

11



2-2 7—9tvh

AW TIE, DA FEDLIED - ®12, DatasetBUSIPIAD 3 >0 F—% &
v MZEWT, 4 D07 =%y POREIZELLT 5701, 2lfRT—
5955 30-40%REOHEEZ I L, IMEBLT—% 2y F2EEL 7 (X
5) .
SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset

AW Tlx, kaggle Xk b 547, SARS-CoV-2 Dk 1,252 # &,
SARS-CoV-2 DAt d fifige R D ik 1,230 ¥ CT i & —aBih L, mA&m
12 SARS -CoV-2 Dl 250 Bt &, SARS-CoV-2 DIt fifie B ifsk 245 # %
fEHL 72 (X 5) .
BraTS2019

AWFEClx, kaggle X D156 07, WKEEDH 2 iR 1,503 ¥ & KEE -3
72 R 1,603 #0d MRIEI§R 2 & —FHhi U, A& RIS RS 28 & 5 i 300
B, BEE L 72 Wl 299 ez A L7 (K5) .
DatasetBUSI

Awtgeclx, FAEEHEREGRET —5 780 D) b, IEHFUM 133 K%z bk
<, BYEfERE 487 M, HEVEEE 210 oAz L7z (X 5) .
CMMD

U 1167 Fs & RUIWZE 215 FEoHICE, EEDIREDV D 5 EVE
EFNTw 5, AKWUETIE, #1167 FE, RUWE 215 fE» o, WETY

ZHMZ 512 x 512 1YY LY 247\, FRZA 15156 1, BRMIRZE 255 KD

12



W2 L7, EWFIR 1054 JE» 51k, 74 AI12 512 x 5121281 h YL
h 247\, 1054 OMiERZ M L7z, & 5 ICHFIRZE 1515 B %, BIEW
% 255 ML IEHFL 1024 o2 b 7 1279 Mz )@ L e L 7.
Z 0, FASEOMG 1515 L, FFEFAMmMOMGR 1279 Ko~v €77 7 4 Hi&R

225 I L, SARIICFIEOMIG 274 12, FEFSEOMIER 276 ezl L 7

(¥ 5) .
SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset SARS-CoV-2 SARS-CoV-2244+

1,252 ‘ 1,230

250 245 it}
BraTS2019 EEH Y MREE A L

1,503 1,503

300 299 Eiiifan)
Dataset BUSI BMERERE EiiER

487 210 iiiat
CMMD L FEFLE

1,515 1,279

274 276 M

X5 7—%%vy o

&7 =%y bid, #EMTFT—% (Train) , WIAH 7T —%
(Validation) , 7 A FHF—% (Test) I2ZNFN6:2:2DHEEHETITVY
DL, 257 —%®y bO¥EEMAT -5, BGLAT—%, 7AMHT—

FONHRIZE 1 D@D TH 5.

13



£1%7—%ty bOHR
F—% vk Train Validation Test
SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset 297 99 99
(COVID/Non-COVID) (150/147) (50/49) (50/49)
BraTS2019 360 119 120
(Tumor/Non-Tumor) (180/180) (60/59) (60/60)
DatasetBUSI 389 129 129
(Benign/Malignant) (263/126) (87/42) (87/42)
CMMD 325 114 111
(Cancer/Non-Cancer) (165/160) (53/61) (56/55)

2-3 KEBTE

AHAETIE, 4 DDRL2E5) T4 DT =%y MWL, DAZHVE
WEEREAE E 3950 DA F, 1) Rand Augment,
ZHWREESE, Git4 >0FEREZITV, HEHGEEL 72 (R2) .

7, ZEBICOVTHEBEEETVOYERBIVOT A2 1y FELTH

FBRIZHLT10 £y FFOMDIKRL %,

2) mixup, 3) SuperMix

#* 2 BTk O
F—Fy | ST
SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset DA 7 L
RandAugment
mixup
SuperMix

14



BraTS2019 DA 7Z L
RandAugment
mixup
SuperMix

DatasetBUSI DA 7 L
RandAugment
mixup
SuperMix

CMMD DA 7Z L
RandAugment
mixup

SuperMix

2-4 ZREFBETIL

AW D EE2EE € FVI21E ResNets0 [31]Z2fH L7z, A 8—,85 X
—ZWE D@D TH S, Ny FH A X132, TRy 7 100, FeifbBI%L :
Adam (learning-rate=0.0001, weight-decay=1.0x10°) , 48 %% B9 % :
BCEWithLogitsLoss, 7z, FE¥EICHW/A a2y Ea—YOBREIMUTOME) T
» % . Intel Corei7-7800X (6core) , NVIDIARTX8000 (48 Giga Bytes) ,
Ubuntul8.04.5 long term support (LTS) : Xenial Xerus, $XTODf#HTIZ,
Python Language , version 3.7.3 ( Python Software Foundation at
http://www.python.org) ZfiH L, HE¥H 7L —27—27 L LT,

PyTorch 1.13.1 Z{#lf L 7,

15



2-5 FHEAE
A7EClE, FEFEE T VOZHREE %4 % 72 o112, Accuracy,

Sensitivity , Specificity , PPV ( Positive Predictive Value ) , NPV

(Negative Predictive Value) , AUC (area under receiver operating
characteristic curve) % 3Hliff & L CHW7, SEBRICOWTHEREEEE T
NWOHEBREBEXNT A2 12y b ELTHRERINL TYT-7% 10 £y P Zh
Z DM D % Average Accuracy, Average Sensitivity, Average
Specificity, Average PPV, Average NPV, Average AUC LEZEL 7=, F7-.
BV IR R D 95 % EHHIX % KD 7z, DA FEDEBEWIC K 2R EAZ A
T %78, SuperMix % W72 € E DY) AUC ofiiz SR E L TEFEL,
p<0.05 ZFHEHICAER & Lo FEICE T 2 FEYE € 7OV DA B2 % FHil

L7, #WEHNAEAZBUEIC1E Delong M€ 2 v 7z,

16



3 Result

3-1 SARS-Cov-2 CT-scan dataset Ic& |} 2R

& FE B o ¥ o Al fE R,
Accuracy: 0.803/0.860/0.759/0.835, Sensitivity: 0.740/0.778/0.574/0.804,

Specificity: 0.867/0.943/0.947/0.867 ,

non-DA/RA/mixup/SuperMix & JIE 12

PPV: 0.854/0.933/0.922/0.864 ,

NPV: 0.767/0.807/0.691/0.816, AUC: 0.872/0.929/0.886/0.924 T&d - 7

(#£3) .
7 3 SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset 12 %} % ¥ o G fa
Statistic
non-DA RA mixup SuperMix
(95%CI)
0.803 0.860 0.759 0.835
Accuracy
(0.777-0.829) (0.847-0.873) (0.719-0.799) (0.823-0.848)
0.740 0.778 0.574 0.804
Sensitivity
(0.700-0.780) (0.758-0.798) (0.480-0.668) (0.763-0.845)
0.867 0.943 0.947 0.867
Specificity
(0.823-0.912) (0.928-0.958) (0.927-0.967) (0.832-0.903)
0.854 0.933 0.922 0.864
PPV
(0.815-0.893) (0.917-0.950) (0.902-0.942) (0.836-0.892)
0.767 0.807 0.691 0.816
NPV
(0.739-0.795) (0.793-0.821) (0.649-0.733) (0.789-0.842)
0.872 0.929 0.886 0.924
AUC

(0.852-0.891)

(0.916-0.941)

(0.869-0.902)

(0.912-0.937)

17



# 98 ROC i & O Delong g DR 2 LIF ISR T (K6) |

Average ROC curve

1.0 A
0.8 A
g
&2 0.6 1
(V]
2
=
o
o
S 0.4 1
|_
0.2 A
% =—-- non-DA (AUC = 0.87)
RandAugment (AUC = 0.92)
sk —— mixup (AUC = 0.88)
0.0 4 —— SuperMix (AUC = 0.92)
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

False Positive Rate

6 SARS-CoV-2 CT-scan dataset 12317 % ROC g

*p-value<0.05 SuperMix IZH =2 D H 5 Tk

3-2 BraTS2019 iIc&k T 2&ER

HFEBOFY o Al 1E, non-DA/RA/mixup/SuperMix o JIiF 12
Accuracy:0.798/0.826/0.773/0.84, Sensitivity:0.737/0.765/0.617/0.773,
Specificity:0.858/0.887/0.928/0.913 , PPV:0.845/0.870/0.899/0.901 ,
NPV: 0.779/0.795/0.710/0.803, AUC: 0.887/0.917/0.905/0.936 TH - 7=

(#4) .

18



% 4 BraTS2019 12 81} 2 ¥ 0 2l fe 1

Statistic
non-DA RA mixup SuperMix
(95%CI)
0.798 0.826 0.773 0.843
Accuracy
(0.757-0.838) (0.788-0.864) (0.747-0.798) (0.820-0.867)
0.737 0.765 0.617 0.773
Sensitivity
(0.634-0.840) (0.699-0.831) (0.566-0.668) (0.733-0.814)
0.858 0.887 0.928 0.913
Specificity
(0.804-0.912) (0.861-0.912) (0.897-0.960) (0.883-0.944)
0.845 0.870 0.899 0.901
PPV
(0.810-0.880) (0.840-0.901) (0.862-0.936) (0.870-0.933)
0.779 0.795 0.710 0.803
NPV
(0.715-0.842) (0.746-0.844) (0.684-0.735) (0.775-0.830)
0.887 0.917 0.905 0.936
AUC

(0.858-0.917)

(0.893-0.942)

(0.889-0.921)

(0.918-0.950)

%35 ROC sk E X O Delong BEDFERZ TR (X 7) .
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Average ROC curve

1.0
0.8 A
9
& 0.6 1
()
=
=
wn
(o]
a
S 0.4
}_
0.2 A
sk === non-DA (AUC = 0.89)
RandAugment (AUC = 0.92)
sk —— mixup (AUC = 0.90)
0.0 A —— SuperMix (AUC = 0.93)
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

False Positive Rate

7 BraTS2019 1z 13 % ROC ki

*p-value<0.05 SuperMix IZH =D H % Tk

3-3 DatasetBUSI It & 1T 2R

HFEBOFY o Al 5 1x, non-DA/RA/mixup/SuperMix o JIiF 12
Accuracy:0.678/0.703/0.731/0.66, Sensitivity:0.719/0.800/0.405/0.845,
Specificity: 0.658/0.656/0.889/0.581, PPV: 0.506/0.534/0.649/0.503,
NPV: 0.832/0.873/0.758/0.892, AUC: 0.761/0.799/0.764/0.809 TdH - 7=

(#5) .
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# 5 DatasetBUSI I £ 7 5 V45 o 2 Fi 12

Statistic
non-DA RA mixup SuperMix
(95%CI)
0.678 0.703 0.731 0.667
Accuracy
(0.656-0.699) (0.662-0.744) (0.703-0.759) (0.627-0.707)
0.719 0.800 0.405 0.845
Sensitivity
(0.664-0.774) (0.741-0.859) (0.316-0.494) (0.779-0.912)
0.658 0.656 0.889 0.581
Specificity
(0.614-0.702) (0.600-0.713) (0.849-0.928) (0.495-0.666)
0.506 0.534 0.649 0.503
PPV
(0.481-0.531) (0.492-0.575) (0.571-0.726) (0.460-0.547)
0.832 0.873 0.758 0.892
NPV
(0.807-0.856) (0.838-0.907) (0.732-0.783) (0.866-0.918)
0.761 0.799 0.764 0.809
AUC

(0.734-0.788)

(0.753-0.845)

(0.726-0.803)

(0.792-0.826)

%95 ROC ik E £ O Delong BE DfERZ DL ITRT (X 8) .
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Average ROC Curve
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False Positive Rate
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3-4 CMMD ic& T 2R

HFEBOFY o Al 1x, non-DA/RA/mixup/SuperMix o JIiF 12
Accuracy:0.672/0.690/0.691/0.635, Sensitivity:0.493/0.493/0.505/0.350,
Specificity: 0.855/0.891/0.880/0.926, PPV: 0.778/0.829/0.843/0.831 ,
NPV: 0.629/0.637/0.649/0.588, AUC: 0.772/0.811/0.812/0.824 T&H - %

(#6) .
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7¢ 6 CMMD (2 &) % V-1 D iHilliFE 1
Statistic
non-DA RA mixup SuperMix
(95%CI)
0.672 0.690 0.691 0.635
Accuracy
(0.637-0.707) (0.660-0.720) (0.639-0.743) (0.596-0.674)
0.493 0.493 0.505 0.350
Sensitivity
(0.396-0.589) (0.407-0.578) (0.359-0.652) (0.249-0.451)
0.855 0.891 0.880 0.926
Specificity
(0.816-0.893) (0.859-0.923) (0.826-0.934) (0.896-0.955)
0.778 0.829 0.843 0.831
PPV
(0.738-0.818) (0.799-0.860) (0.776-0.909) (0.796-0.865)
0.629 0.637 0.649 0.588
NPV
(0.594-0.664) (0.607-0.668) (0.596-0.701) (0.555-0.621)
0.772 0.811 0.812 0.824
AUC

(0.753-0.791)

(0.800-0.823)

(0.791-0.832)

(0.809-0.840)

%35 ROC sk E X O Delong BEDFERZ I TIRT (X9) .
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Average ROC Curve
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4 Discussion
4-1 BREXRICETIEER

FIEEEICE T %2 DA O HARMERIZE T % SuperMix % w7z DA
DAEMEIT DWW TITBEICHFZED T S L TW A [17](26], Lo L, BERMmIRIC
X9 % Super Mix OE IO LTRSS N Toiy, RKIF%E T,
EHEOBEHFEIRT—5 2y Mk L, DA ZHOAVEEEEE 3 5D DA T
7%, RandAugment, mixup, SuperMix %\ -iEEEHOHIEE 2179 2 £ T,
SuperMix O HWIEZEE L 72,

CMMD %< 32D 57 =%+t v FMZEWT, SuperMix #F\v>7- DA I3,
DA % F\ 72 W& mixup 2 V72 DA & i L T AUC BEEICE D - 7=,
7, B DA T L EhTw 3 RandAugment &[AZEFE-IZZznl ED
AUC DfRPMFo s, THUISFEITHIZEDORIR & FfROMHA 278 L 7(26].
DED G, ARG & FHEERRHED R L 2 F A A v OEFBERSEHY A 7128
Wb SuperMix # DA ICHHW 3 2 & DHIEDRRR I 17,

BIREHIR D & 9 7 7LV — 27 — VIR D3 FAK D BB IHHR N DTG 12 D\ T
iX, MRI % CT %2 &, [EHM#BPWELRL L EaY b7 X FPRRZCEHBRT—5
IZXF LT, SuperMix I2X % DA OFIEB LY Er -7 EEZ 515, CMMD
IBIRAZ PUIC 512 x 5121CYI DD 217> T 5720, HRORFDHIEZ
WAEBEOTE D, EHARLEOERLE L 2WMIOEEL %L, HEAD
2V b T AFDENHDRGTD, SuperMix 12X 2 DA OFIEMELr- 72 L

EAoNb,
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SuperMix (X7GfTHF2EC, TERD AN FE L D RN REIHEFE 2B L
TED, IVEEICHETEZ LEINTW3B[26], %% X { RandAugment &
[F%: 72 PEREDS BT & 5 SuperMix Z M\ 2 Z & T, FRERMICHR4 BB Ic it
T 2 E MR AlOXZ 2FNICE LIFT % 2 EAofE»fEcE 5. 5
%% OBGEEDBBETH 5755, SRREREP Y A7 128 TAIDOREDE L
Z RS, FERINICHEERZET IR D T #F O PE & EERBERAR O RHRMICE
BHEEILGND,
4-2 AMRICETZBRRER

AMEIZIZ L OOl H 2. 8 1 12, SRIOFEFIZTES X7 D&
DN THLH L THD, GBI AV T—va vkt EoRiz sy
AT 52 T, XD PLHMNZ SuperMix OF#IMZ R Z EBHK D
EEZLND, H21C, KETIRH—DET L (ResNet50) DADKES L 2>
ffoTwhnwi tTths, 5%, VGGI6 % Xception 7 EDftidd CNN €5 )L
% VisionTransformer 7 £ @ Transformer X— 2 D€ 7 )L % H\» 72 M5 217 9
LT, FHRoAGHMEZRT I EBHIKS EEZSNS. H 3 12, ResNetb0
ETNVEIOREEMAL e A =85 X=F12D» T, 2 TOHRERHA
AR ZFET LI LIFTELRDPoT., ZOWRTEIRL 7oA =5 A —
Y OFEF N2 b DD, S HICHIERREVTRETDH 2 MR H 5.
#5412, DA Fkoflatbeic X 2 KER EoREEZBE L Tuknl e
TH 3. FHEfTH%ETYH SuperMix & RandAugment %z fla &b 17 DA Fikds

EOREENHEC 55 EEINTE D (26], HEH LICKER DA FEOMHA
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B2 52 EICkD, FERNICHEZ 2ER L2 s N5 & 25

ns.

5 Conclusion

B O BEREIER %2 7085 A 7128w T, SuperMix 12 & % DA 135E3k

D DA FIEE L T, 7HBEOR LICHERTH 2 2 LRIk,
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