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ZeT, silton L2 R, REBFEROAIMIEREEME 2T 2 720, BIFOHPINE
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Abstract

A Study on Explainability of Medical Image Classification

Models Using Adversarial Techniques

NAKAJIMA, Taiga

In recent years, computer-aided diagnosis (CAD) has attracted significant atten-
tion, with diagnostic methods based on image recognition using convolutional neural
networks (CNN) being widely adopted. These methods have achieved high accuracy in
disease classification. However, in the medical field, where explaining diagnostic results
to patients is crucial, the black-box nature of neural networks remains a challenge. Al-
though various explainability methods have been explored, a definitive solution has yet
to be established.

Recently, class activation map (CAM)-based methods, which use feature maps,
weight parameters, and gradients obtained from trained models to identify regions con-
tributing to CNN classification, have been employed to explain the classification process
of CNN. However, CAM-based methods have limitations in capturing detailed features
that contribute to classification. Thus, there is a need for novel explainability meth-
ods that can capture not only the regions contributing to classification but also the
differences in patterns and shapes within those regions.

In this study, we propose a new explainability method that leverages adversarial
samples capable of reversing classification outcomes to identify both the contributing
regions and the pattern variations within those regions. Our method utilizes projected

gradient descent (PGD) to generate adversarial samples. By analyzing the perturbations
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obtained from PGD, we aim to identify the patterns and shapes of regions contributing
to CNN classification, thereby improving explainability. To evaluate the effectiveness
and reliability of the proposed method, we compare it with existing explainability meth-
ods, including Grad-CAM, guided backpropagation, and CycleGAN.

Experiments were conducted using labeled chest X-ray datasets for pneumoconiosis
and cardiomegaly classification. The results demonstrate that our method successfully
captures both the classification-contributing regions and the differences in shape pat-
terns within these regions, consistent with the symptoms. Furthermore, comparisons
with existing methods confirm that the features obtained from adversarial samples pro-

vide highly reliable evidence of their contribution to classification.

key words Computer Aided Diagnosis(CAD), Convolutional Neural Net-

work(CNN), Adversarial Example, Explainable Artificial Intelligence(XAI)
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AR BRI R EE RO Y OBER» HEEOEEIEML TnE. ZOREE R
W 272 d1 AL % R 72 E AR S % 8 > 2 7 4 Computer Aided Diagnosis(CAD)
KHEHPEZ>TWS., CAD CEFEHEBGRICH LT, avy¥a—XTHETEITWY, §51
TAEREH 2 DR LTHIMY 5 2 TERIOZHOXREZITI AT LD THS.
CAD 23X £ X REHEDFEET 528, FT% Convolutional Neural Network(CNN) %
W7 BREREHRIC X 22 BIfEIL  fTbhTWw3 [1]. LoL, =2—91%xy FDT Ty
Ry 7 ZAMHRHEL 2D, A BRFHAFEOTFEHAIHALNT VS S DD TR ERIZ
37 o TWwiawn., BED CNN O 78~ O T icid CNN O 7 8ICH 55 % iz K E
3% Class Activation Map(CAM)[2] R— 2 DF k= Guided Backpropagation|?] 23\
LNTE. LA L CAM % Guided Backpropagation THEHTS 2 Z & I TE 2 DI HHE
WCHEGTHHEBMDATH D, TN TEAERISNT 2 0 REHAIIER SR W D,
NDTEIRR K — 2 DEWS KRBT 2 e EZ BN 5. Uy, Rl - HHOMMI [3] Tl
Generative Adversarial Network(GAN)[6] D —fT» % CycleGAN|[7] Z F\W 7 @tBHETF
FEERRZELTOWE. L L, CycleGAN ZH W FEIZDIER LR EDODIERE DS D
LT VEBEBGIN U TIEFAESB S hTwi, Eifie »o 2R ERKic LTH
R E21E 2 Z e ARV WIS REDL D - 72, £ T TAMETIE, B3> 7
9] Z W FAEFIEEZRE T 5. BONY > L e I3 T VICE - Tl X
B 57012, BRN/NE3BE) (/4 X) 2FREBHBREDI L THS. AWK TIE,
ORI > V2 I Z 7 2 ST T VTS 2 LA ENPRET 2 VWS HRICH
HLUTHY > 7uh 61850278 CNN O BHICERZES L TwW2 e AkT L



T, BOTHS > T uh 5 5 RICEH ST 2 2 DEBA DR 2 — > DD S %
Higd. £/, BONEIY > Aol o508 % — > Z2iEH L, Grad-CAM % Guided
Backpropagation, CycleGAN ZHW\WFike oLt Z@E U T, BNy > vz vz 7
7a—F ARO[ FICTHFE T 208 5 02 ML T 5. A TIE NS DMRGEED 7=
D2, FEFEIEz i U 72 BBl 5 <L & o 2 ROTHeER X #RES B X CDDIER 7 X & o
2 TR X AR R 2 N RIC T AE 2 S 87 CNN 2 v 5.
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ARIHTIEARMFET W 7B 2 AU BIE S 2 B DWW TR 5.

2.1 BHFAAZa1—FILxy kT—72 (Convolutional Neu-
ral Network)

BAHAAHLZ 2 —F V% v b7 —72 (Convolutional Neural Network: CNN) X, W< D%
DEWEEFfole=a—F 0%y F7—=2THDH, FICHEEEHD TEICBE N TEN IR
ZIHMET DR oNTNWS. CNN X, BEARAAEE 7—1 Y TEHHAGD S o THRL
ENTHD, BAAAETREG: SRHEZ ML L TR~y 724K, 77—V 7 ET
BAERSNTRE~ v T o RAERFIEZIS Z e TR D EELEz ML T 5. KIS
Tid, CNN ORREHRET L TH % ResNet ZHOWTHEHIROER 21T .

2.2 Class Activation Mapping(CAM)

CAM ZR—R & LA FIETIE, ZFEBAET LVORKEAABEDRE~ Y L
PHEEEOEAZMEHL T, ED Y 7 RZHEG T 2HEZ A LT 2 FETH 5. iy
LT, 24885 Global Average Pooling(GAP) LDV TW 2 RENH 5.

F7, CAM R—=XDFEI LB ONIBEE~ Y 7, FEDZ 7 AICHE T 2D A
TH570, BEIRKNR 7 5 AR DENWEE S Z L IXNEETH D, FlHRREMIC BT 2 8E &
LTEIT 5N 5. AFFZETIE CAM R—20FE L LT Grad-CAM %25 3.



2.3 Grad-CAM

2.3 Grad-CAM

Grad-CAM 3RHED 7 5 ZADEFITH T 2 Hlicz VT, FFED 7 7 R § 2K~ v
TOEBRERFE LTSS 2FETHS. (RO CAM R—ZDFIETIE GAP 28
CRFED CNN IZ L HEHTE R o 72DIZH LT, Grad-CAM I3HECIEHRZEH T 2 72
B, GAP 2B 73, YA CNN KHEHRIRETH 5. k72, HEME~ vy 704N EE
T GAP ZNE R THVWD, J(FREEER 2 REF T2 e VWAEETH 2. 20—
HT, Ty IRHlrVWE 7 BVERR G Z e TERY. Grad-CAM OFEFIEZ L

TIRT.

1. IEfmik
Hiff X # CNNICAHLT, Hh27 520 2a7 %205, 2-RKEAAAEDRY
<~ v 7 AR BEUS.

2. WEcEtRE
FlE 1 686N 2a7ho/EDY F 2 clZxts 218K L¢ 2HS. RKEAAA
JEOR#~ v 7 AP iohtF 2 ARt EEE (X (2.1)).

3. EEEDHE
R~y 7 AR OF v o2V T OFEEE (Eh)w§ ZFHE (R (2.2). 22T Z 13
~v 7DOY A X (Z = Height x Width).

4. BEMTY TOERN
R~y 72HEAMNIT L THET 5. %72, ReLU ZHWTIEDOEO A Z I L, 28I

LRV E RS 5 2 2T, EENT Y 7 LG can ZEIE (R (2.3)).

oL®
9AF (2.1)
.1 3 oL°



2.4 Guided Backpropagation

L&rad-cam = ReLU (Z wlccAk> (2.3)

k

2.4 Guided Backpropagation

Guided Backpropagation X AELR—ZDAFULFETH D, FED 7 7 RIX 5 5 Hif%
DEERYE 7LV ENAL T4 bT2FMT, #%F D Backpropagation GREMRIEE) Z i
RU, SRR T WHR Yy 724K T 22BN TES. CAM R—2ADFEID
FICH G 2 R LT 2 Dkt LT, Guided Backpropagation 1Z§filiiz v o7
TJRAF X Vot 7L L NVORHEZ A LT 2 Z e TE 5. — 5T Grad-CAM @
O W RENARERE AT 2 2 e TET, RANRERIEAINS. £/, Guided
Backpropagatioin £ Grad-CAM % #14 & b7 Guided Grad-CAM &\ 5 FHETEET

%. LUTiZ Guided Backpropagation DFIEFIEE RS .

1. NE{=HE
ASTERE v b7 — 27128 LT 2 S,
2. QiR
HHEOWEREFIC X5 A ZFE T %23, Guided Backpropagation Tld ReLU 72
¥ OIFME R 2 BRI, ARLORFESDIEDR D APRIE 1T 5. BIRINICIE, WnHE
FZ ReLU BAE 238 2 BRICROD K 5 IS 5.
o HEEMNETHIUT, ZOHREZDF K InHESE .
o ARLETHIUX, ZOHEEZEXRIZT 5.
ReLU B2 R (2.4), Wiaic 51 2 AROFERERX (25) 107, 22T, G &
CNN o i 112§ 2 1 8KBEM O Alt 2 £ 7.
3. B~ v 7oA
CNN OH 8 (AFE TR EAIAAE) OBE~ v 72 HT].



2.5 Generative Adversarial Network(GAN)

y = ReLU(z) = max(0, z) (2.4)

¢ OL
Or o i 2k <o
Y

2.5 Generative Adversarial Network(GAN)

GAN[6] 1¥ Goodfellow &234ER L 7EMEE ETATH Y, ERET N G LiAIET L
D®D22dD CNN ETADLLBREINTWVS. LERET IV GIEATI /4 X 2 ITESWTIT
DF—R x ERERDBOPRVE I RT —XOERDPATHEIC R 2 XD 1X¥H T 5. GAN O
SHLBIROE Zhu & DRFZ [7) Tl Adversarial Loss ¥ FEENTHED, R (2.6) THRIN 3.
ZZTR(26) DE1HEIDMPLT—XTH2 2 ZIELLFENT 2D, R
(2.6) D 2THI LD T — X L G XKoo TERINLT— 2 EHANT 2 -dICHVLRS.
DG D oBRIFLCEEDHERE L REEEZIMDFE 2 TR AR 5N 5. FiEH
TERLERE D X R EER L, BERIBILEAYOEEZRTT52 8N TESL XS
BHT5. O XD RHNIRERIC X o TRIEE OTE S 2 hEBED B4 L RYNED
WTWL . ZOBFRMEN GAND G £ DI LTHHEDLoTED, G & D 2SO
T2 TGRILT—ZTHE x 1IZWT—2Z2ENT 2 L5%ET 5. M2.11% GAN
DEBET NV EHNETNVORBREZR LI DTHS.

L(G,D)=E,.p,, . [logD(x)] +E. p,[l —log D(z)] (2.6)

2.6 CycleGAN

CycleGAN[7] & Zhu 6D3MER LT — X F X A VO AR %2 Zhl7s UEE T
IEMFEEET A TDHS. MREBRDZ XAV X, YW LTERET NV Gy, Gy, i

METFTN Dy, Dy D4 DDETFTATHRSINTWVS. CycleGAN Tl HHEIZ LEET



2.6 CycleGAN

Real
or
Fake

X

2.1: GAN EToOF—&EK

Gy Y = X,Gy: X =Y OHEERZITS Zeho¥EBROT— Xty b OfillifH7HE
fMEniz. kD, BlEL O ZEADEH Vo BRETEROB LAY, H LA
F— X DEEBRE R LR TH T — R F X4 VEDODHDE VL S¥ET 2N TE 3.
Zhu 5 OWFZETIFEREHZRX 2.7) DX ICERLTVS. K (2.8) 3R (2.7) 1B 3
Lean, 3 (2.9) 33X 2.7) 8BTS Leye BRLTWVS. Loan & GAN OiEKBETH 2
Adversarial Loss DZ 2 THD, FXAL Y X B RXA VY AT BEEL FXA VR
XAVY 2B RXAL Y X ANETBEED 2OD Laay BPIFEL, 2D 225D Laan I
X ODMEZE#Z¥E S 5. Loy 1& Cycle Consistency Loss Z/RL, =D KX A b b
I—FHDRRAA IANEHL 2%, THITTED R XA UANCEBLTZGEI, TOT — 2 DIR
BEZRFLTVWE LK R—EUEZF 22 E T 5. K 2213 CycleGAN ETOF —
REBRERLLEDDTH 5.

L(vaGvaawDy) :LGAN(GanaHXv Y)

(2.7)
+ LGAN(Gy7 Dy; Y7 X) + ALcyc(Gma Gy)

LGAN(va D,, X, Y) :E:rNPdam(X) [log D, (x)]

(2.8)
+ Eyn Piora(v) 108 Do (1 — G (y))]



2.7 Self-Attention

Leye(Gay Gy) =Banpyyra (@) [[|G2(Gy (2)) — 2| 1]

“ (2.9)
+ Eyn Proea i [1Gy (G (y)) — yl[1]

Real or Fake Gy (Gy(x)) Gy (Gx(¥)) Real or Fake
Gx ()
Gx(y) r\ Gy(x)
Gy (x)
X )

K 2.2: CycleGAN ETO7 —XEFH

2.7 Self-Attention

Self-Attention[8] IZIEEX =X LD—FETH D, HF2ADEROF 2 LBED X X2
HEC Ko THEEREREZER T 2210k, EEREZAEMIEH T2 TE S,
F 7o, oMW ZEREA VS 2 ANH» S X D BEEOESWVEREZHB L, B
THT 2 e TE L. ANEGORBGREZEIES 2 2 LT, BT o REAE, 20880
KEFEGRE EF LT 2 & 2 T, EREGRTORMEOHREZHE ST 20 TE 2.
Self-Attention OMIEZK 2.3 1 (2.10) TR

0, - i\f: ]sxp(f(wi)Tg(xj)) « h(zs) (2.10)
o1 21 exp(f(xi)Tg(x;))

BAABL T —F NV DZREEFII[IHITH 3720, HHRAF DR 285855 OBEMN T 21T 5 B

I3, 2 OBERARRLLEND 5. %7, BARAABZ2—51% vy b7 —2 (CNN) T
1%, HEBAABEDH — I DY A ZIERD DD %720, BAAABEE, EERIORS



2.8 NP> 7L (Adversarial Example)

transpose
attention
map

convolution
feature maps(x)

I

softmax
e

L %*F

1x1 conv

self-attention
feature maps(0)

1

1x1 conv

2.3: Self-Attention D&

NISEFER L A N—F B2 2B TERY. ZD7D, i@ ORE IAN—F 2121%, 28
DEHBABEAL 7=V HA R T 2R0EDRDH D, R~y 7OH 4 Xp/hE{koTL
FS. MR LT, mOBEBIINIGT 28I~y Y 7 LETERIC, BARAAD —FRILD
BB AN—F Z2HBHREL L D70, —EROFHIIBHHRICIILZ SRV LITR 2.
ZAUTHT LT, Self-Attention T, K 2.3 205~y 7 ZOHEOHITE LI 5 &
MTE 70, (EED 2 EFOHBEM ORFREFRZEREAE TE 5. 207D, BHERO KK
IRRAPEIRHE O — EICHUS T % R ORISR MR EOFEDIERH L 10 5.

2.8 EXBEIY > 7L (Adversarial Example)

FORHT 3 > 7L 2 E RS T VISR e Tl R X8 2 i, BRI/ X 288
(/4 R) BFIELESRREDZTH S, BT > IAVESEREICE T TR
ICHER 275 AP IEZ ZEPARETH D, Al Dt X 2 ) 7 4 REHEEZE IS 5 72
DIZHWSHNTWS. DITOK 2.4 IEZHONHIY > Tz W7 B OHIT, 57.7% DR T
R X LHEIN TV REGICIEEZMZ 2 Z 8T 99.3%DMRTFERELHEINSE LS
2o 7.

WY Y TV OERFEOHFTHMRERNL S O & LT Fast Gradient Sign



2.9 Projected Gradient Descent(PGD)

+.007 x

. ] €T _|_
T sign(VzJ (0, z,y)) esign(VmJ(9, x,y))
“panda” “nematode” “gibbon”
57.7% confidence 8.2% confidence 99.3 % confidence

2.4: WONEYY > P E W T IE O]

Hi#l : Tan J. Goodfellow, et al. “Explaining and harnessing adversarial ex-
amples.” International Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR),

2015.

Method(FGSM) 23217 515, FGSM IZE 7L DTl 518 5h 2 AT ACH > T—
FE72 B8 & N2 2 Bk HiETH 5. FGSM DFtEUER (2.11) TH D, TTOHEER © 12
X LT, 8RB J(0,x,y) DABLZEHE L 72D B ICHEDORFE sign IZHE - T, /285
(VARX) ZIMZ 2 Z & THRONHY > P2 ERT 5.

Tady = T+ axsign(Vyn J(6,2",y)) (2.11)

Tade: WONIIT Y T, 00 RS RX—=X x: AN, y: F~0L, J: BREE
a: BEIOKE X, sign: ARLOFE

2.9 Projected Gradient Descent(PGD)

Projected Gradient Descent(PGD, $I52AIHCKE T)[10] &%, FGSM ZH#iik L7z & b iE))
BRWBEFETX =7 v MEBIH U TEEE O AR ES 21TV, HOHS > TV ERT 5.
FGSM OAEEHA 1 [T 72010 LT, PGD BEEDEKZ TR EEZEDIRT -9,
X DHEFICHENEER Z T Z e KR 5. PGD 0FtERIERK (2.12) TH Y, BOSHH > 7
VORI > v antl 2392 7oL o poEfEhs. Zhk, ANEGR o1 2o 5.
T/, HBRO Y7 OV ENEEEHF o 2B WX SIS, R T v 7T P BEEERNTIEO

{502 5D XL ZHlRS 5.

— 10 —



2.9 Projected Gradient Descent(PGD)

anrl = P(I’n + o * Slgn(van(9> xna y))) (212)

™l BN Y T, 0: RS R—& g™ RS,y TAUL, J: R
a: BEOKRE X, sign: AEOFFE, P: #HEOHIR

— 11 -



E3E

REF

REFFETIE, BARA=2—F 3y bV =2 (CNN) 2358ICH 5T 28, 2O
BAOEIRS RZ — > DFECEIELT 2 Z e 2 HIE LT, B9 > Fuz vz Fik
ERET 5. BRI, EHf%Z CNN €7 AANAN L, £DHICESWTHELZ FIWT
OIS > TR AT 5. BO IS Y TOVETC OB L3RR 2 7 7 RCHEI L LW
SHHZFOL®, BOHEREID I ICHF LS T 2 HEB LU Z 0D & — v LBk & K
LCTW2EREL, BITEITS. BONKY > F L0, BotBEFE Y LT PGD
(Projected Gradient Descent) M3 2. %7z, BIFOHMAETFIETH 2 Grad-CAM,
Guided Backpropagation, 3 & 8 CycleGAN ¥ OL#E#1TW\, IHEFHEO AN 2 AL T
5. REFER FRLITRT.

1. Bl DIER T =%ty b ZHWT CNN DHETLEZ¥EH

2. FEBEADEET A2 S5 607 FRMEZ AW CEgICN L TARZFE L, BE) - i
S > T L AERR

3. AN HOHI Y > T OIER 2 MGEE L, 2FICH 5T 2 8 e RN O IR & o3
& — > % 7

4. Grad-CAM % Guided Backpropagation 72 ¥ OBEfF OFIHETE L i L, S E o4
RF LD AR DG

- 12 —
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\lud

CZTIEREFEEMIAT 272DICHWET—& 1y b5 ONN 28E 71, CycleGAN

EFL, EERFIEICOWTHET 3.

4.1 ERHLEETF—%2tv k

AWFFETLX, B (pneumoconiosis) &/DEK (Cardiomegaly) Z# -7z 2D 7 —&Xt v

FEFERLTWS. AL TR EBRT —XIEE T L -7 —VERE LTRS.

4.1.1 EfT—42tvk

EERfiX, RIARIC Dz 2 M ERWPA FORA - EHIC Lo THIER I N IMEETH
D, M X X ERREEMWE(LE S 75F [12]). B B X RE®RE2HFH LT, 3D
B o ARBEOFEEMET 2 2 e Taliah b, BT — &+ v bz, NIOSH(National
Institute of Occupational Safety and Health) DO X #RER T — X v b [16], EHIK
FEEEES (KM) CIE X sk X {7 — %+ » b, NIHCC(National Institutes of
Health Clinical Center) Of#l X #RE{&R T — Xty PO 3 D2FHLL. ZhbD7—X
v MFZEMERS R S @ iziicd 2 M7 L) (NF: No Finding) & [Efifi)
DVWTINPIZ T NATTF SR TWS . HROMENZ NIOSH 7—& 1y M ML)
% 23 ¥, TEEAT ) Wi 28 A DFF 51 #, NIHCC F—&t v M TR L) Eif 90 4,
CEERf) IR OB KM 7—& -ty M TRz Uy g 4 &, TEERf) iR 91 e eoT

W3, BT —%ty bOWNREBEERY A4 X2K 42187, £, Wl X #REHD: S D
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4.1 HEHLZET—&Ev b

ffifgtHic BT, Zhang & OFSEIC & % & AJTERO MBSO 21T 5 & & THREEE
DAET 2 Z L ARG XN TED, KT U-Net 2o 7= FETEWEBHM S E MG X h
TW53 [15]. & 2 TARIETIX, EMEGROSEREEZR EXE 2720, 7—2ty ML
T U-Net ZHWet 7 X0 T—2 a2 X3t zRH L 72 (M4.1). 2oF—%
oy MBI MR UG e EfEGROR 2R 4.2 177, K42 %2725 TEN) B
F TR L) ER B LTI O T RIROBEMSFET 2 2 L DR TE 2 DIMAT,
ISP IR DB AR EH K L L T0W B 2 e DR TE 5. 2D 7 —&X kv b % train 7 — X
160 #Z, validation 7— & 41 #Z, test 7—& 35 BUZHEN L CTHEHAT 5. HEHEHEHT A4 X1k 512
X BI2 WH A REBELTWS.

®4.1: #FHTZEET—X

Bz L | EEN

NIOSH 23 28
NIHCC 90 0
KM 4 91

+K4.2: Efifir—Xt v b O

train 7 —& | validation 7 —2& | Test 7—& | &3 | HfEY 4 X
160 41 35 236 | 512 X 512

AR XAR R YR ER YR ERE

=l

4.1: U-Net % F\ 7= [y aE s H
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4.1 HEHLZET—&Ev b

BRHZL EEfib

4.2: BEhli7— %+ v b OGO

U-Net %Z R W\ 7 EF sRiah b

U-Net %8121 Montgomery County X-ray Set [13][14] ZH\W/z. ZOF—%+t v b
i, 77XV DAY =5 ¥ FNEY TR —EBDREMEAAEEE 2 SINE S TE D, 800
R ORIER X ARER e 704 WD~ R 7 EBD SHEEN TV, FHEIZ< 27 oBIcEbE
72 704 MO KGER X #REGR 2 3 5. 569 K% Training 7 — &, 71 #% Validataion 7 —

&, 64 W% Test 77— X ITHEILTHEE L.

4.1.2 DREXTF—%2tv K

DIERT — &t v M2 Lee HER L 72 DAEK O KR X fREI§R T — Xt b EEHS
21l COF—&Ey MIF—XHA TV 4 A FOHWFEEREATOLY 54 > 2
2 2=7 4 ThH? Kaggle TAFAIGEXR National Institutes of Health (NIH) D55 X
Fe by FEBLICLTED, fitk (AP) Ea—, FHE— k714 R, B L OERICET
ENTVBANLY (R—=AX =T —, DIEFMOGH. BFEHEFMO N LY. il & Db o s
ZEVEETIV 24 &) 280HBERALTWS. $, @il S ME X I
X UT == R ER BTN D A% &1 K 5 ICHE{GR2 YD B U217V, &inE
DF—Xty b EERLTVWS, 2D —HOPMDIER, Lee 5D7— Xt v M 368

o Tz L) Efe 350 Ko LOER) BETHERSNATWS. 7—Xty NI
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4.2 FHLZ=ETL

H® train 77— & EMEET — X2 T:3 DB THEIX N, T HITHIET — & 1F 2:1 DT
validation 7 — & & test 7 — X I EI XN TWVWS. B4 13EH OFRIC 224 X 22412
A RXEEL TS, EEOOERT—&ty bOEBGOHIZK 4.3 1277, K43 %273
e DDAEARY EifgE TR 2R L Eifg e R U TR S IER L Tn 5 Z DR TE 5.

+4.3: DIERT—%+E v b O

train 7 —& | validation 7—2& | Test 7—& | &&F | HfEY 4 X
516 130 72 718 224 X 224

R4 L Y SN

4.3: DIEAKFT—&t v + OEEDOH

4.2 {FRHLEETIL
4.2.1 SDEETI

SEER S 2 Eifi 2 DIEXDO S HETNIE VGGL6 2 2 I LTED, EHORENEK
% 72912 Batch Normalization ZEA L TW3. A LD EWEEREFTIETE L X1
75, Fiz, BZRD VGG16 ET L DEMEE DD D IT Global Average Pooling J& % £%
HLTBD, ETAVEED T A =X BRHI L CREEZMEIT 2 2 Lk 5. S

M5 20 HETNVOMIEEZN 4.4 1ITRT.
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4.2 FHLZ=ETL
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pzwioNyoleg
n1ey
pzuoNyoleg
n1ey
pZauijood Xey

pzwIoNyoled
pzwIoNyoleg
ney
pzauijood xepy
pzZwioNyoleg
pzwioNyoled
n1ey
pz3uijood Xey

N1y

w
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=
S =
=g
gle
E]
N
(-8

pzwioNydleg
n1ey
pzwionydleg
niey
pzauljood xe\
pgwioNydleg
niey
pzwioNydleg
pcwionydleg
n1ey
pzauljood xep\
Suijood a8esany |eqo|n

4.4: DHEEFILORESE

4.2.2 CycleGAN £7JL

AWZE T, BAATREFIED—>2 8 LT CycleGAN 2HA$ 2. ZZTRESHEHAVW
CycleGAN ZHE 3 24T TV L AIE T L ORGEICOWTIRN 3.

ERETIV

ERETFVZT Y a—& (R, 9 71 v 7 @ residual block, Self-Attention J&,
7 a—& () TR TWws. E#KICIE Instance Normalization, 1&1HE(LEI%IC
3 ReLU Z2H$ 2. =2 a—&Tid, ANEKRIZ3 DOEAAABEHEHLTXY ¥~
TV TENDE. ZDH, 9 DD residual block ZHH L CHIRO X & X E R ML,
EROFFERZ bve HERS D oz s MRzl mge, bzl mfks
HERD D) OERICENT 5. @RI OMEZ X 4.5 1TRT .

HBETIL

FANE T VIR SRR L, 30 x 30 ORI~y TR AL T, ERME
Instance Normalizetion, & HE{LEIEICIE LeakyLeRU Z i H 3 5. @AlssOME XX 4.6

IZRT.
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4.3 FEBRTFIE

pzZWwJoN3dueISU|
pzZwuIoNadueIsu|

0|8 [enpisay
¥o0|g [enpisay
uonUBNY-}BS

pzwJoNaueB)ISu|
pZwIoN3dueISU|
pZWIoN3dueISU|
pzwioN3dUB)ISU|
pZwIoN3duURISU|

\

T a— K (i HER) 7 A—K(HAHER)

® 4.5: £KET L OME

andui
n1RYAyea]

-
®
)
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o
)
o
c

pZWIoN3dUE)ISu|
n12yAyea

pZWIoN3duUE)ISu|
n12yAyea
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]
=
3
N
(-8

4.6: WAEF L DOREE

4.3 EEFIE

U, HELRZER - DIEKTF—Xty bEHWTHOEET VEZNZTNEE IE
5. 2Dk, FEREADEE T M L THIGE AT LTHE S0 2 AR % VTR >
TNEAERT 5. ZDRHONY > TAAEBICHER S 2 7 — 23l Lz T7— &%ty t D
TAMTF—=XF 5. HHT ZHNNKETEE PGD 2HALTED, (157 2 EF 0%
B 0.01, RIEEEUZ 5 [ENTRGE L. BAKHNT 5 B > ThER SN BEZ R LED
B7bDOERHANEFEL LToOHEREL 5. EBIC PGD 2#GT 2o E X 4.7 12
R R, 15 S NTEOH T > TV RRIT L C, RICH ST 2 B EBRAN D 2 — v
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4.3 FEBRTFIE

PRI 02 s 5. X612, BFOHAMEFIETH 5 Grad-CAM % Guided
Backpropagation, CycleGAN ¥ BRI > 7 0 % FEig U Tk HEBAL D LLieefS R & W iz
CRFHEST 5. 200 OFRD LS FIOREFEZHMELFHGT 5. £z, FET ALY

BIEBIIZDHD, " R=NTFRX=RIFRA4 DX THELT=.

1t 001 x

+ 0.01 x

ERE 72 B - 80.0% E EEEA BT © 99.6%

4.7: PGD #ERDiih
ZORIE, PGD % EIEEOE X SEGIEA L2Z2RLT0 5. bl 99.7%

DOREETERM 2 HE S TOWERICEEZ X 2 2 2 T, FRIPZENLL, 80.0%DIEET
R HEINS X5 IThot. 512, HEEZFHELTEHZMNZ 2 2 & TR

THB VS FHIOMENZ HIZHEL.

Ra.4: BETNLDNL R=RF X=X

Epoch | Batch size | Learning Rate | Optimizer
100 16 1x 1074 Ad
P ‘%Hfﬁ am
JDAEK 30 16 1 <1074 Adam
. JEE ifi 700 1 2 X 107% Adam
CycleGAN €7V | _
DAER | 300 1 2 x 107 Adam
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EHE

RERTER

\un

51 FEETIOFERER

ZZTREMT—&ty b EDERT &ty PEHOCTOHET VR ZNZNEE LI
BRofiREzDNRS. BT —%t2y b 2 OERT -ty FEFHLZBRD Accuracy, Loss
%3 5.1 ¥R 5.2, BEATHIZK 5.1 ¥ 5.2 1TRT. £, 228D Accuracy, Loss D
HRBREX 5.3 LM 5.4 1TRT.

£ 5.1: DEETFNLOM: Eifir—&ty b

Training | Validation | Test

Accuracy 100.0% 95.12% 97.14%
Loss 0.0078 0.2029 0.0750

*® 5.2: JHEET NV ORMM: LIERT—XE v b

Training | Validation | Test

Accuracy 99.42% 96.15% 97.22%
Loss 0.0184 0.0891 0.1149
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51 EETNDOFEER

Confusion Matrix

15

15

normal

Irue label

preumoconiosis

I
normal priEumaoconiosis
Predicted label

5.1: BF{TH: BT —&+t v b OGS

Confusion Matrix

35

normial

Irue label

- 15

cardiomegaly - - 10

I
normal cardiomegaly
Predicted label

5.2: EFRTH: DIERT -ty FD5E
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

Training and Validation Loss Training and Validation Accuracy
= frain 10
7 alidation
& 09
5
08
4 z
2 g
5 3
<07
3
2 06
1
\ 05
= frain
o walidation
o 20 40 &0 B0 100 o 20 40 &0 80 100
Epochs Epochs

K 5.3: 7HETAOEEOHR: Eifir—2+ v b

Training and Validation Loss Training and Validation Accuracy

—— Taining loss 10
Validation loss

09

0.8

07

06

L__‘_\____‘_—'—____— —— Taining accuracy
o

Validation accuracy
05

o 5 10 15 20 5 30 o 5 10 15 20 5 0
Epochs Epochs

X 5.4: DHETNOFLEOHERS: DIERT—XEy b

5.2 CycleGAN OFHER

CycleGAN O EEFERZRT.

5.2.1 Efr—42tv

EEffi7 — &t v M LT CycleGAN % L7356, Mtz Ly — TEM) oZ#T
&, M EBSROHZEZEMEE2HAL RN, —FHT NEM — TRl o
ZHCIE, SR e Y TS IR A OEREZ B X8 5 L5 REB RN, THRil
Ly — TEEff OZHRiRZ2M 5.5, TEfi) — MRzl oZHBFRZM 56 1cF
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

5. T, TN OEMROEBEAWIETHEM L7 nHET VT L AR, FER
42.85% & 72 o 7z SR OEFRAITHZ K 5.7 1R T, fRs o Ml L) EG— T
DZEHUI EF L Vo TWa e Mg I e TE 20, TEM — Mkl oZIEIAR
ETHEI VDD 5.

5.2.2 DIEXT—42tv k

DIER T =&ty M LT CycleGAN Zi@EH L725E, Mzl — DDER) 0%
fecid, FCDERIEZBMT 2@EAA RSN —5T DOIEA — Tz L) oZ#T
X, R W TOBAEZHE] 2 & 5 REIAR SN, TREARL) — LDER) 0%
fiRzM 5.8, LOER) — MR L) OZEREZRK 5.9 1CEED 5. £, TNHOE
PR OEREARFIECHA L2 EHE T VT ULMR, B 77.02% & 7o 72 55k
ROBFRATAZM 5.10 1IR3 F. #iR2 6 MR L) — DOER) oZ B EFCvwoTw
peRMszenTtEsh, WOER) —» THlHR L) OZMEBALZETH L I enbhrd.
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

(1) (2) (3)

® 5.5: CycleGAN: M&HAL1 — TER OXHEER

CycleGAN ZHWT T L) Hiffe NN BfcZi LR, (1) Z5aH, (2)
%, (3) BHIROAED 7o TWwa. EHRR OGRS ZHHE] O Hi{§ & Ll L CHiiErtE

BRAOBEZEZEINE W 2IHO1 D2 B3 5Th 5.
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

(1) (2) (3)

X 5.6: CycleGAN: TEffi) - M&HA L) OZTHBER

CycleGAN ZHWT TEEff) BifR% THHIZR L) BHRICZER U AR, (1) 286, (2)
ZEftk, (3) EMAETROED L72-> T 5. ZRROHERIZZIRAT O MR & Lh#k U T

BARKOBEEL D X 2MA0H 5 e n5.
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

Confusion Matrix

normal - 2
o
[=]
B
g
PREUMOCoNIoSis - 4
I - -
normal pPrEUMOConiosis

Predicted label

X 5.7: EBRiT—4tw bk CycleGAN IZ X 2 Z % D% 75EE 70 T FHl:
R FTH
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

X 5.8: CycleGAN: M&HGL1 - LOEAK) OEBRIER

CycleGAN % fWT T L) Eifg% LOMA

H

I LS, (1) 28T, (2)
Il (3) ZEFIROEY LhoTwd, ZHELOD

H

BUIZEHRET DR & L L TOI D
HIEFR D 285 2 A D 5 Z AT 5.
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

5.9: CycleGAN: NRBEK] — MEHA LI OEHBRER

CycleGAN ZMwwT LA BEiffe M2 L) BB U AR, (1) 2R, (2)
R, (3) EHHTROED L7320 TWnd. EHEOEBIIZRETOER & L TO O

AR 2 B 2 A3 H 2 Z EHnh 5.
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5.2 CycleGAN D48 HEHR

Confusion Matrix

normal

Irug label

cardiomegaly -

I
normal cardiomegaly

Pradicted label
X 5.10: DIEAXTF—2t v b CycleGAN Z & 2 Zftk D&% 7EEF L TT
H: RFEATA
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5.3 HWOHHIY > T oL DfEMT

5.3 EONBYY > TILDOER

T T T FEBICES CELHN Y~ TANTEET VDN S 72 5 THEIT OV TR

N5.

5.3.1 Efr—42tvk

5.11 1%, EfEERD & AR E N Y > IV o#HflZ R L Twb. Z OEENT,
5EEEDIRLUAERINBEHZ2EREDELZDDOTHD, FHEZRIT A TF—~<vy S LT
AffkEhTws. THEOEWREBIZEZLELRES LS Z R TE 5. AHITII,
TEER) 220 TR L) ANCHEDIZET 2@BETH D, FITHBFHEBOFER & 20Nl
ZAHREFRLTVWEZ b2 5.

EEff : 99.7% EH BHAL :99.9%

+ 0.01 x

K 5.11: BOSHIH > 7o

Z 2T, WONBY > L DR 2 BRI 2 720, (EHED & D S WRHE O & % #
U7z BOSEY > A OBENIAEGETREICE DX EN 1 £7/201F -1 OETHEREINT
W37, 5 BOEDIRLICE D IESNAEOEFIX —5 225 5 kb, 22T, FEHE
DS EWRE E L TEDY 5 72013 —5 OmEEZME L TH D, M5.12 ITZ2ORRZRT.
5.12 T fitiaioBE &, Mt 0B E 2 e o BIMEGICEH L #5R, /iE i
99.7%, #%#F X 99.2% OFEET Mk L) HES N, oORRIEIMOE G T — X Ffic
BWTH—EHLTED, FEMEZRTLTOBHE AEFED 7 + =< VA ZHRFLTVWS Z
YARENT. FDTD, SIAMTFIEOIEEICE Z O R R L CTHEMEE 5157218
#e 2t lBRITZ 2B > PVl DT 5.

F 7z, BOHYY > IV DR O E Z TS 572012, AL 72 4BENICX LT 5 X Smean
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5.3 HWOHHY > T L DfEMT

EFEEORVWEHZ T

5.12: BEfT—2t v b BY > v THEOEWRHE O

74L&, 3 X 3median 7 4 L&, gaussian 7 4 VX EBEA Lz, 7 4 VR EFEH L A%
Mthze Ly, TEML oZzh2znTHT 2. K513 MEti Ly BEfRoBEhcsT 3
7 4 VR DHEHABITH 5. mean 7 4 L XX gaussian 7 4 VX A LM RE A5 &, fifi
FHEBOBEROBEREE M2 L b b2, MEFEE D5 O NHICD W TR HE % I
DEXETVBIEDHRTEZ. ZoZehs, kL) EROMETEE DR & Al
DEDAY M ZA M2 LT THRAT 22T, HEEZ TEM) N RKEIETWS Z 2
HENS .

O E >~ T v mean” 4 JLZ(5X5)  median7 1 JLZ(3x3) gaussian” 1 L&

T

5.13: EBfiTr—4atwv b @Y IAAD T 4 L REH: TR L)

5.14 13 TEENT ) EfRDIEENCH S 2 7 4 L X DEHBITH 5. mean 7 4 /L X% gaussian
7 ANREEA LR A S L, MFEBOBEROBERERELZHDEE2 &b, Hfi¥FHE
BOBERONANCOWTIEEZEEZEME B TVE I ENHERTES. ZoZehrs,
L) OO > T eidific, TEM) OBOMATY > 7 G IMET s o 55 5 o L %
TiF 2 & &b ICHAMDEEELZ T2 2w BTl OES e AlloEZDa > 5 A M2
TFTflF s 2T, flEr MR L) NERIEIETWS Z LaiHslhs.

L) EROBHNC 7 4 VX2 LEREZT D50 %K 51512, BN
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5.3 WO > L g

EF oS Eg Y 7L mean” 4 JLZ(5x5)  median7 4 JLZ(3x3)  gaussian” 4 /LK

5.14: B T—4t v b B > TAAND T 4 V2 ER: TREEM

EROEEFNEM LAFRZ T Db 02X 5.16 1TRT. LA L) Efr LR
7BETE, @ L TME RO SR O 2 A X85 & & b IZME O WO 2
KRS 2HEAB RSN —75T, TEM) B oER SN 7E5E8E, M Es o5 o
HEZENEE2 L b IMBEBONAOBEZ ERXE2HAPR OGN 2D eh
5, BT — X2 HAERS N AR > vk T & Tk L) ofEz KIZE ¥
BB, MEFEMOGERDa Y F 7 XA PRI ETWE e Th 5.
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5.3 HWOHHIY > T oL DfEMT

X 5.15: EliT—2t v b Bty > I of@tt: Tz L) BE{RAOEH

il F— 22y MBI o THiiG L) EHROBOIY > 7 L ORITRER. (1) ANEg,
(2) 889, (3) BRI > 7oL, (4) IS 5 X Smean 7 4L 2 %M, (5)3 X 3median

7 4 VR, (6)gaussian 7 4 L& & EH
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5.3 HWOHHIY > T oL DfEMT

(6)

5.16: EBFiT—2t v b BotiS > S ot TEER B

BT — %ty MicBiF s T BGOBONRY > 7L OtRER. (1) A, (2)
BE), (3) BNy > 7, (4) BENC 5 X Smean 7 4L X %A, (5)3 X 3median

7 4 VR, (6)gaussian 7 4 L& & EA
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5.3 HWOHHIY > T oL DfEMT

5.3.2 DIEXT—42tv k

DIER T — & 2 SR S BRI > P2 s 5. X 5.17 1% TRz L) B8
BN 2 7 4 VR DBEABITH 5. (ERES NBotiIY > Tz 72 e, Ol o fl I o
REZWEMIETWD Z 22555, mean 7 4 VXS median 7 4 )L X, gaussian 7 4 JL
KA LR 2 R, DIMOMEmosMlZ 222 K5I L THEEZENSE TN
ZEDRTENS. Eie, DEOMEICIHE S & 5 ICHZREIEML TS —FHT, EHIZZED
AMAICIZIEMRR 70120 5 & 5 WWHHERESRD L T0 59035 5 Z L PHERTE 5. 24U
DIRAIEOEZEEZEMIEZ I, ZORAYOBERBHEEERNIEE e TXyy 7%
E%, 2FDiday b A MEEFHAT S Z 2T CNN DL L & 5 1l &
TWEDTRRVIEEZLNS.

=1 BONRIY > 7L mean” 4 LR(5xS)  median” 4 LR (3x3)  gaussianT 4 LK

- 1 il ¢ 3 . S \ 3
R g o & ) . B4 N Wl

X 5.17: DIEART—2t v b BRI TAND T 4 VR TR L

X 517 1% DLAEX) EEOBENCKN T2 7 4 V2 OBAGITH 2. ERE A7zl iy
YINER B DEOMHOEZBEZRDZIETNDE Z D775, mean 7 4 L XX
median 7 4 /L&, gaussian 7 4 L X W L7ASRE R TS, DIEOMEZ 222 k51l
THRMEZFED LTV I RRTENS. e, DIROWHIE % 722 3 X 5 ICHERED
DL TWE =T, EHICZDOIMUTIZIADEITIH S & 5 ICHEZEEHIEIM L TV 3550
H2EPHRTES. ZHDBAIHOBEREZFDEES L L HIT, ZOAD OHEHEM
ERMXE 3 Z 2T, DRSS OB WS & DR O HIH OGO 2% D 5, DF D ida v
FZ X M EWHIT 5 Z 8T, CNN IZDMEDSHE DN L7z e EE TV B D TIERVAEE R
bN5.

2 Uy EROBENC 7 4 VR EZHEHALEREZ D202 K 5.1912, LDAEA
BESROEENCEH LR 22 Db 02X 5.20 1R T. EEZR L) EHE» HARS
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5.3 WO > L g

R Y > 7 mean” 4 JLZ(5%X5)  median” 4 /L% (3%3) gaussian” 4 JL X

5.18: DIBAT—2t Y b BOHHIY > TAAND T 4 VL XFEH: TR

NEE T, @ L CLRAMmOEREZENS 2 & & ICZTIN 5 & 5 [HEE
DA DERESE T T AR SN, —5T, LDIER) EgD: 54 MRS - EEE,
Hol U CORMIEOERELZ B S 2 & & HI2ZUTIB S X 5 ITHEINER D O FHAl O EsRE
M AN RNz, TDZ s, DIERT — X5 6EME N2 HONHH > T
DDAER) & Tt L) ofEZ RinE 2 280, DiEfEO 2> 5 2 P2 s L <X
THIL, DIED Y A X285 Z & T CNN OHEZ RIEZ BTV Z L DHiAINNS.
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5.3 HWOHHIY > T oL DfEMT

(1) (2) (3) (4) () (6)

K 5.19: DEAT—2t v b B > A0l THlZe Ly BERAOmH

DIER T — &ty MBI % R L) EEOBIS > 7L 0GR, (1) AHER,
(2) B3, (3) By > S L, (4) B8NS 5 X Smean 7 4 L X %A, (5)3 X 3median

7 4 VE &M, (6)gaussian 7 4 L& &
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5.3 HWOHHIY > T oL DfEMT

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

5.20: DIBATF—Rtw b BT >~ L0 DOAEAY g o H

DIERT =&ty McBT 2 LOIEK) BEEROBHY > 7L OBHTHER. (1) AJEE,
(2) 88, (3) WA > 7, (4) HBENZ 5 X bmean 7 4 VX %M, (5)3 X 3median

7 4 VR %A, (6)gaussian 7 4 VX &
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5.4 MOFIAMETIE L DL

5.4 fOREAMEFEL DLEE

Z ZTIEBOREY > 7 v e Grad-CAM, Guided Backpropagation, CycleGAN & i L
RSB R T, WY I, WO L Z DB D ¥, mean, median, gaussian D
=007 4 NZ @A L EBROP TR D FHEO ARG NS D2 LR e 5 5. Eff
7—=&%t vy FTld mean 7 4 V& DIEKT — &+t w FTld gaussian 7 4 VX Z3EH L7z,

BT — &2ty b TOHEKEKX 5.21, ¥ 5.22 1273, Bifir—&+ty MBI 3 KT
X, BN > 7 v, Grad-CAM, Guided Backpropagation @ =5 F%D T HEIX
KEPIT—H L. —7, CycleGAN O LT, BOSHIY > 7 OVIS I fEk o 52 571258 <
FHLTW2DIZX LT CycleGAN TIEMEHHEESAICEH L TW2 W R Lo 7.

DIEK T — &t v s TOHEEX 5.23, X 5.24 1273 . DIEKT— &t v MBI % Hig
T, BORIH > 7 v, Grad-CAM, Guided Backpropagation, CycleGAN D4 T D FERM
THHBEBIE KR E2IC—H L.

¥ 7z, koA LT, Grad-CAM, Guided Backpropagation (333 H I & fHIE A D
EHESVWOREZRITICH F o 72203, BT > 7L e CycleGAN T Z3UTMZ TH

H IR CHEZREA 2 L L .
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