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Artificial intelligence-based diagnosis of
upper gastrointestinal subepithelial lesions
on endoscopic ultrasonography images
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A5 I N85 (endoscopic ultrasonography; EUS) I3 kB2 T 5 (subepithelial lesion;
SEL) DERIZ WA A TN TOREITH L TERICENZ1T 9 2 & I3A S Tk
72\, gastrointestinal stromal tumor (GIST) (ZVH{k%E SEL O THZ TH Y . malignant
potential 4+ 572, GIST LD BM:D SEL & O#ERNITFFICEE TH 5,

EUS T & % SEL O#ERIFZ W O IERZ H 1T 45.5-66.7% & & < 72\ 72 ¥ EUS-guided fine-
needle aspiration biopsy (EUS-FNAB) XK 5 6 B AE 70 & O AR BUE RS HER S 5,
RE# TlX. EUS-FNAB D IEZ # 1T 62.0-93.4% & iE/A < | 2em A O /NF 2 TIEARME
FToH Y KRG AR OIERHEIL85.2-943% Th 7=, L2 L, WINDFIELR
A TIiZEOREAET 2720, GMRECIHREMLRZIENLEEND,

—J5. L4 deep learning & IV 72 N L E16E (artificial intelligence; AD) 1 [ 53 BF 12 35
WTHREELSERL TS, BUSIZEIT S Al Z V7o SEL 2l D IERZRIL 79.2—
90.0% & W& STV D, LanL. BESR TIE4 dataset OSEHIEIE 300 Bl A, SNk
AR MR F 7203 4 MRk R . #EAIT GIST & 9E GIST @ 2 3O A LR BTV,
AWFFEITZHai% D EUS Wi 2 W T SEL &% 27 7 AT 2 AlZMEL, Z0H
HEEme+22 2 0L Lo,

CSE= Y A0V |

2005 4F 1 A 705 2020 4 12 A £ TS, Sk O 11 20tk TR EERIC 2T &
e EESVHALE SEL (GIST., Vi, ARfkiiE, sk N Wil . BT . B X
R B F I W X 22 WS R R - R AT RIS EE S W TR L 2 S L2 Z D 9 b
EUS B SINERTRE CTh o IEM 25t 5 & LTz, WEFHICRZE S vz SEL @ EUS
[ IIE B B D & T ¥ AT training, validation, test dataset (Z57%| L 7z, deep
learning @ 7 /L = U X A% PyTorch % A\ T EfficientNetV2-L % T4 L |
ImageNet21k CTHEEFHDET VO EHA % T convolutional neural network 4 J& D
fine-tuning %17 > 7=, EUS B 1395 BLAE RIZKE SN T T XY 7 %47V, deep learning
TN ZLDANSY A ZITEDET 224X224 pixel DEFHIZ I I 7 L=, 1E
% L 7= dataset |% deep learning ® 7 /L = U X A|ZFE w72, thod SEL KV F—% D
D IR PR R ES N & BT O B R O ERFR 21X E AL E 4L deep convolutional generative
adversarial network (DCGAN) & FE 7 X AL 7 — # ZF|H L7 Y-Sl o 0 738 2 i,
training D 2N (L D 72 ¥ | Distributed-Data-Parallel, multi-node, multi-process, A —/3X—
avbta—% IRE] ZHW-, @FEIEDO 7%, dataaugmentation & L Tlal#z, /K
- FIE A, random erasing, RandAugment = V7=, faE{b 7 v = U X A1Z1E SGD
with momentum %\, FE/RT X — 23Ny FH A X288, 2,000 A& v 7 R
0.004 & L. cosine annealing |Z & ¥ J8(% L 72, training % ® Al X4 SEL @ probability
score DEFFA 1 L7220 X 91T score 1 LTz, BifgEOZWIIHRE D probability
score & 7~9 SEL, JEGfE DO ZWNIIAIERIZ T 2 2BBE O THEO fHE L Lz, %
72, expert, non-expert D% 2 £ 73 test dataset (27 & U7 & JE il O 4R IZ H SV TEE



Bl 2w LT,
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Jr B HZ 22 W S A7z SEL631 i 16,110 #ds K OVR B F 2 W D 72 W EL T MEIE 33
B 3,179 B DO WG 2 WAL LTz, £ DO OFRREEIE 14 61 441 AL O if4 5> 5 13 DCGAN %
FVNT 40,000 # & HEERL L, 3,000 K% FB) CHift L, training data & L CH W=,
Z U NI L 7= SEL122 il 2,875 #L D {4 % test dataset & L 7= (Figure 1) B
FIZ DU C, training, validation, test dataset O[] TR, MERI, JRE AL, AR
R ERAR AR . AR R IE IS B =T A o T2 (Table 1),

AL T BB N T, JWEZFRONMA T~ —F 7 L, W mEOZ WO T HIE,
probability score, JiE il {5 D2 Wr D T HIfE 2 &7~ L 72 (Figure 2a, 2b),

Al @ SEL @ 5 538 (GIST., Vi fplE, #hel s, AR WA E s . ST ) (2

BIFOEZHEILE6.1%THY ., EAMBEE LY bAEICHE > 72 (EZE 27.0-68.0%.
P<0.001) (Table 2) , Al & expert & HIZH 7 I U — 145D KL X GIST Ti < (A198.8%.
expert 63.5-77.6%) . MR EIE T2y > 7= (A1 45.5%. expert 0%), Al & expert & & IZ78
PO TII RIS & GIST & HIWT L7JERI A b £ o7, Al O GIST IZHT 507
Y — 13O ITENEEEE L0 & o 72 (A198.8%, WHREEE 25.9-77.6%) .

AL @D GIST & FE GIST DERNC F1F 2B Fr B IERZFRITZ L1 98.8%.67.6%.
89.3% ThH V. KE L IEZRIZTENHKEEL Y bAEICEN 272 (KE 25.9-77.6%. P
<0.001, [EFZK 44.3-72.1%, P <0.001) (Table 3), AI D% FE T expert & ik L CIA]
HLL ETH - 72 (A167.6%. expert 56.8-67.6%) , Non-expert D FF & (75.7-86.5%) 13 Al
& oexpert £V o 720y, JE (25.9-54.1%) & IE72 2 (44.3-60.7%) 1% Al & expert LV
{&h>o 7=,

Al O GIST/AHR¥EIE & 2 Oflid SEL OEERNZ BT D&, FrRE, EZRIXEThEh
100.0%. 76.9%.95.1% Cod v J&E & EZRIT2NHEEEE LV b A EICE < (&E 35.4-
84.4%. P<0.001, 1IEZ2 3 42.6-82.8%. expertl P=0.003, = DOhPNEEEE P<0.001),
Fr B LT expert (76.9%) & [A]%5E T non-expert (50.0-69.2%) &£ U & 7> 7= (Table 4) ,
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ARG TIX S ik, ZHEOBERNHSGEA 2 —7 - FEE) L5 57 SEL @ EUS

Wi{g % %7 T AT H Al ZHEEE L=, Al © GIST & 3F GIST O#RICH T 5 IER
F893%IT, MERELE LIAELU ETholz, Al O 5 HFHICBIT 5 ERZFEIT 86.0%%
AU, BERISH O FREME A RIS S iz,

WAREEE 0 SEL $E5 D IERZ X 5 03, GIST LI GIST ORI & & ICBEH & A%
Thoio, KWL TIE SEL O Wrngld#E L T AL, expert, non-expert O AT &\ G 5
720 . ALIZFFIZ non-expert ICE > THMHEZEZ LT,

AR TIEINL ODORARSH S, F—I12, BEOREBZE & AR E 721N EEN
UMk 2 BT S 727 o 7= SEL OAMMIKDOFREZK ., £/ 7Rk LT —42 L LT



fEH SN EZPTEEO BB ZWIL =B L 2WATBHER S 5, 5 12, %A M EITINE
SNTFFIEEZ R E LizTo®, J%E?R'/\4’ T ADRREMEN B D, =T, test dataset (T
B ENDIE GIST ONEHFIEITZ2 WraE o FEAf I iT+ FCHoTARENH D, S%IX
e AL & B A U T2 R i R AT ) & PSR UTNEALTD Al OFZH
HE O AR RIES° F2 i K Cfifi H T BE 72 graphical user interface O)Fa'a%’?éﬁ?d‘é\g'(“&) %,
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Al 1% E#574164 SEL o BUS {82 W71 350 T expert L 0 & @& W2 WiaEd & LTz,
AT IR SR IZ L 5 SEL #}Lﬁ@ﬁ%g{ﬁﬂi CH G TEDAREERH D,





