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Abstract: Automatic stroke lesion segmentation has become a research hotspot in recent years. In order to comprehen-
sively review current progress of deep learning-based MRI stroke lesion segmentation methods, start with the clinical
problems of stroke treatment, we further elaborate the research background and challenges of deep learning-based lesion
segmentation, and introduce common public datasets (ISLES and ATLAS) for stroke lesion segmentation. Then, we focus
on the innovation and progress of deep learning-based stroke lesion segmentation methods, and summarize the research
progress from three perspectives: network structure, training strategy, and loss function, and compare the advantages and
disadvantages of various methods. Finally, we discusse the difficulties and challenges in this research and its future devel-
opment trend.
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71, BT EEEBE .. MREE AL, A3
SEAAT BRI ITERRF IR H i, AT FE i
PR B E R AR, RN AR
MIESR L ONN B iy, ANid T/ MEA K -

TR 2 R ARFAIE R R P 2 R 2 1) < B A
SERPUR A UNet 454, 37 KA R RS2 B, it
e TNEE T SR, GRS 2 BN L3R
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THECRAN R, & & N5 BT

=2 2D M 3D WLR L, (TR —H R
m A g 75 T IR A e R A R 7 A —
St

DU 2 % % ResNet”. Swin Transformer” > %% 44

R AL UNet W28 158, 75 DA A A S 40 AR
M B v P d FE RS R A BRI
HE,
2.2 KRR

B T R EE R, BTN A I GRS U T R A
THEE . ERMAEMKLEREL T, Sy
B BINZeI iR . AL IR FE AN G AbFE B e R
T ) T
22.1 BV

&2 AR BAR AN B AR BB A 25 5 3R,
HoR B s, MRS EA L2 HiR R E
BvERe A, AR 2 G 8 ik —.
LR Y AP SR, X
PR — A R BT K 2 b (1 B2 2
A SRR, X MR s AR MR 1 9 A 2 —

.

FEARabR T

JEOGERIX Sk

FEA a3 R K15

.®

SRR X IR

FEAR bR

JEOGERIX 3R

SEEI KRG O FR” BITEIR R RO E K
SCHR[68]5 17—l 5 58 171 47 R ) K4l 1 95 5 ik
— XK K B s 1 5% (symmetry-inspired data
augmentation, SIDA), 1] LR N A7 1 #E 1 [F]
I, SRR /N I — 1%

FEADREILIRIA S

BEADERTE
K12 CarveMix {1 FE

125 5 (K P,

1E H AR G A8, Mixup O8] i —Fhont 44 34T
TRRHGSR L, IR AR AGS B (AR i 2k
e A, FHASRENK. Cutmix™ 2% T
Mixup it ELR A A T775, BRI F K KGR
HATREASEME, T2 NEGRZRMAE K, E—
FKE R ERFEA XIS E TR ST, SR 5Pt
B —KE R b, ARERAFEA Mixup —8, %18
A R EME Pk BRI I B 2 AT TR S AR v
.

R X FER BB, CarveMix ™4 dt, HT
oG 26 v B8 2 MR IR AR B Bl 9 8E Can & 12 By
D)o 0, WRPRAAREREA a B AL E AR
R, MR I3 A1 RAEAS B BOGER X 8, (region of in-
terest, ROD. 720, U —HFsEFEA Db, ROI
“MEE. ROI M{E HAMNE 37 SFEAR ay FEAR DI
BRERBN ) FRIZHE, RGN, AU
Ao =2, ROI{HIK. ROI _{H T4}/
SRR a FEA b B ARV S 2R 900 1) s 3lis
SRR, AERGHTREA ¢ B BRIV .

®.

BOGRR ET AN BT CREILIRIE R

SRR DI E A

o [62]

BREAR CHRTE

222 3k smin

FH T3 ok 70 1] BR Ao 2H 2R &
X 35 A 5 i B AR A Y 7 S
R L2 O 28 g N3 I St 58 R
B, MIfI$E 14 e

P R RHR, ik
TIFIWNIRE e
BEE AR ek 7 1 ) e
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MI-UNet " Fil FH K 28 2 4 43 ) R 2 & e st
(large deformation diffeomorphic metric mapping,
LDDMM) HIEMI% MR il 545 (i 20 4L 1 3 1
K H RS IR AR AE 9 UNet KOS N, BEWS B2
STV RE . R, STRR[S2)4 — 2 A el ik
H R e 22 8 B R s R, R AR IR IR
WHLMSHREME, HARRE BRI, X
L 3 ] DUE SR IR R R AN Jr E N 2%, R 4
THI A: IX 3
A —Fhw T 20 BT MRI () 3 4db 28 7 1010
AR REAS 43R (variational mode decomposition
VMD), fef i K ARATURAR 73 fIe Ak ] REA T %A
Gy E . SCHR[S0]4 A VMD it AL 21, [X 73
AT RE AR I X AR A X, 35 Bl 25 BR AN B 45
B, 85 F 3D UNet okt 73 %1 o

B, IR FRRE S AE AN G N T & A FE I R
T, PAREITYATINAERE . AN, AERR R e AN
PRI K
223 KA GiRAR

Bribz Ak, AT IIZRIRAE, 7870 KA
LRI ROVE R, TS B B AF R TN AR . aniE 13 i
7N, SCHR[341H) F WA A 5] B 9 2% 4552 EDD Net Al
MUSCLE Net #EAT i 25 o kb 701, Skt B G A
EDD Net {3242 1) 73 IR, PR R B G AW
(143 #1145 B4 N MUSCLE Net #3213t — 5 414k (1) 5
#5254 EDD Net Ml MUSCLE Net % t 143
FIGE RAEATI 98, 13 PR AT AR .

IR & F53HIE

A HILER

K13 SRRz m% Agmmm BY

SCHR[45 145 1R X 28 A6 Rt 3D Bk 22 B AR P 4%
KT TR &GN IZRSENG ", RISEAE/NMARIEL
PagE EUNGREERY,  ORJEAE KRR Hdia 5 XS At
AR o AZ 2R D0 R AE ORI BON R 46 57
PREL A P REALIR B R MAR B, A T HR
PG, KRR NMARREEE T U A A ROR s A
B B R R N R AR AR, R A A ) B

Iz S, R A ) B e

Z AT 55 5% 2 AT DAAE A XU k23 8 o R AR
FY, 3 B 45 R PG R g AR 2 E, B
) 4% 155 78 4 53] & DSCS! TR UNet. 7 Bh 357tk |
Nt 7 EhASEIMBAR R AW, DAOREFE @A 55 A
SrRUES I . ARSI B B 2R HI A
IIZEHE B A R R, AR .

A& 458 T W 2 TR AR 58 SO — AN XK, A
FE X H A X 35 (stroke-affected region) i
HW (cerebrospinal fluid, CSF), iX 1] #8252 M7
TBIT AR o SCHER[6514 Hh XS M) [X 38058 SR H L€
SRR B ELE - X8, FERR R G 8 g R 4k
FIE IS 8T KIA FERRIX K
i B AR TR D) AN AR BT /N E B CSF
(CSFHI = +2E Hh S AR A « il Jetk.
XEEIR X 38 OSRNG0 BT 55 S5 i R AR AR X
— I RAES S G, DARERIHER 2

i 25 v 43 F AR B SB35 #2 - (thrombolysis in ce-
rebral infarction, TICD V¥ 2 5l B2 Wb XUE 7
A EH B A BRI S SR A SR, K2R
FARFEWMES T —A, BAEEEENIZIAN
KR o SQMLP-net!™ [ i 47 b 6 H3 45 43 #1 Al
TICIVE SR, A — A B A S R 1) D9 2% 4k B3 7
AN S5 (8] R RH DA 0 53 S5 12 o

BiA% 22 7 &R M 4% (mirror difference aware
network, MDAN) VRIF T KK “thxf#r” I
Whr sl W 14 7R, B4, 2T UNet 45/ 1
Siamese % it i 42 418 i 4 P 450 R0 380 % PR A R
AN, #RJ5, F Siamese X LU M B 451 < AL T 544407
BMZSY I (mirror position-based difference aug-
mentation, MDA) it — 0 kb B g b5 J5 B 7 AIE
B, H )2 38 I 3 AR A ) AN X AR SRS e 5 [X
o N T T KRG 2 BT FR R AR AR A% 328 B AR B
a5, BEAEEE A T S BRHIERES (mirror fea-
ture fusion, MFF) i, &) H Tl 45 R

W-Net' 4145 — A XUH B R B 224, 55 1N
B F CNN |1 =043 BB B RE 77 3R 15 R B 3 A2
EIE, 52 A BRI H transformer 1158 K 4% 5 E
N I I S AT A F . T S
W R AT 3 E], W-Net B 1F 1 N0 S8 T i
P, Bl S EHEH (boundary deformation mod-
ule, BDM) i 2 5fifit (boundary constraint
module, BCM), K I % A5R i1 5+ 1) 357 Z1) 5% A o
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MDA

IR

UNet /

TR mE IR IR

14 iR 2= 5 AN 2 T AR

BDM F| & 4 B 41 4632 S 4742 1E, BCM |
F 2 R 23 A5 RO B AR AT sh S 48

ALV ZRAAE AR RS SR TH A B M B, (HIm R
I NTEEIRIMMZE S5 AUI P IR, S &k
BB RS [ R A 2 75 2 FR 1 o
224 BRE

JE AR FE ) E 0 A TR A R S S
HERR AR ARIUCAS . 2583 ATLAS % 56 b K
AR R SR AR T/ MR A %2, MAPPING'™!
P ) AN, S E I R SRR N T
0.7 [ /N B 204 Rk 2 /N 993 A% 1) T e LA 0
SRIG, TR I B AR B = R (0.55) K
R LA RS . SR 45 R B R IR G Ab
FEWE REAR = A ER B PEAl EAR o
225 4

—RHIET AT ARG, XA 2R
AHEERHD. SR, B RAKEGMEL, E
FRARMB LGB, DS ERR .

TORIGIRAIAAN SRR R, AR
TRIMAEE . A3, ST (R S 56 R ) v B R
B IERI I, NSRRI 5] 5

ZRARAL I SR RE R RE B B2 THBE AL 1) T A
Ho SR, AR AR NGRS E 4, R
FORFRIRRY B R

VU 2 Ji b ST 7 0 235 R 4 24 R R
23 kR

B 7L LR IZRIRS, BT R Ok R 4L
SRV REARAT SO o AR TR A 2 i 2R R 4y
i F AR R R L

TR K £

B (Dice) ik FEN T MUUE L or# I Ik
FREARWE A E R A SRT, R IEFEA R/
Bir, Wm=4mEmfES, FRAERGI MY
SEOLR, — B0/ H AR5 2% T iR
TR A5 5 R B AR KR AR S, AT 5 BB FE AR Ak
JIZY

Dice i 2k TH 5 195 A& 1-Dice &%, = (1D

Jio
~ 2> 2,1-1:1 Pypyte
D 2 Pt 2 2 Pite
(D

Hrr, pel0, R 17 55 R Z I SEPrAs
s pel0, MRS AT+ 55/ FIGE 10 I T
e wxhAREHH R 8 e=107 F T B 1k
SrRENO; B SEBR AR Tk H I 5 4 IE A
T R e T8 L =00
2.3.2 Dice i X fe L ABAR K 455

(D 5 Zoosg Xtk g &

LA X J§ (binary cross entropy, BCE) {f
RBMGERMEER, B MRREN B Z,
CREZE 3 AT F) &) 5 0 B g A s 255 1) 8 4T EL AR
AT RZ2H0E oy El st . (HEH —MEE
B 72 R FHRE S BIAT RS SO, W
sERNHEETTENTERER (HETIEfAEAR
B R A7), 3 2 A8 45 B AL ™ B i m) 15
50, FEOFIRRAE. BCEATHER W T :

EBCE:_|:pijlogpij+ (1 —pij)log (1 —pljﬂ (2)

2.3.1

EDice =1
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ARz H5%

R, BF 50N B2 2% B K Dice 4 5 11 BCE 151 2k &A%
AR, (EEAFEANTARIEO T, 7 LU IR
%[\% BET%HZA&S&SS_%] .

Q) HihAkmd s

1%} Dice 51 2 F BCE 4 2K % 185 S 43 1 o 1F 471
PRE A AN ST # BB £ 1, 3 5 2 R O i
Feh, H R ML BRARE AT o # il 2
[ ) B

H G Ros 473 (0] Q sk brbrvE i (A EA,
IGFREMINT, q, FRFn MEFAE YT Q
FIALE, KTPES: QR WX (3) .

_DG(qn)7 anG
dcla,) = (3
ola.) Dylq,). A

X, Dy QR T VAl g, MG 1 5l B 25 s
z,o MIBR LR AFFE RS o WKL AS BB 1o 507 50
D (q,)=1lg, —zll-

W 10 A7 R R BOAE 0G T INBCE 38, k5

KR

Ly= %zllsa(”)ﬁéG(‘ln) 4

X, NRR TR QP SN, s, () RRS
HOR 0. H IR 7 FI M2

FTBL, A NHK Dice 0 R AN SR R 45 A A
LL3E i Dice 453 2% X 1E G 5 A AN~ iy b A U )

IEJ @[44,67] 3
(3) SEGIBBURILE G
kL 23 FE S5 A7 AE ™ B IR S AP e, R

BOR B S S RC A /N I SEA o SCHR[63 14 Dice 4 2%
5 545 2 AN sz 45 HH o0y (instance-wise and center-of-
instance, ICD $R&5G, LAAR S A4 1) @

ICT 44 2% % blob #1221 5 LesLoss!" Ja %, H1
S 2451 % 5 S AR A RX PR A 2L . FH R
TN A ) Q R SEBR AR VEET R 2 e 1 A IS
VTR EN 0 S o R T g o R S AT
% $: 4 F 2 M1 (connected component analysis,
CCA) My Fy, vhoyml H B A siefl,  $2 3
ERA A RRANI, S L, FHHn RoRALE

.

zi\;o_(Aia—i_H —-4/1 _a))(l —Pi:&g~ (l _pi)(l _gi))ylog (p;gi+ (1 _pi)(l _gi))

SEAF 2 453 2Rl 3k bl R g B S S4B AT 1% LS
SRR RS BT =2 5], DA RS S48 1) 2 B =
(5 Fx:

M

ﬁinstance = % z:]: 1 ‘Cseg ({ I)‘)C,ml{lyc,m r\Iy(‘,n # ®}} I’Iy[,n )

(5
e N F R MR T ELSESI AL MAR B
i sE i B, O RR .

S e 05 AT AL S 0 2 B B, 3
RAEAN S48 1 KN BRARAR 00 A — 46 A 1E 5 T
(2D) HOL AR (3D), it N C(LLo). FRdELL ST
SHOTH], BN 1. BRI T

Les=Loo (CUL 3150, CAL, ,1,_1,0) (6)

R (5) MR (6) Lo, T BLR AT A4 Bk
i1 Dice 1 e 8 4 (focal) #1217,

(4 HHIRRMBURME S

N TR IEFREAAS PG (1 o), & H Ak
S R B B o IS SR e TE R A 5 R
BEAT IO, HAUE o>1 I, AT AR EE R R AT
B SME o<t B, FTRUR/DENRIEREAS . P
A2 SV AN R AR R A T AE, TR
R IEREAR R R PR AR o Je TP 58 XS
focal 41 "k — B HEH T B ASRE y, M1 f AR
FEARRIRAR AN, T RAEREA R AE R, 8 n 1
XF R HEREAC IR I, (AR B 22 b B v 76 TR HERE A
7> b

AT, DL ERURAE B IEREAR . A FE B AR
A, P EH R MAER R A P4 . TSRL-Net™™
PR 7R B AR R, I T R AR
KA R IAEFEARRIR, HrphJEA N REREIEFEA
(SR AR DX I R Iy BB I o ke A . BRAEFEAIX
AW E T

Axxﬂ+m,y><ﬂ+n:Sign(ZfZOZfzogxxﬂ+i,y><ﬂ+j) D
Horp, pRRREN T, gRmBEELDEIE, mne
[0,8), x,ye[0,H/B), HRRNEGEE., KEREX
BN FTEFEARR, W PSR OGE IERE AT K
RIS, B G D B AR AR R, DLPA i
RERRE, R EAD

(8

loss =

Hod, o ROREN X BRI AN E, ®EBRK
T 0.5 LR Ry WA, pe[0,5) 135 %] A HEFE i

N

AT FRRE A KPR L, N RO R TP R A R i
B, p ORI 7 IR
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— o B4R R U F A2 Dice 11k, R
o A AR, AEAEIIZGad RS, Nk
H 2> B M 4 2K bR U AR E 1

Tt 2R GG Re % T B v iRk Dice 457 2% (1) Gk
o AR, SRR R A BCE B E A R L. XS
TAFERES, mAERERGEA—FE,

2.4 BAFIEMBEXTEL

ENRATRERITEGE, BEARIPL T E
BLITRAE AL YRS 1 RE . Multi-path 2.5D
CNNP? 1 Fine-grained segmentation'®™ £ 52 j, i #¢
W AN R, PIARATT 8 52K A o R
A A IEAREZRAE NS IR 2
REANL H “+” K508 . METranse™ ff] Dice %
Bz T HAW DT, WRE R 4R Dice 3L,

1 T A8 L3 T ATLAS $dfs 5 1) SCHR R B i 4
RSN R4 77 X, 223 ok s it e g
(P EHE R 205 B o BRSOk B AR R 4y 07 A
m, AREENSRARSEHEZET M, HE%Es
ARG T XSRS, DRt —E 3%,
AT LA 2, TIRECAd k458 S IE R U7 V5 ) S5 4
RERE/N, BA—ENHRE.

X EMESS IR, R SRESE, EEK
IRAR MR 378 76 BE R I SRER 25 5, & SCRRPITIL )
I, AWA—FE, MRS, bR H
JETRIZAN G

WAL, BT IR L5 > IR 26 o b o3 B 7 ke
AERIETH 0] 5 3 N AH%AE 55 Bk P AL
WERMIIT R

3 BtEERE
ER ARV B S STAE R A A A 2 05 1R R T
il F) L RIS R 10 7, B H AT VR 2 R i

Mo B st

ogl Ot
B Fomakt
0.6 -

0.4+

02+

Frial L2 Ful3 4
EI15 9O B b RN A CEARR AT S ELD o ANk DT IXT04RZR s ikl Ix10 B 5x10K 5 Kiikk: KT 5x10k%. B RE X
ik [68].

YT R A
3.1 RIS REM

SFFAFEEE, BERRIR. L. KR
H&EAAER 1R, TEREARERIE T,
I3 ok () 22 RE PR 2 RS AR PR I onE 5

K15 578 T ATLAS v1.2 3086 & & ok 48
KNI ARG B o M2 BT (R IF 7212408 g sz i o 5
AFCLRIL, ANE TR R R 2% SR A
WEE, BRREA SRR/ (e 8)
RIS R ZE. TR, BAE R G R
B Dice 3.

EEXZIA R, BT DA FR A o e . e
N O AN ) G W LR S 2 2\ e [
TRFFER BTSSR R i HiE AR
ARy R 77 3. bedn, A A ot g g O
TE R BUSE RE AR . A BB Rl HE S SR
AW, KR A e BE AL P A BB AR AR, )
AT U AREA I LR AR AR ) 25 8
AW BT ISR, 7E B T 0 2% R S e ) 1 R
I, B A B s P A TR B SRR A IR AR
3.2 fRktana F AR

XA RIS, AR Oy EE, bk
FR B HRGEE T S, WILIREMEE 5 e Ay
52, FTLA Kk i Sd LU, A S

BEXTZ ] 8, W] DA TR 2 5 A 0% 1) 4 2K e
U, FEAR A A R AR R 0 3 A
71, WIS BB A o R R R i R Bk
Ab, BAMRAER R R AR, B e EhR
M AE N IE R AL S, BRI 55 9 kb
Jei BT DAARHE R 2 {8 R AR B
ity SO Kk () FEA e M, 5 B e A TR R 1
RIIpI AL o

Huls e LN L8 9
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*F3 REFIRTREZESRESZININE T EEALBUEE EAMEREXTEL
GRS ZARHE N En LioaT e J7i%: SEHG 45 R (Dice RE0D
229 42T X IE SAN-Net!*®) 0.5711
229 B — Ik A8 XBRATE FAN-Net®”! 0.5591
239 NPT X WaiiE W-Net'®”) 0.6176
229 FATAE LA X-Neti*” 0.4867
54+ 45 TS XIATE Multi-path 2.5D CNNE”! 0.62
229 FHTAE XIAIE MI-UNet* 0.5672
229 TS X UAIE A 3D+2D CNN approach!™” 0.5625
239 A28 X YiE Hybrid Dice loss™*® 0.5738
229 A3 X HHIE DFENet*” 0.5457
229 T2 X EHIE MDAN 0.5662
220 FHTAE X IAIE MLiRA-Net"! 0.6119
304 Tidfr 28 X iE METransel”! 0.931
229 80% 25 20% il ik D-UNet™™™ 0.5349
ATLAS 229 80% Y11 25 20% il st e-UNets™ 0.592
229 80% 1 5. 20% Mt AGMR-Net™® 0.594
229 80% 125 . 20% il ik TSRL-Net!®¥ 0.634
239 60% I 25 .20% BT . 20% il sk Variational mode decomposition™>”) 0.6684
229 70% Y15 .30% il % MSDF-Net!*” 0.6875
229 70% %5 30% 1R MUDCap3!®! 0.67
229 52% 125+ 18% BHiE «30% st CLCI-Net*!! 0.581
229 52% 1125 18% B IE . 30% Wik Multi-task™”! 0.518
239 76% W25 11% 3010F  13% MR 3D residual CNN™! 0.64
229 80% 1 %5+ 10% BHiE « 10% it ME-Net?®!) 0.6353
220 77% P15 23% il ik Priors from healthy subjects”” 0.6256
229 77% N5 23% M STHarDNet™® 0.5547
220 77% W25 23% MR CarveMix* 0.6391
220 + 60 80% VNI 25+ 10% B 11F + 10% T Fine-grained segmentation!®” 0.5596
655 TLHTAE X AIE 3D UNetl™ 0.65
955 655 112,300 i MAPPING [ 0.6667
ATLAS R2.0 } ‘ ‘ 631
955 600 Y1555 331 300 izt ICI loss 0.5817
655 80% V1125 20% il st SQMLP-net!*” 0.7098
64 FHTAE X IAIE AGMR-Net™® 0.614
ISLES 64 FidfrAE X iE METransel™”! 0.793
28 A2 X IE TSRL-Net!*¥ 0.640

33 HIESEMRIEEKX

HHT, 05k 2 30 1 28 Sbn v 2 I PR R AR 1 30
g, XM TAEFREEENESER. MAZHE
WEATEE LI EMSIT B, XMIUTE
SR AGRRICHERE R

BEXFIZ IR AR, T DA R g 2 M e U
bl LN 1P RS qE0F TR TRE & i¥ il N R 10N
FRAc B R I GRS ) B o b S0 i)
g, FERbRICFEEIE N BLE R 38 55 5 1R AR,
(R IEREAE, i T Kb A FAth 5 B AR ASARABL)

GOREART P IE GRE Ao 35 1 0 24 2 > LR 1 v
FFIE, A Chmic S fiom B 2 >0, X kst
TR, IR T I 25 1) 7 1 g

FER 25 i Ak oy JIAESS b, EAAHRBT SR
Tt A UL g e A S O o i 2 gt
AL — 1] e
34 AEFLHEESHERK

BLAS 5 SRR R BG4 AT R B st 2 AT Budla o0
A2, TASFE B MR AL 35407 51 AR
D RECC BB AR ERXMELT, 1’
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THE Tz ALt /e — KM, K451 7 ATLAS
v12 B A EE R, AT LR B L AR E
KES. B, INRBT LG4 E K8 I
W, ASFEANE RIS KA E . 0 ARG
RIATF B 3T IR LPCR S . =, MR RE

B — & BMEEHE— & 3RG wlgef A
] () AR P Lo X B PR 35 T B AN [F] RO A A T2
AFAE B RMERE . 7 ATLAS R2.0 A rfr, BE#E %
PRGN, SIAEZMAR 0, AN AR
A3 5110 PR HE

%4 ATLAS v12 ¥i#ERIE CRECEL [68] )

HLfE R (DAL FR B3 NE
Medical University General Hospital LHEPRE GE 750 Discovery 55
University of Tiibingen THLIE P AR GE Signa Excite 34
Sunnaas Rehabilitation Hospital MR T Siemens Trio 27
Department of Psychology TR 2k HE R Phillips Achieva 27
Child Mind Institute EEAL Siemens Trio 14
i)it}llzl}lrcsh-iaKtilirclel:;t::: F[H 2R Siemens Trio 11
University of Texas Medical Branch S [0 7R 4 rifin GE 750 Discovery 35
University of Michigan 5[ e Siemens Trio 14

bt B, AT DR A aE R
SR G G A AR Ay Bl . b, EVIZRRY
BOMAF A 25, WIS A1 B Ao 3t 5
GBI R0 g B s L A0 ARFAE R AT 2028
i 2 R ) 28 I A W O BT 2R, R SRR
HFR SRR R, AEAS A 5 H ARl s 0 73 A
FAPCERE™, o 5] A R 3R O B 2 5 e
AT DA IR B8 0 At b bR 82 5 1 2R84 43 A
AR B,

A ARSI — i Rl sk, T UK B
— SRy PO AR A A SR A (2 AL B T HEAT BT
A G5 z-score VA — AUV B 2 9 45U RS %
SAN-Net"™ B i1 7 — Fft #5 A (5 3& 5% S 4 1 — 1k
(masked adaptive instance normalization, MAIN)
Bk, BRI MANVIRSE, KBkEAR
B MR BB FR e 500 R e, BLR
/b 3 1) ) 25 5 . SAN-Net'™ i | i 8 J& = # )2
(gradient reversal layer, GRL) " "*°Vi& {§f UNet %
TS P 2R 4% 7 ST AR R, Uit — D4R
HEALZ AR ST . [AIRE 3245 5E z-score I — 427 i)
K, FAN-Net™ $8 t 3 {8 HL i 1) (5 3 R bz 1L
(fourier-based adaptive normalization, FAN) ik,
X AN [ 5 A B2 B R AT B AT S S
>, AHEEUR R RS BT A0 —1k, DR
B AL R

3.5 RIPBEMBIERFA

PR BB AR, HE & ES S 2 0
AT SR BT RS PR AR BRER, B
B FACRY ] R [RIRE R 1) T R 255 M R &, BHAS T
TRPE 5 SR 25 o ek A B R 2 N

EEXPi el @, ] LA R R A o) TR 2
AU B 2 5] A R 55 3 A S
5y, BRI S M T Ly, B A
TEAMINZR, YIZRAT 2R BRSO R S 5t
Z RS, IXFEERETE R S FRRA I AT T AR AR
SEBERL. fEURIERE b, BEFREE ) on s 31 eg
i s g AR T, BRRE AR
HEA, WMEeRFR A BB . F b,
AT DK B 2 S R AT 5523 51" &, 2415
ATVEFE R, HEI%, WMEEIAHERN . 5
PR 28 REAE B BRE TR
3.6 IEEKEBBEZENE

— Mok UL, BT R, LG R
i, HBERA T RS SRR 2NN &
PN R & S SUDNINE ENIYNE 2SS
WARAE, KERMTFESCRIRT, X RERE 2]
T 05 2 HR 9 et 4 S AT A T s A I FH R 2 2005 R )
SR 7] R

T3t i% ) L
AN SI R AR (N

|

Al DL AR R Y, g
L ES AL LA
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ARz H5%

T e AN R AL N, R
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