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6 )LIZ B2 VPG G ) LA () 3 AR B4R AR
&1 L iR LB B F R UREE 7 A, — MO BN R
5510 & B B TE R B, R G ) Lizsh 56U
WA BB A RS KBRS, I6)LAEKZ R
5%, FERT BEHG 0L FOAE RS R

BT, E00G ) Lizsh e —sebroy 2o i B
PRI, AR SZ MR 22 S s OR, LR Bh k> & N
MR R B T BRI A Z A6, B B R UG
(magnetic resonance imaging, MRD #] 4 B4 G )L
B3, (B TCIERE G PUseh PP, HANE AR
TR, BE#E N T4 ¢ (artificial intelligence, AD [
PUE R R AR I BACEH AR, R Al
XG )L sh HEAT B 8 iR 32 2032 R AR SCX
ALTENR LB B VAL S K L HEAT 250k, & 78 i
PREZ B H IR LIz B TPAS IR S 25 k4, I ALTE
ATV A N FH AR AR BT LA

1 Al 5ENA

AL TR — AR FE 408, & 72
BiE e TAT 75 2N KR Re A e T8 AR 55 UL 2%
SEPLE FEHW AR e R P HLEE% 2] (machine
learning, ML) /& SZHL Al F R B F B v —, il H#
BRI 5SROt SR HEAT UIN R 20, ot 43
TR 25 S AR )N SR B 4 (AR 2 e TR AT AE
GY N ) O A S A e e )

7% 2% >] (deep learning, DL) /& ML f— 1
&, FIHth AW/ RHEA R . S5&40 ML AH
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EC, DL AT % KT ahhrvEEds gt 525
R A, T AR N TAHZ N 2% H 3 R G5
HERBUHECHRFAE " FEVIZRE AR, @B A
X 4% (convolutional neural network, CNN) %5577k
TR ZH, WA R R HI AL DL 722 2 BB
IIHTAIEAT R ST, I X 2 THELIEE S
(computed tomography, CT) F1 MRI &% #4r 25 7
EI) o U AN T HE"

AT JE 0 R M PR S il R AR AE B4R B0 A
FEARE, AT e SCIN R ) LIS B RS AE VPSR e U, A7
SRR L s A s B2k T A .

2 Al 7EBR/LBEhiT & s A 2 A

2.1 Al fEfG ) LiZ gl G 3 b s W e 1) 52
R TR G ) LEE e YRS G ) Liz sh Al
W, SRS R 5 52 BHRAE N Mk Re
TR . Al BE HBhRBGE S KRS 5, K
PR TCVER A FVRRAE, A BT el i & ) 2= 5
P2 WG R
H1 T i J LA i) 25 ) H A AR AR D e A0, i
JLIZ B PRHAEME LLHERA PEEL . Sridar "R LT
YRR E B2 07, X 14 FARITIR ) LA F I
BIEAT RS o A A TE I ROE T 2R CNN, 43
FH TG L7 75 B A4 MG R IG ) Lt A4 1 0 0 DX 33, 5
T AR RS . T SEBLNT iR ) Lz 3l 75 EHE
MIRGHES 2K o
AR, RN AE A R AR e, iR Lz
FINREEVEAL AT BE, (EAEAE B R B 2% b3
ok K 4k 1) B JE AL BE 2% (graphics processing unit,
GPU) WAEA FR BN ) LA AR HE LLVTAL 55 . Yang
S SRR = 4ER ) LIZ A PPN HESE (Fetus Map
V2) k5 il R BkAY . @t ik GPU A7 EE R
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FH B 27 ol A A 25 R TRV S IR B R
SJTNEEL T E N LB HVHE, I KB = 4L iR
JLEEFEF 4R (1 000 1) _FEAT 1) iz SER A 2 7
LEANAER

IEAh, AT REfE L T8 75 GO0 iR Lz 3 g 12
1T ERHE W . Miyagi 2" R HATUR 19 ~ 38 s
JURATHI 0k S PR B dh , TR T BT R AR & I 2%
ZEH CNN [ AL 53 258%, X LI 345 2 28 i vl
ik 0.984, iIX A B THEHERG ) LRI R & HIWT 7t .
Ribes 5"l FISCHF I 2= AL (SVMD VTR ) Liz 3 2
BOHEAT 73 AL B, 2 AR B [X 3 TR iR LA B
JURY R AR Ry 5 LSRRI & A 4 b S e g iR =
439N 100%- 100%.35% 1% 0%, ARG LA B 5
IR TR
2.2 ATEEMRIGZE T ARZW PN ek,
ATHARAE MRI BUE Y FAL BEF 5 b B e i S H , <k
LT XSG LIS B R L PR 2 L Al A 42K

K& 5 E172 MR BRI HT i B EARSS 2 — . i
o ATEEAR, WS iR JLiZ 3 MRI B A1 7
#). Singh PR SR EBHEIE B IRER 5%, 7T E
B SR G 2z S miliG JLiz sl ,  H S AL
THARTE, T T4 T 06 LiE3) 1) MRI B 15
FFIRAE o

Bowles %51 F {8 BL AR 3RO I SRR
HL SR FE R Rl (cine-megnetic resonance imaging,
cine-MRD #EAT & 5%, H B2 BUIR J LA B A
KLHIFLINZ 3, R I A A 43 Al S A B, XK
FEAR N T TUAL 3 (1) A 5 R0 8] RS A

BT AL HIRI MRIEE 24T, fed 216JLIY
ENIZE), ARG ) LS SR &R . Vasung % F]
FH CNN R Dt AL 16 ) LI Az 5, 7R 1 5200

AL E I RHAR R (e FIR LR E (iR %

). Verbruggen 2™ 3T cine-MRI £l /4 # T Jifi
LT IR B RS HA BR oY, 73 # s )L 4238 3)
i BT AR LT, A BT R0 38 I o ma % XU (1) 5
B, MAh, Xu ZEPE ] MRI 454 DL 5%, 1
o ARG ) Lbr s CRRRI T R DT LI A B
WO RAG TR I LEES, FAG I LA 96.4%.
2.3 Al Al & AE R Lz shder il o i v A
LR MRIZECAS FH EL, 7] 27 S e A s % B

Modern Practical Medicine, April 2025, Vol.37, No.4

FRAER AR (8 nTFE KA MR G ) LiZ s AL

T2 TR J LI A4 iz 2 v 28 3k ise & o
o, Alting SR T —MEZ A IEERCE 5 AN
FETHIEE 5 5 Ak ir B (1 ~ 20 Hz) For
(0.5 sepoch) . 1% B8 83 /NGt THRFAE AN B ML AR
RO A, R 03 B T SC R B dk o 53 21 5 ik B
FEBIBRIZ B, R 70%, FHIETINE S 65%.

BT BHTIG ) Uiz s i Em 2= A% Z 0B in
JLIZ BN MESE , Qin S O A BT ] 7 s & 1 iG )L,
BRI RS, KRR S EREFEIEMIEZ LS
i£% (orthogonal matching pursuit, OMP) 2%, &5 s
ISR B vERfTE (89.74%) . Delay 28 ' i i
CNN, Sf AN BETHY z Il A B A7 4026 .
CNN 72883 1E 96 M AR AL R EFEATIIZE, UL
24 NN B E A AT I, AL RN
FAPEZ 86%, BFHTER 7%.

BFXFRATUE SR IUAXE /248 ML 73 a8 12
AU 5 R I FR R A, Liang S5 & T JEIR AT
Rl R4t GoF R /R 2 98T TRAL B, ith 1A%
Gy B PRI TOIEAL I . AN AT T BE L S A S AN
&, F I ] A RO O 43 BT ) ML 78 i o
T T NERA IS 1A B 1AL o IR OMP
BEVERAN 5 i SR S, PRSI E 5 AT B sh VLR
ARG, 5 GRIG ) Lia shiRml Bk AH B, 2R
BHETTMAEAR = T 4.74%~ 12.74%. ME4h, Ling 25
FE AR IR R I AU N ERFIE SR, 5 S
WAV B 6 B 3 S L (light gradient boosting ma-
chine, Light GBM) 8 AH &5 4, A DLtk ib
Hy% (bayesian optimization algorithm, BOA) % Light
GBM WAL ATARAL, I HUSEEL T XA ) Liz 3 11
AT AR o
24 ALESWGE G ) Lizsh v TP RIN H AW A
K, e G ) Uiz 3 vl e S BUR A S 15
R A= 2 5] = [k, 78 2 W PR AL
faLizsh & BER . ST AL AT AR,
A EH BRI SA E SRR S T R . W]
SEZAT M 7 R, S B IR A Al S B S
[UREAS I

Ghi &P DL NG HE R 12 W« S brifk”, 15K S Ab
PR #% (tensor processing unit, TPU) % L, 2k T
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R AT B 2 I 25 9 ML Bk, SRIXMIR )Lk
L B, AT VERA X 0 56 R RR ) Lk A AL B - Mar-
cadent &R FH I ) Lk B 52 gt 1) DSV HE 1) 55 DL
BRI GE A WIS, T T 0 WV ER B e )Lk 0
B3, AR T AP AT AT I (B 195 kil
B . TR T A, T AT G Bl 75 IR
SERLNIR LK FRIZ B AT 4T 1% . Morchi S5 &2 14
PG WA AT 6, T ST I i A R o, i
JUEERHA T B WRIALEL, SR UGG )Lk R AL E e
AR 2, BB R AL 7 AR T L T A .
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B I B S5 P S AN RS ) B R 22 e, R IR
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i} (gradient-weighted class activation mapping, Grad-
CAMD ZERRRIG SRS i AT R, AT BE 47 b
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RSy AR, B ER BEFEA XS . 52
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