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FERFR G HATE”, FRAERANL2024F E A GHRETAHR”. THEOK
EBRGEARERBEEALTTIN. BXELHALITXTE 1T, BEREKX
AARITXNELZAFIEIN. BEEREARREEL T T TIT. B s
ATGHABFEETHREXAXELETITAE AT L HE4T; ¥ ERX AL
F228, BRANST, #iL5T0 Eh T E R RAZ — R E R E#H Y —F X377,
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E ok, A% fb(artificial intelligence, Al)F= X 3k38 (big data)H R AEJRE LB . AR
AR EIETT . TF R IE ST Ao B AR P ARE) T T2 A . REFRAVIUREF 3 A REAL
BARE XHE TRBBEL T AR EFRZEEA TEHEA, AT RE AL ZILREEG AR
AT ARG T . BERRRELF P, KB, AR FER ST 8. ABHBIAT i R F=AL
IR Zh 44 FE K B 1E RLAST AR —F E T AR MR A LSRR, R, CEFR. K
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Abstract In recent years, Al (artificial intelligence) and big data technologies have been widely applied in
cancer diagnosis, precision medicine, radiotherapy, and cancer research. Al, especially deep learning and big data,
has contributed substantially to enhancing the quality and efficiency of cancer diagnosis and treatment, facilitat-
ing personalized and precise treatment for individual patients. In the treatment of nasopharyngeal carcinoma, Al-
assisted contouring, radiotherapy planning, and adaptive radiotherapy have significantly advanced clinical decision-
making, enabling more personalized treatment strategies. However, ethical concerns, technical limitations, and
barriers in clinical implementation remain critical challenges. This article highlights significant advancements in
the application of Al in oncology and explores how big data and Al-assisted technologies are reshaping clinical

decision-making in NPC treatment. Finally, it analyzes the challenges of Al and big data’s application for cancer

diagnosis and treatment, and offers perspectives on their potential impacts on future clinical practice.
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1956 2K, FEIEFe o Wi AT it & b, %
RGFEMIL T “ N T8 BE (artificial intelligence,
ADNEN— AR N LR e — APl g2 1
BLES , B AT LA S R0 s N8 Ay Hh 45 5 2 1A
IR R AL, SR 5 Btz FH I P 60 BT 4N
PR AT g M, X T, REFRFEAR. &
R RS BRI T AL TERE, RTE T
N FTEH, {F AVBIA I SRk B s P, HERRMG A
L=

ST, HL#S 2% 2] (machine learning)/2& SEH1
N LB RER %, IR % 2] (deep learning) /&AL
BB Mo TREE S S S IR BE A 22 M 2% (deep
neural network, DNN)KFF & HAG 2 ANFa5E 2 1) 5= 2%
R, L5325 PSS 2 ) 0080 A e Pty 25 SR, A%
GrIIHLES 5 2] (ML) AR T REAE SR LS, BORAE
BN B S A B s (i BUER R B ) e 45 9 AH 5%
(R AR AE o TR B 27 2 Bk B S ah 24
g2k 5 B 3% 2] i id AR E AT 55 R )2 IR
FEC-4, X FhEe IR AT REARRE T ONAT A IRFEF S
EReAE BN BEGRE . B SR HAAE S
b PR WAESS A B idE 2

H AT, ATCAE 2 AN ) & P 55 U 1 i
BT A B R, B4E BUE 40 25 AR 18 2R 0
H SRR T AR 5 ) e 21l ) — A E
Kite. AL TARMET B, fEERUEEN, &
KEJLF S TSR NN 70 22— (16.8%), 5 AFA%
YePb o A6 T NE I DY 73 2 —(22.8%)1); ALk, A
FA NI UEIRZ P AVHAT R TR IZ . R
TiUJG T VB IT SRS AL A 25 Mt A 5, DA =

artificial intelligence; big data; diagnosis of cancer; precision medicine; nasopharyngeal carci-

TEIE T 2 W —1a 97 "R RCRFIRCE , $em B E A
A3, FR Rt R A& B 4l . B §i MR 40
R 5 ATIEFLES P8 S BIXHR FE 22 ST A . 7R
TRPE 25 2B R BRI M 2% (convolutional neural
network, CNN)#& 5 i FH 44 . & COpk H T e
o IEAS I S AR 43 BRI R 7 R 4y R AT 55 R ¥,

KEHE (big data) 5 & A& Gt 8k AL BR AR A A /2
DAL FR R B2 BT a5, KA G M E 2k
U AR R EIES s ss f e B . £
I AR, REE AT LIRS B e X 1g(nxP)=THIEL
e LA n MRS, PSR, FURr PR SRR
FRRE L PRAR MR RD, ARk, BTl %
(electronic health records, EHR)FNHAth i e AH A5 5
FOA B R S AT W AR S e A 1) S S AR
BTy . BRIER 2 IR JiE B o B S At SRt T fR A
TAER, X A A A A DA S AT R bR T B LAY
R PR B 9T ) R4 5 B ks 4 1O Btk 2 A, g
iE R AR SR BE 5 I TS &, AT LA 2
DALHT TGV UM B B R B 0RO R o IX EE Tl AsE 28 ]
F T B R AS Bf (12 W T B AP s s, A Bh
THE AR IR T HRRE T,

1 ATERSEERE. B8 7K
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U T Al o N TG AR P ) S 2% 1 R 9 77
1.1 BIERTFE R R HRIZ BT

Jee i U A A5 B T PRI — L WL RE BB T2
B3 FRC I 18] 2 1R e 9 72 (i 2900 v 5 vp )
b Bz P98 AR R0 K g e s A ) R PR R AL ), ad
TR YT IR L U AR AT AR RE T A R 1 R 26 1T
ot #0725, WENTZENSENZ U & 7 —Fh 3t
TR SUG A S AR vE ) p16/Ki-67 X G 4l i 24 U Fr
(IR JE 2 12 WA . FEAS IR, 5 E IR A
AN TSR g Al 2= ) AR B, A2 TR B
A6 AF ) B R0 N B e (e e, ELRR IR 2 30%
AN R E SRS 2 (41.9% vs 60.1%); 1E 1R = 2%
A R NIRAR T RIS NSRRI EdH
AR AT, — LS 1 05844 B I AT HE PERE ML
HRIGRTE R, S4B M L, ATBh4S
Ji B A 2 AT 2 R v AR A HE 2R.(29.1% vs 20.3%) AT
A7 A R IR 1) 38, X AR T ATG Bh 45
T B I T BE 2 N R U7 R v N R A
HERIONEE, RO IR H 2R R 5 1%, 46
I e 0 22 35 22 A3 %1

FEAFR S THE LT Z 494 (low dose computed
tomography, LDCT) A1 7L IR 2H 1 X e A 2w idh A7
IS 225 75 R LR ZE 5 1 B Sk A 43 28, BAA T it
AL TR A AR 2 W U RoE ; 5T CNN A
AT I F|80%F 95% 1) 4> K HERR %20, MCKINNEY
LR H = A FONNIBE R A G @ T — AT
FUIRETFEHIALR S . X =N CNNBLEL /) 4 5
AR . BN T AN 1 E TS AT, AR —
AT OFN 1 0] ()i XU 70 85, 28 408 1) e 28 Fl]
G AL AT AR RS SO 45 R )~ A . R &R
GuitAT FUMIE O 2T, 5 DR S B8 rh 4l LR 1 R G
WA B, B BE P AR B 1 1) B 3 A i fE—
T35 67 JEUS RS A IS PPA B 7T, AR BRI
SRS W o 1 2 LU 657 JEC R IR AR S 2 v I 2 v
11.5%. [HAFERE R, ZALR SR A H E K 1)
MARE S R I FRIFE R, RFHA R I
SRR B 2 O .

Jee RE S S ARG I (1) — A7 M IR I TR B
L RAS I SRAF 1 34 8 DN A (circulating tumor DNA,
ctDNA) 5 4H B i 25 DNA(cell-free DNA, cfNDA)]
WARIERG A . COHENZE PR /& T CancerSEEK K
IEREHAR, FIFH ctDNAXT 8 i 2R AL 31T FL IS

MADFRI . ) FH CancerSEEK, B 26Xt 1654 HE K 5848
AI8F iR i [ R A AT @ 4 [ A BL AL A Hr, 5
XIREA AT R RE A M 7325 . AR5 A0 AL AR AR 432
TN RERE Y, R 2 E39%284% 2 [A]. AR
A RS 5 e R A WU 5 T R )R, (Hie A Ak
AT R R PR TR G pLas 5 S L, BEE A
TR Ao v SRR B R 22 | TR P A ST AR )
I FH e 3 B N T30 AR BB I R AIE , FF 0T BE SR
GG 22 PP R 2 R 3 o R R A 2

1.2 EEAIZE. 7EFRDER

FE T CNN PR B OB 32 i e 8 A1
1 25 B PG [ A B 5 ) e (whole slide im-
age, WSD)|P9, BE2252 48 [0 CTHMZ IR R (mag-
netic resonance imaging, MR . W 31 6: &% (10
BEB T ZRWE. SWess ) MRS BEGER2
Wi % 0 oo S TR RN e S B A . [
M AR, XA Z R I AN T L X
(I el R . ERIEIZ W T, B TR
2 2] BB AL AR 20 200 3R] R0 A e 7 T
RO T W= IR T 2. WANGSE Pt 12T
o3 B RHAE R G VE VP AL R AE ) CHIEFRE A . 14515
(ISR T AR TINGR T 3% BB fE 1 50075k AR
FRVERIY) A EUE B AT IR I B R R, AT Aok
7 50 2 T8 2 1 2 ] 45 S R R AR S Y
5, G AEME 6775k WS #EAT 1) 55 Ha B IR,
308 3 220 ) AN [ e R 248 28 T PR AR R 22 e 2k, 44
AN A . CHIEF [P A8 78 6055 Ja S A I
g S T A DR ZE AR AT TRl R A A7 A T A
1) 2 BT 55 A3 B 5e0E , il s 00T B Al i
S (PR 5 SR, ST B A 11K 36.1% . FEF
F WSIAHI HE(hematoxylin-eosin) 4% 2,12 Wi itk B2 45 FL
Jiea e R 1Y) — Ik [ B 3E 28 (CAMELYON16) 1, e f:
CNNHE (BT GoogLeNet 2Lk rAR AL ) i2 Wi 7L it e
11521\ HH Z6 (receiver operating characteristic curve,
ROC)F Hli 26 I # (area under curve, AUC)>40.994,
HaE FlEE T AUCH0.884 1 e (i B4 5%, 1fif o
ARSI,

FEALH CT. MRIERIE B 73 2 4348 (posi-
tron emission computed tomography, PET/CT)flI
W B RS W O T 1, VR FE A ST IR )
N WA KR E . YUANZE BORER 7 —Fh 3L T
B CTHY BRI 73 2545 , 1 H] =4k ResNet 5% Tl
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W25 e PRI B B P MR A e, F A2 M o e P I
Fe i AUCH 0.922, KK T H AL 38 CTi2 W i
AUC(0.791). #£ 5 —TiHf i, KEZEPR| 4 10044
LY (nasopharyngeal carcinoma, NPC) £ % ) MRI
EG I 2 AR 7 — A B A W =4E DenseNet,
VLAY AT DL X 73 S MR e A B P R 64 A 1 s, G
EWI AUCH 0.95~0.97. TENFIER £ 77 1H, LUO
&5 PIE — I 2 it 78 R Google T K [ Incep-
tion-V3HEARU N B, FR T — P T S22 i Bl
3B 1 15 1 ALZ W R 48 (GRAIDS); H7E— T
Je 7N GEAN A G0 = Bt B i S PR A 9 gk AT 1
AN EEBEZ W EIEATETE ) AUCM 0.91550.977 A
&, SNEBE T RS W RAEL, BT IRER N
PR RIS WA . Rl I SEARE A 7 42 = 5
J B IX IR B3t 12 W A 1 20 R0 R0 3 T T B A I A 3R
Ao &, U1 RIX LS AR )P BE RE g il it £
O RTHE TR SR BESE, R4 A AR B S i 12
WritE A PE 7 T R ¥E EEAE R, JUH AR Z 8 X
Bt o

bR T =0y R AE 12 W Ah, VR JE 5 51 IE B
F T 58 BBk R 1) e 0 43 SRR 4r G AF %5 . COU-
DRAY % BAH K 7 JF Inception- V3 A 4 2 1)
DeepPATHE Y | K fili 2H 23 ) WST43 v =38 (IE 7 -
it Hit Je AN il 92 ), RIE ) AUC N 0.97 . Inception-
VBRI i DI 25 FH T 1T 81 e 1Y) H 31 Gleason
Iy, ATREAY 5 0 B 27 5 ) Wi 4 R 1) — ik )
75%, WA BT IR R e AL T IR AR R AT
JEERE IR FE > 2 ; ZHOUZEPHEE T SENet Al DenseNet
FER T — ol e 110 9 B 2% 23 2 T S 284, m] ) F
MRIEG 50 -8 23 9% (K20 5 21 ), H: AUC
N0.83. LIRWFFLRE, AIESAE 2 KA 4r bl
HAB T [ S A5, Bk 315 % 500 24 1)
K

AR RS I A BER T, IR LeBE TR FE 4% 2
Rz THREA TG EAU B2 W KK &, B
R TRBH MR B, AR AL H G PR BT PPAL IE S S
G B T2 im s i 12 i (R v A 12 RT3, (R B 2 2
B ) SR AZ AT A R 1 — AP BOE RN R IO
1.3 FUMEENERERTFESFEH

— SO 5 2 AR B R BT A S A R T A 4
i L 2 PG T e i 1 9 E 35t RN SR WL gL A% S I
PEo 20 UIZRM CNNALAY 1] DUJE T HE 4% (4 1) it

W ST H 6 Fft AN [7] (14 356 PR 99 4% 5 75 Ak 3 (1 0 4K oA
FIHR, FUIIAS [F) 52 (K SR AZ 1) AUC M 0.733 %1 0.856 4
2602 F Inception-V3 AR L1 G F WSTR AT
P T ILRAS , AUC>0.7107, I 07T BT &
TET WSITR RN HEL . ROEERR. B
HA 3G AN R O DA R g SR DR AR R () AT L B, it
Ab VR 2 SRR O TN AN I R (1 S
P PRI FRAR R, it TR AFE 2 4 (microsatellite
instability, MSI)}R 7 P41 fifag 58 4% 41 4if (tumor mu-
tation burden, TMB)JR 2 MY, 1% S8 HE 2 Fil /2 75 X 4
PR B A BN YA T P A SN B AR A
YAMASHITA % BN Z5 MK 7 2% T MobileNetV2
BRI #% 2 ST B MSINet, w] Al R & V45 B
Ji S B HE QL €5 WS H MSDIRZAS #E4T = 7 28 9l
M, AUCH0.93. 75— TR FH WS A TMBXAR
BEER) BT T, WANGZEHOILL L 1 8Fh A [F] Y
TR 22 SRR | 55 R B GoogLeNet 2 B i TMBIR
BB BRI (AUC=0.75), T VGG-1952& 45 ¥
TMBIRZA 70 R I E A (AUC=0.82). LiRgE R
T, 7R TV IR MR AR AR AT Sk TR A FR e MR
A af AT DL T, A3 AT AR FH 4 4 2 2
PG RS ALE SR TR MSTER TMB; 111 H.iX 2> bb B 322300
FP B N B S E

BrAL 2 B 22 G AL, B RCE AT TR R T FI A
CT. MRIELPET/CT& G K U e i 1Y) 6k R R AR
B, FEF CTE PET/CTHIIR FERL AL v LTI AE /)N
41 B Jifi % (non-small-cell lung cancer, NSCLC) 5 f
AR T 2R RARIRES, B# I AUCH K T-0.81141,
25— 7t , SHBOUL S WSR F L2824 ) 53k
TR 2% 590 2 5 988 1) O6- H1 35 1 B2 s _DNA H R4
Wiy FR AL AT R LA S L 1p/19q L2k | a-
Hh R TR AL/ R B RS 5 IR X% A A i b
fifg 10 i S g 2R AR, H AUCH0.70% 0.84., CTEUZIE
B T I NSCLC ) TMBIR A (AUC=0.81), R4
SE RN RUF R RT S, (5 H BT 7R 2 5
FEL TR JEL A 308 o A A S iff 5 6 TR 90 A0 25 Yo iE A 0%
Gy T X 5 T T FORE B R A S AL ]
fir R .

2 FIRAAISETNEESEEME. 8
TR, HBNHE IR TT R FROR SR
HREE R TR T K R T S 5 YR T
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L] RS HES T IE TU R -

(1) IR RLATFAE 22 SRR 2 AS TR 4H, AT T
SR B R BUATT T 10 i, 1% 0 3k 25 i 58 s
A ERTEIT « FRARTEIE RN . IR E LA LA
MEETT H0H H E BhHEIURRAE , LA FE 37 B 0% HE A TI0
S RE B R XU AN AR 3 X6 I 7 O R A Y 13441 g
PTG F, AT AR LRSI . B A& BT
J7i%

CDK4/641| FI7E FLIRE VA7 HH 2 X E 2L, SR
RARH] 50%0) & # RIH BT 2, Hi 21
TELENLE A AR . CHENZ: WL T e h 2 K
HSHEBSHENE, W T — A fRRERIR B 5 )
AL FH T FR00 6T e 1 74 JE (— P CDK4/641 57 ) 1)
WA o ZAR L PR HH 8 A O B A, IR e AT A AR
TR E 90N K A AV WA S, T X 4%
M1 VG JB BBUBR AN 24 A0 i 28, DR 6 DAk i g T
AR REAE W AA] 18 4% CDK4/6 30 i i 25 ¥ 32 41t 7 37 18
% .

G A B AU IR g R HE TR T i R
LSSl XN IR A PN G b AN T B u
50%~80% H) Jie i 26 5 0t G0 B A B LR YR 9T 6
Ro HAT, X GER 2 sl R va T RN 1 T
T G 928 T v 8 B B 85 ) AR AR e, 0 AR
BET A 1(programmed death 1-ligand 1, PD-L1)%
15, TMB. MSUFIRGH S DI E R 55, SR, X4
AW bR C B S I VR AR SRR, TR B
O YE UK HIEAT, FLACPR T B g X 3
WEAE A AR S I T AR A T RE G B BN, 7E
KEYNOTE-1891fi R 56+ , Toit & 1 PD-L1%
IR KT AR]85 A6 2 0 1) ) R B BRI
PR UEALTT B BT B AR IR A U A T SEILRE
HEVRIT I AR, P28 o T IR IR, F
FH A5 20 27 F05 B 41 27 F00 0 G 38 A £ A 4 ) )
I7 YT R4, JOHANNETZE b B4 2 5
i R AE R7 00 A 1) 2L 2 2980 11%) e 28 Ay 2% i 417
HIFVETT RBL . 25 R, 1A B Bl v iff ool £
o3 RNE R FAE N B %, AUCH0.80. ARBOURZEH!
FENL T NIRE S IBAY R SR ORI B
T4 52 G P A 2 RUHI I FE TT I NSCLC 38 1
B RR R BTG AR . A E T, R
925 241 0 (%) 4 R AT AR 53 1 TS A T4 fB . SABAS-
TIANEE PO 1 22 Fofr 6 58 24H i IV 234 ) 4 938 LA 0
PRGN T — A ZIRIRE 22 2 B A (multi-source

deep learning model, MSDLM), 74 37 [ IR £ H
H, MSDLMiH 5 H (1) S v o O T- e 73 AL VI
MREFHADNGIR PG S8 XL RER T AR
TELERE Sy, RIR AT B8 M S 2 A 2 s iR vE o7
SRa R, A2 I v 4 2 A () 67 T 5
M)

B S p A s A R A1, i R VR TT L BT
AT S AR R E B AR S TR B IR
IR A, DRI R B I T 7 VO B I R
s . KBRS AURZS A T DS X — 2k, HAE
T AT 7 B vl R AR PR 2 R A
MRS . —NET PET/CTHIRE S I BRI HE T
AU AT ATV 5 BB T NSCLCE %, M 5%
G A 2 RFAE X 7 EGFREAZ AN B A2 Y AUCIA B
0.8191, geAb, dlid K& MR A A 80, IR
SEEAE U LA O B e VR S MR g 535 o
X BT R BT T e )8 THD R R H R ORI RE Y. 7
BT 5, KL 35% 1 Ja 5 i 1 7L i e R85 s
BT 995 BE5E 4 22 /% (pathological complete response,
pCR), 1X— 45 J 5 4 17 F2 10 i 3 5 VDA 5C B3, T xf
B S AT e S AN A D s o R 2 B T S P
1, A D6 ST L g A A B T e S AT YRR T
DLE B AN 00 22 1) 73 14 AT R ZE R o I J= 3408 e 1A
AL BRI R IIMRIEME, HAZEP WL T —A
CNNAS A SR T 35 48 Bh AL T 5 1) pCRANG 1 )8 /32
J&, SARUERR R IL T 88% . Bk 1 T AR X IR IT I
M B4k, AL SRAE 1 AR P i M WA B Y B8 R e B
P, DABhaS A HE A A B F B— B G IRT 290 =
H A Em,

3 ANLEseEREMSHET PRI A

BT REER T I R EF B —, 45
BT BRI A B 20T . T B B
%« B0 IR B AR ORAEAE 22 4 1 25 AT R 0K
HAER BT TAERAE R BE | R R Bk
ik 22 T 7T 5 AR IR R ATFE#E X FI G X 2% B (organs
at risks, OARs) H 3))/a) i LA & 3 3 iaI7 v+ R 1)
&)ﬂ[%]o

EEIX M OARsZ) H| & — 55 ) B AR I FE | 1
WPEAEAR KRR RS B T 7 R AR & 5. T
CNN T S5 # DA AN A SELSL BRSO i
BRI BEER A A s IO ARs H 372 ) A RO
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OARsIlE 7 CTEIMG b /o)), RRAL B s 4TI [A]
O BE . NERERIFFFRE , R, TR
li] 5 EL R 0 28 B 1 o BRI 26 A0 ey, W R AR
Dicefffl % (Dice similarity coefficient, DSC)=0.94 .
R DSC=0.84. & i DSC=0.96 1/ ii DSC=0.97;
TR TARFR/N TSI FEARA TN 28 5, 2%
AEBAPE A BT R B, AR 4 DSC=0.69. #LAZ X
DSC=0.37. Jifi& DSC=0.65F1 & DSC=0.83. H
W78, OARs H A1 F 3 /4 I 7E 5 & 2= S5 Fih
S s N = b WA TR s e A Jea )7 N i 5 A
ﬁ€[59,64]0

ST MR MEMANTIEEZ 2R,
PR 2 21 B Bl /A0 ) i 15 5 2 — BB R
Pk . AW, B30 L2 G i R T
AV ) E AR . AR FFIED AN [F] 2
AN ZE R o FEVEZHE, WS MR o), 3t 0]
S E g 0, it AL e I A AR R
FIF A1E 2l 7/2) 8 K AR 98 X (gross tumor volume,
GTV) A R#E[X (clinical target volume, CTV). [ii
FHRERE AR K E, TH—m gt 7 —12
A AT ——LLMSeg, i#id 45 & CAE BRI
G EHE, SCIR T SRSt 10 L e B X ) 1 ;AR
FIFH KR 5 A8 (large language model, LLM)H 55 K
EEAEEE T, BIRR ARG B S B BIEML S,
M AE BT S MR B SE X AR 3R 10t Fi e/~ g
I FH 22 A5E24 R ABE 20 4t v e g 2L X 7z 1 T 26

ALE BT A 8 55 — AN BN 2 B3 3l
THAEAL . BRI T RN IH B I HOR (40 Eclipse
(1) RapidPlan) 17 1¥1 E 20 1H R m 7 oHRil i & 1) —
B U AR IR BT VEFANERAR ) KON EA TG N
JE B SR AP SEILI R B A il ok . JTAEk, AR T
TR BE 5 21 B 075 & R A A = 4E 57 = 0 A1 H )
TR A HO715 72 FANSE I IOF R T —Fh
T ResNet ] B 20 iHRI BT HFRILALRBEAL , DASEEL L
Y08 TR P A By = 4 7] B TR AT B AR 2 R AR AL
S5 RRW, 2R ZHUIm RAH R )RR S48 E, T )
&S0 5 BRI R TR 2 R B 2R B
HEE, RES ) J7E v DAfE B —HESE P 2% 2] F
TR AN [7] 42 77 751) 2 1Y) R

ATLETRUT ) oAy R A AL 36 RN 0T 51 2 1
B, BGEZE. hCTHER. BURECHE, LLEIRTT
SRR N IR B & . B2, AERR &

TR IHERRPE . RCR A Ry T B R AT
BEAL, JE IR 2 S A RO i B B3 E .
AL AT B Bh v ) W] BLSE LA AL AT MRIF TSR iR
J7 VAR LR FE N R T 7, HLd ) pR A%
YL 751

4 AIEe BRERET AT PR
557 F

41 AIEgEEREREXMEERREIEFTH
RSN

HCHE T SR (NPO) I £ BRI T T B,
S ME— B PEVRIT T, MRS X FMOARSHIFE i 2)
16 %o B R TSP T ) T A DG B . SRR 1 R
# X A) ) 5 0T BEAE A IR B UIAR O, Al AT4HBY
) TR (X AT D4R e ) 1 A R O 2 D AN [ R A
Z B2 ] 22 51,

9T SRR iR B X R O ARSKS ¥ 2) 1H) , ASHIT
7t B\ E 20094F 28 1148 — 0y Rk EE A ok 5 M g
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Fig.1 Network architecture of the proposed three-dimensional convolutional neural network (3D CNN)
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A ZHBIDSCH0.67; B: iZfIDSCH0.77; C: ZiBIDSC40.82; D: ZHiBIDSC40.86.
A: apatient with DSC of 0.67; B: a patient with DSC of 0.77; C: a patient with DSC of 0.82; D: a patient with DSC of 0.86.
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Fig.2 Examples illustrating the level of concordance for primary gross tumor volume contours between the Al (red)

and human experts (green)
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