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Segmentation of Osteonecrosis of Femoral Head
and CT to Multiparametric MR Synthesis

using Deep Learning”

Takumi Matsuoka

Abstract

Musculoskeletal disorders and diseases cause huge impact on quality of life,
requiring longer time of recovery and higher costs. Proper assessment of the
disorders and diseases is essential to make diagnoses and perform adequate
treatments. In this thesis, we employ Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) for
an automated segmentation of osteonecrosis of femoral head from MR images.
Generally, machine learning algorithms such as CNN need to be trained on a
large amount of data, which is one of obstacles in the field of medical imaging
due to the availability of wide range of imaging modalities and techniques. We
also investigated an image synthesis method using CycleGAN aiming for the
modality-independent machine learning applications.

Experiments showed that our segmentation method was able to recognize
necrotic regions with a sufficient accuracy, especially for severe cases, allowing
more quantitative and comprehensive prognoses in terms of spatial occupancy
of necrosis within the femoral head. Also, we showed that in MR-to-CT image
synthesis using CycleGAN, additional MRI sequences as an input can lead to a
better synthesis quality.

Keywords:

Convolutional Neural Networks, CycleGAN, Segmentation, Image Synthesis,

Osteonecrosis of Femoral Head, Musculoskeletal

*Master’s Thesis, Department of Information Science, Graduate School of Information Science,
Nara Institute of Science and Technology, March 15, 2019.
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2.1 ([FL®HIC

RIGRAT BUETEAE 13 HEAT S 5 & HEHAEIE L, &P AR R BIEIE I X 2 HEF
REPEE 25l SR 2 [27]. £/, KRBREBEIEIEAE D — D T dH 2 KM KRR BT
SEIFFEHAEIIC B IFFE S B 720 [27], BIEOREZEYNZHEL, HRIFH~DOE
BRZREUTEYBR G 2 RE S 2 0ENDH B [27].

KB SEIESE DML, FHOELTEMAIL P T W MR EEAEICHN SN
% [10]. X fREGP CT RO ZBRAILICS W00, o> h5
ANEHABICEY TES0, FMivIalb—yarvol, BofEziEd 57k
DITFHEHE NS [11, 24]. B 2.1 12 KEEEIHO MR B OHIZ2 =9 . X 2.1(a) (XIE
HHl, B 2.0(b) & (c) RABREHEEOHITH L. M 2.1 ORETHT LI 5B0
FRIZ AN Y PR EIFIEN, SHEOMREARTH 5. N2 FEICH X 07z 58S
FIHRTH D, ZOHSIEH 2.0(b) DL DITHHZ WEHEXPE 2.0(c) D & D IZHE W
abds.

KRB EEAE DR R S I PR PP EDVTIREI NS, TNET, F#&
TN IIEIEREIROARRE [16] RALE [17]) BEETH S I ENREI LTS [27].
B SEFE T O fa BRIMEDME N &Y S N7 58 1T IR REREEDY, RO MRMEN &S &

(b)

2.1 KERHIHO MR #iff (a:EH, b,c: KRG HEE)



W X N 72 5 A ITIE KBRS N E Y] D e KRB i 755 U] 0 fif7e & o BIfEAF
iAEIREI NS [27]. 502, BIEEEZIAHELT U 72560 FEIC & 2 BHEER
DEHE LG AT, AT EEEERMN A TR E RS n e 725 [27)].

RE I TRAE A0 AN T B 4 B B2 B\ T, 168 D R A7 EETE A oD FEA 23R R
FRARIZ K E T 5720, FEMRMBGEIEY Y I 2L —a YATEETH D [27],
INHE2IAVEa—XTEETHEMBMEINT VWS, HHolk, CT wHGxzH
W72 N TR BA R4 @l o BBV AT ETE 2 SR U 72 [11]. £7z, Zhou 6%, CT
M5 X MR 5% W CRBEE G IEES, S8R0 TIVAMEL, BEENRETM
DY Ialb—varyzirol [24].

IS DIFHTFHEY S I 2 L — ¥ 3 > D7z I IFEEFEH 0 B H IR % Ei D S hl
Hd 508 DD, UL, EREREZ BBl 28 oWmE 1347 <, x4
B Z LIS R BN 2 FEI T T A B ENR D B, iz, FHRTFEIIBWT
H, BIEREAOEOEE I NN (16, 17 BEHAINTE Y, EEHRE HE)
T T2 ZeNTENE, EENP OZRCHR TR TG TE 5.

2.2 FEAEMRTREAHIZOEBN
2.2.1 BEEMRE

MR E&H 5 DKERE & BREBD I AV FT—2 3V

JREEE MR kD & DO KBEE L B O S XA v F—vavFEL LT, 75 A
R VT BAVBFEMREINTWS [26). ZOTEIE, KRG HE2E@HT
U721, k-means ZFHWCHIHNOHEFEZ 3 7 7 AT 5. BT HHZED
DR EEN T T ADWE L2 THEEBIZ AL, BREI RS EHW T 7 AU,
RN E ZE D EE P E N T WD IO A I DT 5. ROD—DDT T AD
HEIIFHTHET S, ZOFERFIABEHENXOAE /A VT —Y a3 VIZET
LZEDINITH BN, —MTFHFTONELBETHY, EHHTIE AR,

MR ERD 5 DRBEE EBROEI AV T—2a Y
BT MR B2 o KRB & B# 2 HEI TR A VT =Y 3 9 5 FEPHRE
INTWD [22,2,14]. L2L, ZhoOFEIMEFEEFOAZNLL LTED,

4



KERE BHERTE % & BFER] T OMGEIXfT DT W R,

2.2.2 AMHEOEH

AR T, KEREHESE 2 & OIRBEE MR #&h o O KRG, B, &
DHE AT =Y a VFEERET S, 51T, FEHEEZHWTEITA VT —
VavEEEWEEL, HER I A YT —va VEERE AW PR FHIOE A EZR
IR

2.3 FT—dtv Lk

AR T, KIRKFZEZBHERE iy S iz, EHEEL60E LW A
DN KEEEEESEREA RO 5 b 26 4O EED T1 3 MR Wiz HHT 5. &
R CHELTLE 25 & 5128 32075 x 320 mm?® DA R INTED,
REDO~ MY w27 A1 Zid 256 x 256, AT 41 AR 1.0mm TH5S. THs
D% EIRE O RO THEIL, WHAE (17 O A5 C2DWVWT NI
N7z 28 SEH] (Fillz 1 JER & #Bd 5. NERIE Type A:10 5EH], Type B:6 SEH,
Type C1:10 fEHl, Type C2:2 fiEf]) ZEHT 5. WA [17] OERITE 2.1 &
M 2.2 TR T@EDTHD. 7z, & 28FEHFNIOWVWT, MR HH» 5 KIEE, KRS
SREESE, B#AEFETIMLUV—ALZIRNADBERINTVWES., M23IT7—X2Y
N N D R D% R T
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B | BEEAE SRR 1/3 UL 2/3 RSO EET 560

C1 BIE D IMARA H FERENIZH BB D

C B A IR DR 2/3 LA EIZ S D
C2 RILB HE AR E DI 2/ H B DOIMUHAH#ERE ZA5H D

Type A Type B Type C1 Type C2

2.2 FEEIAHE [17]
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N5, UFIZEAT Y TOFMERRS.
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o MR E&IXE ZMEAEFRELINTE ST, EHZ L ICHEZMIZIES
DENHDL. TITEFMLE LT, EHITLITR2ART LIV OMEEHED
percentile Z % L, [lst percentile, 99th percentile] % [0, 255] (Z4#
WS 5.
2. U-Net 1: Ktgak, GO A7 —ray
o FHULE NGNS, ONN & FINT 1) B8, 2) BIEHS 47 K
Bk, 3) Foft, D32 IR AYTF—YarvT b, AR
TOAT A ATHB. *v b7 —2 Wi U-Net[13] &7 5.
3. BALA
o U-Net 1 2ofFonzREVERIKT L, BTV, ThENDOERK
EAER D DA ZEELD H T
4. KBEE 7 )L TANEfRE < AT
o RIRERAD T NNV ERWCTANEGEZ YA 2T 5. FEHKHZIZFH b
L—2Z, TAMRHZIZ U-Net 1 OHN T NV 2HWS.
5. U-Net 2: KEEE2AE»SDERRHTDOXITAVF—a v
« TAZENLEEDS, ONN 2HVT 1) KEE, 2) B, 3) 20
fls, D3RI AYF—YarT i ANTERADAS A AT
HY, Fv N7 =TI U-Net[13] 12D E, £7—V VI EOER]
& up-convolution & D E£IZ dropout[1h] ZE AT 5. 7 A MR
dropout sampling Z17\y, HAOINMERDO LY > T OV % HEE
TNV, HEEARHEFMEEEHT 5.
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B23ETBRRET =Ry MIREFEZBEHL TR I A VT -V a3 V&7
W, FEEEMRGEEL 72

2.5.1 EEREH

4-fold R AMGEIZ & D FH L 7z, £ fold DIRIADFEONERZE £ 2.2 1ITRT. ¥H
REZIE 261 TREINSD shearing IZE > THERY 2 =406 2D2DFKY) a—L%
A% L T data augmentation 217\, GEF 84 MDAV 2 —AZHL 7.

1 hey hee O
ZZ hiy Pz 0 (2.5.1)
0 0 0 1
ZIT, hid
h = tan(6) (2.5.2)

THY, %01%—-20° <0 <20° OHPAT RIS TT VX LIZHRE L 7=
7z, KMOBEBITKIELTATL .

U-Net O%# 121 Adam([8] 2L, #H*E 1 x 107* T 100,000 iteration ¥
Bl Ny FH A XE2TH5.

% 2.2 £ Fold DIEIHDEED AR

WA FENER
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A|B|Cl]|C2
1 1] 2 2 1
2 2|3 2 0
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LML X FE b L — A% Eff & U7 PR EMERME (Average Symmet-
ric Surface Distance: ASD) [5], DICE &%, AR~ %H 7. ASD IZFF b
VAL HER A YT —Y 3 VEEROKXHEMOEMICEET 2 TH 5, FHH
V—RALHBE ATV a UEIREZNEN X, Y e LEE, 77 R cD
ASD IZX 253 D &S ITEHKINS.

1
ASD(X =Y =) = 5(AAD(X,Y) + AAD(Y, X)) (2.5.3)
ZZT,
1 . 2
— , 2.5.4
AAD(X,Y) = 5o~ |p62m Lmin [p. = py | (2:54)

ONx L Oy FEFNTNTRNINL X Y TIVITARACIZETHHDODESETH .
DICE EIIFEH P L — A HEv T A VT =Y a VRO A —N—F v TKT
HY, 77 Ac®DICE REIEA 2655 TRINS.
21X NY]
| X+ Y]

RREEAITEH N —ADERBEE HEI A VT —Y a VERDOEBEDETH 5.

DC(X =c¢,Y =c¢) = (2.5.5)

2.5.2 EERER

ARFEBIZH W24 28 fEHID ASD, DICE f##, AHREHXRED Ry 7 A 7ay
FMEEhENK 2.5, X2.6, X2.712;R9. ASD & DICE #R&3m 5 E 1z
%, KERE, BGOSR ZRLUTWD. RBEHMONFRAE 3w HH 20 0 T A O £l
ZmRLTWD.,

I D DICE fREUSEIEN TR b AR o 70EHI, hRMEDER], &b E1o7z
JEBIDFIRITA T A A R) a—L LX) v 2T NETNM 2.8, M 2.9,
210 IZRT.
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1 1 1 1 1 | ] 1 1 1 | 1
Tk ° —
—Necrosis
6 Femur |-
Pelvis
BN o '
Ear :
9} 3 B I -
< 1
o
2F R .
1 B ° 7
 — |
* = = - -
0 - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L -
A B Cl1 C2
Necrosis Type
Avg. | 0.7462 | 0.5982 [1.9348| |0.8421]0.9068 [1.3954| |0.9285(0.6272 |0.8486 [0.8279]0.6909 |0.7634
Std. |0.2144 [ 0.1523 [1.9885| [0.2294[0.3075[1.6557| |0.4121]0.1283 [0.4893| |0.2456|0.26340.2621

2.5 WD E, ERALEID ASD
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09F ° = -
o = =
B0 :
5 0.7 .
=06 —Necrosis|
O i | F ]
8 0.5 o emur
04}k Pelvis |
8 .
~0.3F R i
R0.2f -
0.1F -
O [ 1 1 [ 1 1 [ [ 1 L 1 1
A B Cl1 C2
Necrosis Type
Avg. |0.8927(0.9382|0.6764 | |0.8772|0.8985|0.7198| [0.8782|0.9362|0.8220| [0.9019|0.9313(0.8379
Std. [0.0284(0.0146(0.1388| [0.0409(0.0509|0.2237( [0.0508]0.0101 {0.0656| |0.0109]0.0169 [0.0609
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Absolute Volume Difference [cm 3]

[\ o)
-

)

o
19F .
3 n -
2F : I .
1 - -
I ,
ol o . 1
A B Cl C2
Necrosis Type
Avg. 1.3107 3.6675 1.2074 1.9580
Std. 0.6752 7.6114 0.8850 0.6654

B 2.7 i KA O BEFEHR O AR RN FR A
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Predicted Ground Truth

Input + Uncertainty Input +
Necrosis/Pelvis _ (U-Net 2) Label  Necrosis/Pelvis

0.15

0.1

0.05

(c) (d) (e) ®

2.8 B D DICE RED I & 18D - 7= (5 # : 0.8138, K :0.8010,
BRIEHR  0.2685). (a,b:dIRMIA T 1 AH. ¢, d:HEf 2 A VT — 3 VOB
MERBHFORY 2 —LA LX) 7 (WL EEH). eftFH ML — 2D
EREEEDORY a— LX) vy (Fime HiH))
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Predicted Ground Truth

Input + Uncertainty

Input +
Necrosis/Pelvis _(U-Net 2)

Input Label Necrosis/Pelvis

Label

0.15

0.1

0.05

J

(c) (d) (e) ®

2.9 BIHO DICE REAMARMS GRS h B O fER] (B : 0.9286, K
B £ 0.9626, HEIEES : 0.7985). (a,bieikiEi AT 1 AHl. cd:HEL T AV T —
Y a v OBERE KBEEORY 2a—A LY XY v 2 (FiHEEH). ef:F8 b
L— ZADERIE KEFOR) 2 —L L XY v, (FiHE & SH))
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Predicted Ground Truth

Input + Uncertainty Input +
Necrosis/Pelvis (U-Net 2) Label  Necrosis/Pelvis

0.15

401

(©) (d) (e) ®

2.10 B D DICE RED &b mh o 72 5EH] (B8 - 0.8942, KRG :
0.9433, HEIEER : 0.8810). (a,b:ildREA T 1 AHl. c,d:HEL I AV F—> 3
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2.6 ER
2.6.1 TwI/AVF—YavEE

2.5 &0, KEE, BBITEIASD 2 1lmm AR &R o572, lmm ik 1 K27k
WVOHEDEILUTRTHY, SHETHIEEZONS. EHIHIZOWTIE, FHH
RETHBIFE ASD BWREL L o72h, Type Cl, Type C2 TlX 1mm % R[a]->
7z. ¥7z, M 2.6 £, DICE fREIIKIEE & HEN 0.9 HIETH-DITHLT,
I X Type C1, Type C2 T 0.8 % EE[>725D®D, Type A & Type B Ti&
0.7 i L ZNALNTZ. K 21112 Type A DK %9, ol HSRE DRERI T
&, Zofl& iz, BIERTTWRHBEHTIERWEEAL K Hoh, Rtz
EILUTWS., 207780, WP REZLGER T ASD & DICE REMEAL -
AHNb.

2.8 &0, BHHD DICE PERIKDIEF TIEANY FED—FHOAZHL, ©
USENY MEDIMIA I L TLE>TWE Z b h s, I OFIOEHELIL
T—XY v NNOMOEF & IR U TIERTH D728, BicRBLZLEZ SN
5. 29, K210 X0, fRERELL EORKEFTIERERBRBEBIIDRNEZZS
nas.
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2.6.2 KERBEEICHT 2FERDOAKIEL

KEEEEIZ T 2D ARELLIE PR EBEBRTEI R o T WS, KT
1&, Steinberg 7# [16] & XiFNn 5, iR b N=0HRFETFHUIZHVSNTY
%. Steinberg 72 TIE, KL 15% KAt A, 15% LA E 30% KA’ B, 30% BA
EWNC, ZhEINE. RFETIX, UTFDOL S ICEEEEOREL2HET 5.

1 HEv 7 AV F—ya VEERAZAHWTCRIBEEREORY IVETF L E2ES.
2 RYIVETIVORET, BHELEBOREFR EIZH2EED 3 iE2FHT
fied 5.
3 FIH2 CEDZ 3 REBAIHEEVFHEMOARY) TV DOHKITH L TER%E
T4 T4VTT5.
4 ROTEROEMZ FHHEBORMEE £ T 5.
212 IZ KR EHHEOBEMOH Z /RS, X 21312, EMETNIVEHWTERL
ARt e, BEIR A VT =2 a VEERDP SR U AR O R & R T
SHEHI, TbB 11% OIEFIZEWTEMR T XU r RO ZSHEE HE2 T A v
T—aVEERNOSROZDENELR ST DD, EAEDVEHIL 4.18% TH Y,
Steinberg 2 JE2 15% A TREHRINT WA I L 2EET L2, RETFEEZH WS
L TLDHEMRPRTHUIPARRIIRE EEZONS.

( g //) Vi 1@ @“\: @‘

[
{ Q {

(@ (b) © (d)

B 212 a:KERE & BEH (IEM), b:KBEE & KEERFIHEOBGEE, (EM), c:k
BRE & BRAEER (5T, d:KBEE & REREEHOBER (1)
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52

v =~
T T

[\
T

Absolute Volume Ratio Difference [%]

-:D-GD—-OO-%OOO(D{?OO0.00 —-O-O-—.-Ch—o—i

1 » _
O .
All hip joints
Avg. 4.180
Std. 9.452

> Correct classification
* Wrong classfication

2.13 AR i
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2.6.3 THEEM

AFETIE, HEIR AT —vary I 0LIZAT, ETFIVONEEMES HEE
U7, M 2.04 (3RO R iEEN: ¢ DICE RBOBBO 7ay hThHb. ZIT,
AHEEVEZEE A V7 — a »CEBEE &3 S Nz R 7 2L O AR HEE D
Ytk s, HEREIZ-0592 THO, MERH L EEASNS. £oT, RHEEME
EHWS Z L TT A MROBEEEEFOML, X 5ICIEFEHFADETIVTERAD
T—RERITAVTF—Varvl, FEFEEOEWT RIVOAFETEIET S Z &I
X BRRN LT — Ry bOBER, Y\WoRHNHRETHEEEZOSND,

r=-0.592

=
N
1

[EEY

o
©

o
o

DICE Coefficient

o
~

5 10 15 20 25 30
Mean Uncertainty [ x 103]

o

N
o1

otk

B 2.14 HHHOHERE Z ~)L & DICE R DBIR
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2.7 IME

AFETIE, KERETHEE 2 &0 REH MR Hih S O KBRS, B, 58oH
B AVT—Ya v REEEREL . KRG EEES O MR B % W72 5E
BRED, FHORHIDSEAZIENIZBWT, BBOhERSL 2B TE2Z %2R0
2. 7z, RFEEHWS Z LT, KEEEIHIIN T 2 EIEHEROMAKELLZ & 0 GHM
WCEHTE, PRIUOBER LICORNEHREEZR Uz, 512, HEE X
VI —Ya VICMATAEENEZHE L, (REEEMOREPIERNZT -2y
I IR O 38 FH A REME 2 R U 72

AFEDRIA R & UT, HIDRDVFEE T — X OREH & Bz 2IEFNZ BN T,
Mt Z2RESEKBMUTCUESIWMRR SN, £77, BEIEAREE ZER T I3 E
BLU =48 A% <, BMREOFKERE oz, EHF—ZDON) T—Y 3 v a2EPT
e TR ITAYT—YaVEEOUENGTE S, 51T, BFEIER & EIAEH]
i 5 & R W 7228, @EEGCFE U0 EREG T Y8 iR FY
BREDHRALLMET 2 HENDH 5.

SHOBLEE LT, HESFHOLABMLIEZ 5Nb. Rif%E TIEFE CAMEE
P& i U Steinberg /2% 17 - 7228, HEHEOMMZ HEIMLT 5 Z L B TENIL,
LHBTORENYGTE S, £72, BEFHRICLVABMB I NZEE®»S, X
SIZHERZ BT 2 2 2 T, BEOMBEICE DS S [17] oAELE T
5.
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B3E CycleGAN ZAHWE CT-YILF/INFA KN v
7 MR BE{RERK

3.1 ([EL®IC

HRITZDRBEX ) T 412K >T, RADYHEHANIIEDE, [H-—EisT
-2V T AMNRERT. FlAIE, MR EGIXTHIOE CEE, Sl
FDZEEEHRICIRG T 5 Z LA TE S [10,6]. 5 LT CT dEMfoa v 72
N EBBICER T A Z KD [10]. 72, CT fELSEHZO X MRIKINE %2 B
TE 570, MEMAEEIEIZEERATH S [7]. BRTIE, ARG TRRLHE
BDEX) T 1 DEBGDPERTY S5 DR RINTZH, @ﬁ@%&Urffwﬁ%
P I A M OHECEER 25 5. R X FREEHRP CT 220 Tk, ¢
X#EIE BB D BEDND 5.

COESLMEEMRT 5720, BREEX) 7 HEERFEIHEINTE
7z. Lee olF, fiE&HLEEZHWT MR EH 5 CT Hift%E EKT 2 FEeREL
[9]. %7, Torrado-Carvajal 5%, AJ1 MR Hif & % MR i EE %
Ny FTEATHKL, CTEANEZEHT S FE2RE L [18]. & 51T Chartsias
51% CNN 2 H\WT, MR Hifd» 68525y —7 v AD MR g% £l s 5 Fik%
RELE[3]. UL, ZhsoFERVTNE, H—EB&KZ2R KT, #HEX
VT4 THg L7z THRd D] OFET X enBed 5.

AR, CycleGAN[25] EIFEN S TSR L] OFE T — & THEBGERA A6
T, WO AOEGRERKZ AR FE e FEPRE I Nz, CycleGAN % H
W7z CT-MR OGRS S TIZHE SN T WD [21, 23], TOFEIXL D
DY —rr v ATHRF I N MR lifge CT BER-E O ERKEM TH 555, MR IEN
TA—REEETLHILTRRZAV NI A NDHBEHRYAGETHS. £ITK
fFETlE, CycleGAN ZHWT, BQRL5EHOY —7 v A Tse N7z kBT MR
Hifh S CT EifgEERL, ERKEDOM EE2X5.

o
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3.2 F&

CycleGAN 12 & %5 MR-CT H&AERIZDOWTARS, CycleGAN 1%, X 3.1 D
EoBmETNTRING., ER# Gor 1FATT MR B2 SilBl#a%2 72 £3 X 5%
i E AT 5 &SI, M Dor FEBGERAY O CT HEHg»r%Z 5 TR
W RN TEL L ICFEEIESE. ZOERBEEHBANBOERERZHIZITH 2,
T, EF#HRFIAYD CT BHED K 5 LEH{EZEKRTES L5125, CT BHE»S
MR EHEANDEBFFEKIZITDNS. BEOZEE, X321 0&5cRkKINn5.

G ,é = ar min max (Lor+ L 3.2.1
mr,Ger g, min DCT,DMR( cr + LymR) ( )

(
(

Lot =YpererPor(@) =1)* + X ey, Dor(Gor(y))®  (3:22)
Lrr =y n(Pur(y) = 1%+ 3o Dur(Gur(x)?  (3.2.3)

THY. v & ylZFAA YV Ier & Tygr WWIRTHHEBETHS. X512, Ger & Gur
DWREEE L5112, UTOHZMA 5.

Loyee =D neror |Ger(Gur(@)) — 2|

3.2.4
+ > yerurn IGur(Ger(y)) — vl ( )
&oT, CycleGAN OFHE, X325 D&5ITKkINS.

GMR, GCT =arg min max (Lor+ Lvr+ )\CycleECycle) (3.2.5)
Ger,Gumr Der,Dumr

ZIZT, Aoyele BREBMRBTH 5.

O Gergrator il | Discriminator
r H LCycle;’ Al T B N O+l Der
v Ao
Discn'x;ator -O .7 ‘ L \\. LCT
1 . ™~ Cycle
Dyr__|+]-@e2 -~ Oeteraor |3 70rcleds

3.1 CycleGAN D%, HIKE DOMIZAY)OEifg, FHITAKEIT X DR
HifE KT, o, FERIZAY MR BEEOTI, BEREAY CT HEDHRN 2
R
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3.3 =B
331 F—%tvh

AT, KPR FEEF 5B @ b Tl X N7z BRI @ 633 il CT
Wi, 312 EHID MR HEif%2HHT 5. MR EEIXFRECHEITLE RS XS
1289 320 x 75 x 320mm? QA ERE I NTH Y, @REDOY ) v 7 AH 1 X
1% 256 x 256, A7 1 A[kEIX 1.0mm TH 5. F7-, FIEHIH 3D T1 38, 3D fg
AEENS] T1 583, 2D T2 D 3 DDV —7r Y ATH UEBATRE I N T WS, &
B RREERIEZT S 72012, 3MEMIZOVWT, FAUBSATHREINGESDE X
Nz, [R7] O CT EBZHARL, 10EFIZFE N L —A LI NUBMEREI N
TWa. 7 R)VEEGEBAL I s, N, B, KEETH 5. CT mGITENH
THREY S, B O EREIF 1% 360 x 360 mm?, ¥ bV w2 AP 1 X 512 x 512
Thbd. AT7A4AENL499 25 572 TH O, AT A Ak E#E & RERE I A
2.0mm, KEEEHSHE 6.0mm, KEEEEMHLS 1.0mm THRELZOH, 21ff
OIbEAY 1.0mm & 75 XS ICHlifI L7z, X512, CT mifkh 5 MR E & FiED
R 0 B U, MR % 256 x 256 (2 V) B+ A U7z, 20 SEHNCFE b L — R
Uz T ROVDMERR I NTE D, T ROVIERGRALIZ R, N % & O 19 FE,
T, KEEE, B Thds. T—Xty bOERER3IIZRT. £/, K321
F—=Rty FAOEEDH % RT.
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#3.1 T—Xtv hOFH

i MR 4
eI 633 e
3D T1 i&:4
il — o 2 3D A T1 308
2D T2 $5:7
e .
) b L — AN S m -
ot | PP 19T CHRE, NS | R, N
B, KO, B ARE

I’r'_?_@ SOWP S

VARl

= 320 [mm] =75[mm]

320 [mm)]

) OF Iﬁﬂkdﬂm
3Dﬂ%ﬁ 3Dk%mﬁﬂﬁﬁ 2D T2385H Z YL
(b)

32 7%ty b (a:CTHEHGELNETHTFH N —A, biEhS, F—EH

@ 3D T1 5%, 3D fefifidl T1 %83, 2D T2 & MR #Eifk, xfisd 2 F8 b
L—2.)
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3.3.2 ZEER 1:E#0O MR >—45 v X %HWiE MR-CT 4%

DY —r v 2D MR DS CT Eigkz L L, kS % gL 7-.

EREM

FH L — AW 613 JEHID CT Hifgk, X7 CT P FH L — 2D
300 JEHID MR H T CycleGAN 2%#EH L7z, MR IE&Y—T VA% F ¥ V)b
EUTHWY, 1Fx¥ >, 2F v, 3F v, OMEE, 738 —
YOREERK U, ADTERBOAT A ATHS. 2y N7 =27 DEFITIE
Adam[8] Z2fifH L, ZEK 1 x 10~* T 50,000 iteration 2 @bt{ﬁ FEEE O
T TRIBICIE S ® S, 512 50,000 iteration F#E U7z, Aoyee = 10,
Ny FHAXNE1THY, FHIFIZIZE iteration T CT HE & MR HED AT 1
AETZTNTNT VX LITERL, ABH U7, 3D T1 5&#, 3D HeRGHNH T1 585,
oD T2 #3# MR Eif%, CT FEilkidzh2h 100, 50], [100, 50], [240, 120], [-150,
350] A% [0, 255] &£ 722 KO ITKRIEAEM U T L7z, 72, &EMZLLKEL -
R a—LZ2FET—XITEML, data augmentation %17 7z.

R7 CT H&EH»H 2 3HEH D MR HEiEH» S CT mifkz LKL, MR ORETHE
fii & 47 > 7=.

1. Mean absolute error (MAE)
o 4 CT Hiff& X7 CT WD A7 LIV EDHMUNERE D1
2. Structural similarity (SSIM)[20]
o Lk CT Wit & X7 CT HiDELIEL.
o [1,1] DiEZ LD, HARSWIEE 2 DOEMGEIEHULTVWE I L2 E
SERER

RERIER

V=TV ADMERIZNT BT AT — X 35EHID MAE & SSIM % N Fhk
3.2, £3.31ZR7. BB, MR EEGEE T CT B ERGEEH T U R 5720,
MAE & SSIM & CT Mz & £ N Wk Z RV TR I L 7=,
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# 3.2 MAE

Sequence 3D T1
3D T1 3D T1 | 3D T1 FS
3DT1 | 3DT1FS | 2D T2 3D T1 FS
3D T1 FS | 2D T2 2D T2

Patient 2D T2
Patient 1 53.03 67.78 67.50 52.72 56.72 55.54 62.04
Patient 2 45.69 52.37 59.84 43.01 49.83 48.27 50.03
Patient 3 59.60 61.18 72.24 55.81 60.93 58.90 61.49
Avg. 52.77 60.44 66.53 50.51 55.83 54.24 57.85

) 3D T1 FS i3 3D fRMG#IH T1 shii & 59
#* 3.3 SSIM
Sequence 3D T1
3D T1 3DT1 | 3D T1FS
3DT1 | 3DT1FS | 2D T2 3D T1 FS
3D T1FS | 2D T2 2D T2

Patient 2D T2
Patient 1 0.2090 0.1245 | 0.0872 0.2198 | 0.1742 0.1983 0.1565
Patient 2 0.2400 0.1654 | 0.1137 0.2666 | 0.2071 0.2172 0.2101
Patient 3 0.2012 0.1589 | 0.0918 0.2265 | 0.1741 0.1858 0.1801
Avg. 0.1801 0.1496 | 0.0976 0.2376 | 0.1851 0.2004 0.1822

1) 3D T1 FS {& 3D JRI#0H T1 5k % 59,
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3.3.3 FEBR2:£M CT BRI SDHEREI AV T—2a Y

CT HEPSHBEREITA YT —> 335 U-Net ZHWTAERKR CT HED S
TAVF—vavl, BFAVTF—Ya VEBERLEKL -,

EERFM

FE ML —ZADBH 2 20 EH D CT B2 HWT, HEKREIAYT—Ya T
% U-Net[13] 28 U7z, FEIRMBALIE CT BHERIZFE N L — 223D 5 22 §BAL
TH Y, U-Net D ANIRREA T A A THB. v b7 —27D¥E 2T Adam|[g]
EEHEAL, HE1x107% T 100,000 iteration F#FH UL 7z. Ny FH¥ A1 XL 5 TH
%. CycleGAN 13581 TEEH LB D2 HL 7-.

FE ML —ZA0DH 5 10 EFIDO MR HEifgr o CT @iz ALk L, U-Net ZHWT
R CT iS58 7 AT —Yar U7z, MR BEBIZFE ML — 20355, KR
o, B, R, N DICE FREUC & o THEM L 7=.

SRERIER

V= VADMERIZNT AT AT —& 10 5EHID DICE o Ry 72 A7
oy &K 3.3I123R7.
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**:p<0.01

ﬂ 1
| H 1
1 I ' ﬂﬂ . 1
0.9 r e \ ﬂ' e — '
7 — T o
E 08 'E Q Q T ; ; ? lj : $ T
g 0.7 1 1 Q R L H ° E B
= 0.61 . . ! ! ! Lol
)
8 0.51 . N
U—] 04 N . l*TT’ ° —_ B
FF3 EX3
£031 = ' i
) 0.7 - Gluteus minimus|
. —Gluteus medius B
0.1 Fem}lr — P ! [
0 —Pelvis [ = EE3 ]
3DT1 3DTIFS 2D T2 3DT1 3DT1 3DTIFS 3DTI1
3DTIFS 2D T2 2DT2 3DTI1ES
2D T2
Input MRI
Pelvis | 0.7903 0.7665 0.7410 0.8079 0.7320 0.8037 0.7294
Femur | 0.8008 0.7975 0.7455 0.8188 0.7161 0.8464 0.6315
cr;l:;i‘l‘: 0.7422 0.6961 0.6860 0.7459 0.6372 0.7181 0.6995
n?llr‘l‘lt:q‘f‘s 0.5563 0.5239 0.5556 0.6087 0.4341 0.5538 0.4005

3.3 B CT 6D 7 AvF—3vd DICE ##. (Pelvis: &,

Fe-

mur: KEE, Gluteus medius: 1, Gluteus minimus:/Ngfi)
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3.4 ER
3.4.1 EEB 1:##H0 MR ¥—4 Y R&EHW:= MR-CT i

#£32&33&0, O =7 A 5EK LS, 3D T1 MmiHEGE K
HENESWI Lhbrs., £72, 2TOMEEDSH, 3D T15EFA L 3D fEIHH]
T1 FAEGHED DD =7 v A% FARHZHWEGENT AN T =X L£TITBWT
SSIM, MAE & HIZERETH -7z, TNTND Y —7 v ADNELIEER % MBI

Lol EZo5NE. INEBHIZOWTIE, VA lary vORFEIEMNREIC
X0, BEKEIY THEWIZERTH - 7. 3.412 3D T1 #igfd A, 3D T1
AR & 3D HEHAIE T1 i@ 2 R W 7256 O E bl 2 73, FRHZREIT
rbt%ﬁ BWT, HBOESHT 3D T1 MG D A% HWHE ICEENKE

, FELEIZNZI W &R o0 b

3.4.2 ZEER2:4M CTEBELODEHBIREIAVYT—2a Y

B33 &b, EER1FEBZ, BHoY—r A5 EK L 754, 3D T1 il
BN RD 2T A YT =Y a VHEEMEL, 3D T1 & 3D RERGHIHI T1 58 5H ik 2
FRFIZAWZSGEDIES N 3D T1 OAZAWZGE LR TERETH - /-,

412 3D T1 @D A, 3D FERGHIE] T1 s@FAEEHR O A, T o D ZEFICAHWV

BEoESp e, £ CT HEPSDE A v T —Y a ViEROH 2 RS, Xf
@%L\ﬁkf“l/ﬁgbﬁﬂa BWT, WL, NEL, B owT, 3D fRIH T1
A E G FRHZ WS Z & TR DA L T0 S Z AR TE 5.
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3DT1

3DTI1
3D T1FS

Synthesized CT SSIM map

~
N\f

. nare——— ]
0 100 200 300 400 500 -1 -05 O 05

Paired CT

3.4 3D T1#@ DA, 3D T1 5 & 3D RENGHIH] T1 R4 2 [R5z
WA O &EE. (3D T1 FS 1 3D fEHG#IH T1 i z4E9.)
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3DT1
3DT1FS

3DTI

Ground truth label Ground truth label + 3D T1

3.5 3D T1#gAD A, 3D T1 & 3D HEMAHNHI T1 sRaE M4 2 [F 1 2 W
=HeEoESplE, ik CT mEP DT Ay T—2a ViR, (3D T1 FS
1 3D i T1 sRad &2 459.)
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3.5 IE

A#ETIE, CycleGAN 2T, BARZ2EBD Y —7r v AT S - REH
MR HEifg2 5 CT BifgZ AR L, EREEZEERL 2. BELKEDOZO, XRT0
CT @it e Obl, £ CT HENS DRI A Y TF—Y 3 VIEEIZ L D275
2. EBRE D, SEEHLEZ=Z20Y =7 AD 5L, By —7 VA6 DAERK
TiZ 3D T1 il G2 HW =560 R EHETH-72. 512, 3D T1 Ma
& 3D RMiHNE] T1 st % FRHZHWS Z & T, &b mEkEEARER CT mif
BIGHTENTE .

AFEDRFA R E LT, CycleGAN OFFHIZMHH L7 MR @i e CT mE DN
HINEe 5 Z BB ond. MR EGIEZFIOKESEEEEE, CT BTk
PRE AT L - BEEZ TR LT WS, ZD7®, CycleGAN 12 & % 4k
AR CHERLORPRIZNT W EDMGET 2R ERH D, £/, EITA VT —
VaVKEEIEDS, FENL—2DdH 5 10 SEHID MR Hifk % T U-Net 12
£ T AT =2 avEFY, b-fold REMGEIZ & > THEFHG L 7z. DICE &
BixZhZh 0.8154 0.046(E#), 0.921240.023 CKBEHE), 0.825240.029 (rfrk
1), 0.752240.045 UNBFG) THo7z. £ CT HEPSDE T AV TF—a v
FEIXZZNIZE->TEY, ®EPRDSNS. CycleGAN 12 X 5D MR-CT £
Uz B \WT, FHEEF RG] FRNCELL U 2B O MR HEifk e CT HEDAS 1 A%
ANTBHIETHEZR LIEHPRESINTED (23], AL THRRD HIE
THYET LI LICLOBEERM EDXARETHILEZ LN,

D RBEYE LT, KEVEIEER ¥ OB O —E MESOE G %2 EKT 5
ZEeNEZOND. INEFERT L2021, FEREH T —EBRROE U 72w o
T—XREy b EERTIHBEND D.
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BAE KRR

AW T, 2% T CNN 2 HWTHERRIERD —DTh 2 KEEFIHELD
HEIR#E T o7z, EBRE D, FROEHEIEAZERICBWT, BB RERR%E
MHT&E2Z %Rz, 72, RFEEHVS Z 2T, KEVE I 5 EIEH
ORI E XD FMICEETE, FERTHOBEN LIZORNLaHEEEZRL
2. XI5, HER A YT =Y a3 VICIIA CTARIESEN 2 H#E U, (B EEH O
HRRRN T — X2y MERAOBEAREMEZ /R U7z, 3 ETIE, EHmEGHD
XY T 1 R ARIERAD 72O, CycleGAN 2 W/ REEE XY 7 1 BHEEKD
fTo7z. Bz, BREH DY —7r 20 MR E#%Z W35 Z 2T, oy —7r
VAERWEGEIZHN, XD EREERERPTRETHE I 2R,
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B B

AFEEEDDIZH-0, HIAXDERRYS L TELITREIHEZG O £
U7z REEmBHZEMN KBRS S B 2B i 25 Rt 5 SRl it AE (R EE FH 1
B ge = (ERER T BRI EH B L P E T, £/, MIEREROE, &ERT
MEzl0 £ U7k REEWBEEAM K ZERERY: Bl 28 ookl &k s
SRV AT LB E &n B5E BRICESELBL BT ET. Kisii X
73212dH720, HZAEWZ< DA RHEIE L TELEEE2HEZ L &
SRy R s TN TN b S Kt s R (TR S S O = B o S e s e X N VYRS TR et
KT EN IR, FWISEE Mazen Soufi BIBUZHE S E#H L EIF £ 9.

AT EEDBIZHT-D, HEOEERMEZR S FFH bV — ZEEAD T 1, £
2% OEMBEBE G0 £ Uz, BRME 8%, SREES L4, SIERE t
EZIFLDET IRRKRFERT G BEFRMZER 25 fIESEY: OBERRIZEE < EGH
HLU EIFET.

AW % ZITTHITHZ0, HIALD TELMEBEZHES L, EHALE
K, #aRfmAd K, HEMER RIS K D& LU 9. REGAEEEMIZD T bk
RETHKATHEEE UZHIR BEZ2IZUD, REEmBIZAHEM AR RY: &k
Ui R EANE SR TR A AR H BRI SR OERRIZ O S OEH#H % H L
R ET. R, KEFETETERBIELZHWZRECHERSEH#HL, 22
WhEE XHTHEXT.
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