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DX T, KM CT W& T — X RX—21281F % Convolutional Neural
Network(CNN) & W72 #HFHZ5 ~ NY — 27 O HEMIEIZ XL > T, FRICEED
FKIRMET T4 AV MZETE2ERBPRAT A —ZO2A#EHIAEEZRT. Ak
CNN DE DDA EIZN LT NA N THBEDN T Y Ry — 7RI CIRALEIZ
DWTHHETH B2 MENRH D720, WELZLXY M-I 2RETEH. KRKZF
B 2 5 B JE R e il S 7z 100 SERI O CT MR TIRET 5 % v b7 — 27 O3
BLTIFEZITV, TV R —27 OMHEEZEDOFRED 2.36 mm TH o7z, TR
TOI7YRFY =270 4 mm L FTOMREELIHEIL 83.4% TH o7z, 1 DOHBKIZ
HUTHMTIRTOBRIPIR ST XA -0 %2 TE, BWKIZET S EBRIFEIR
NIA—=2OBHBFHNCS T 2HEAEEZR U, £z, BBPRAT A —X %2
HES YR —2OHBREIZE ST 70 —FI12 & > T 10000 SEH 2 8 2 5 K
BECT BT — X R—ZAZN U THHZTV, RRKOIF—MZEoTROND
HBRRATA -2 2WmET S, BROKRET 71 AV bz EE(LT S Pelvic
Incidence, Sacral Slope, Pelvic Tilt @ ¥ IXZ 2 BT 50.99 + 10.78°,
40.76 + 10.16°, 10.23 + 5.84° TH H, M TIX 52.80 + 10.59°, 40.43 + 9.95°,
12.38 £ 6.57° TH o7z, REINZT 70 —FIXEE W ERE O KB Z CT
BT — A R=Z2IZK U CHEADPRETH D, Filih & MR B U 72580 50K 7
T4 XY NOVEEBIRT D Z L k.

F—7—NK
convolutional neural network, F#PIR /T A — &, KK CT @7 — X X —
A, fREIFT Y R —2

R ERA R KT SR AR 2R B R, AR 2 4E 3 H 13 H.
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Automated Measurement of Pelvic Parameter

in Large-scale CT Image Database”
Yuki Tanaka
Abstract

In this paper, I proposed an automated approach for measuring the pelvic
parameters related to the sagittal pelvic alignment by using a convolutional
neural network (CNN). Originally, CNN is translation-invariant with respect
to the features; however, the landmark detection needs to be sensitive to the
feature translation, which was not considered in baseline networks. Therefore,
I proposed an improved network to address these issues. The proposed network
was trained and evaluated on 100 CT images. The median landmark detection
error was 2.36 mm. The 4-mm successful detection rate of the all landmarks
was 83.4%. The calculation time of the pelvic parameters was approximately
5.0 s per image. Thus, the usefulness of the proposed approach for automatic
measurement of pelvic parameter was showed. The proposed approach was also
applied to a large-scale CT image database with more than 10,000 cases, and
report the pelvic parameters. Pelvic Incidence, Sacral Slope, and Pelvic Tilt,
which quantify pelvic sagittal alignment, averaged 50.99+10.78°, 40.76+10.16°,
and 10.23+5.84° for males, respectively. For females, the averages were 52.80+
10.59°, 40.43 + 9.95°, and 12.38 4+ 6.57°, respectively. The proposed approach
was applicable to the large-scale database from the general population with a
wide age range, and provided an understanding of age- and gender-related mean

pelvic sagittal alignment parameters.

Keywords:
convolutional neural network, pelvic parameter, large-scale CT image database,

anatomical landmark

*Master’s Thesis, Department of Information Science, Graduate School of Information Science,
Nara Institute of Science and Technology, March 13, 2020.
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BE1E FLOHIC

DEBZ MRS 27 DIZRIREA LOBFHEFRDT I AV M 2T S &
ﬁ‘%gfi)é NALPEBOMAN LT T4 A Y MIEMEEFELLEINTED, Z
D & 5 NN EREBII RO B O AN <, FOIHEE BER/NRD 20,
IRNVF =RV ERHENZZRBALINTVWS. ZTDD, %ﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁé%*,3§54

ZNET B EBIIAREOREEEZEZ S LTHEHET, ZOT7 714 AV MIEERD
5 MDA TNT Y A WBHENEENS. FEROITERES %@774%/%
WCHRE R 7L, BHEOZIA L B OMRONERBRZ LI T 2720, BRCEE
PERBIEHEDRRIZ 5. LA LARSIDT 74 A Y MIkk4 22K 72K L T
B, FEZTOERIZE LU CTEAHZRELPEZ . ZOBEKROMIHD -0, FBOK
WRIET 74 A MMZE#ET 5 3 DDF ﬁ%ﬁ/«{k/\7% &, Pelvic Incidence, Sacral
Slope, Pelvic Tilt DB EE SN T W5 [8]. F#IZ Pelvic Incidence (&5 # % &
L LB o2& L, Tﬁ'ﬁ?ﬁﬁ#@%ﬁ@ﬁ%’?ﬁﬁ ZRERR L, BEANICESA
RIRHERRE (14 L2 THE L. BROMIHFHNREZRTEEOAETH S
(35, 30].

DI B EDMELEEZZEZ D ETEFNICIERICEEREBETH D Z &
ERGITEHIZE NS Z ORI HHINSEEMIZR>TED, —HL M
FEnTOWBETTHS [37). LALANS, L)k mBlchie 2l
WEINTVWED, BEOFRILDOMEDFRITITIESDENRH Y, FHHHEDLH D
KEX [34, 35] R AR K 27 [44) Db 0, £/, ZOMKOEEEE ST
B 7= DARIPIFL U 725213\, ZD-OHANZIZZDEFINHT A Z &H
Hiski ., 070K ETEMEREIRI & Wo 72 & 5 R L OBIRE BT 5 720
12 Z @D Pelvic Incidence ZfX&K & U7 BEBILIRNT A — X OREHEZ R B Z & 3
e d, 7z, BEETHEICOEZY, EREGEZENTEILET VXA A—
UV T EMITIERN R ESIZ Lo T RELMBEINTWS. LrL, EHHEG%ZF
W3 ARERDFIRIIFRREOEBET —X2FHTAE2ZBHLURoNZKIIL
PO TV, TOHHED—D & UTHBEDOEBGT —H 1 T8 ES AT A
(PACS) IZfRfF T N TV B EFEEGIZEE DER, AF v > INZHEKEBL, FOV
BREDT ) T—YaVhPRREINTWEEOTHY, FIEWFEOT LI XA



EEHEHT2ZLIXR#ETHE7-DTHD. £ TAMED X T 5EFERY
MR & ENLIG W AHPEAT (NTD) & ANEEE U CHEZE L T\ 2 KB CT Mg — X
R—AZMHATSD. ZHIEHAOEBDORHERED PACS 706 HE OXEE CHHINE X
N5 CTHEGEEZNELTWAETF—ZX—2THH, 2020 4F 1 ABHAET 30 B L
DT —=RVPEENTED, &7 —XITIFEHD CT Eifg & L K- N 0dH 5.
LB SRR TIE, KB CT @7 — X RX—2%2HWT, HHDOAx v ) —,
ZHREE IR D OHAANDERELRAIA—ZON) T—2 3 VIZDOWTH
RNpZe%x2HMET 5.

Vrotovec & [37] IZ&X > TV ¥ a—INAEMZEDOFRALIE PI & 2 otk X ki
BTEHHILTHE D, HxOEHEREEZIIHATETE ST, KR X BREHZHNT
BHENS VAR T A HEFZ-EBELTWARVWI E2EHLTWS., Zid X &
Hi 5 % W CRHAIS 2 AR B8RS O R L AR F L Td 0, Ko, RRm
D X FREGEN S 2 DOKRBEEFHEHOHLZRET DI L IFAARETHD L LTS,
Pelvic Incidence (B HIZFHIN T A — & 20D Rl Hy & — R IZINEM Tz S v b
3G CT B TEHIT A2 Z & TE B, Lh - TG, B8 X RO
TSRS &R RB R IZERORIRE Y 74 AV FDNITA—-RTEERT S Z
ENTE, IV IKBRITZZENTEDRZLEHSHATHS. —FTREK CT

T — X RXR=ZAANDOEMAOMES L UT, KR T— 2 X—= AT Z1THIZ
a3 AN ERED > TUZE S, Pelvic Incidence 2 HEjEHAI L T\W 5 FiEiT v
KOPFHESINTWD 38, 11, 4] PV TNEFETERINAAA VY MIEDOWT
W3728, ZRIZHB LI TWARW., ZOOARMZETIE, 3kt CT mE% i
WT PI 2519 2 DIC B2 @i 7o v Ry —2 %2 HETHRHL, PI1DO%EE2H
BEHH 2175

AL DOREBITIRDEY TH D, 2FETIIEBRORRET 714 AV b 2RTHE
BRI TG A= RIZDWTHRAR S, 3BECTIEAMEDIREFIEIZIODVWTHRRS, 4 %=
T, ERIZOWVWTIRRS, 5 ETIE, ZERIZOVWTHERNS, HKFEIZ6FET, A
FOMRFEZ BB,



B2E BEORRKET7 A XV

KRN BV 5 3 D DILYEFH % 7wl iR (Coronal), IR (Sagittal), 7K1
(Axial) ¥ EHT 5. 3 DORAEFE 2 2.1 1TRT.

Sagittal
Coronal
IR
Axial
RERF T

2.1 RERIFRFHRIOE K. FWIFEAERE (Coronal), 77\ AYJAR H
(Sagittal), kD FHAKFETH (Axial)

FDRIRET 7 A A ¥ MILESADNH [6] L HHEDNT VR [14] iR d 572
DDERAN=ZAL%ERLTNVD., TDD, BIHEEEBINT 5720 %R 7
TAAY NOMEIIIEFICEETH S [28]. 2 ouRR X KRR S EH B L OW%E
BOBWT A A MEFHEIT 2720D% K DHENPFFEINTVWS. ZOHTH
Pelvic Incidence(PI) 3B OKRET 714 A Y 2RI HRIBEELNTA XD
12THY, Vrtovec 5 [37] DMEIZ &L B L HFHIZEKRT E 7 XA —2DHT, &K
LTI NTWVWBIEIFH T A=K (T1%) THD. Tk PLAVEEO JRE 7
TAAY MNERTINTG A=K Th5 Sagittal Slope(SS) & Pelvic Tilt(PT) D&Ef
HCTHsbdbeFEX oD, PLIXKRBEME (M7 D KBEEFHDHLD 2 KA 72H1)
DHRERREASBIR L 72 & EDE RO FLZEIMROMOMHETRI N
5. PIIZKRIRE I 2B RIRDOHEN L ALETH S O RREIZE T 5F
ORI AR AT IZR S TOWDEMED NS Y 222G LTH D, BEMEANRF
FOEEEIh, EHINTWS [6, 14, 28, 37]. BROKRET 71 A2 NDE
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BAREMIE, PEE BRSO KRR X BREG T oS, i & EE o8 &kt
BN Wz, BFEOT 70 —F I3 TR TIGRAH OB 2 ZEL ThWawn. &
BORIRMET 74 AV N EREHT 2720DFBILR AT A — X E— MBI 2 KoKk
X KRS TR & 41 Vrtovee 5 [37] 12X 2 EIRD 2 DD TN —TIZHHTE 5.

e Positional Parameter
Positional Parameter (& CT BEEDEFERIZE > TEZRINDENT A —X
ZRU, BIENROMNEE HAIZEET 2K EL L UREOREEHRTRIN
L. TNIFEMERE L IC Ko TRLER AADPRLR S 720, BHIZ T A —
REET B IIRNETH 5.

e Anatomic Parameter
Anatomic Parameter (F #5702 BE 9~ 5 FHERRIZ K > TRI N D G {KpEE
BRIZE O TERIND N T A=K ERT. THoIIHERE DALE & FHFNI
NUTHIEL W28, HEBRERTHRT2Z & x2maee U, 7, HEAI,
BN TRl 45 Z & T E 5.

2.0.1 fBEFEMZYRT—7

AW TET 285 A — R &2 GHIT 2 72 T IXFEHE » 70 2 KRR (fif¥5] 2% ) s
TR) LEHINC B E R T Y R — O BRETH D, HUEL 722 BRI B IR iG]
FH T v R =273l E2GER, WERED 3 KTHD, NI A—X2GHT 5
7= DI RBR IR F T VN~ — 7 3 g AL, g B saikk e, Al b
BFED A ETHY, Gt THROT VY RY—IPRBETH D, HIZBER T SO
TR =2 %2215,

2.0.2 MEEHFHEESR

FWIIR N T A =2 25H T B0, JEFIRTOMER SHIZEG ST NRWE
S RHF I EERE2EHT 5 2 & CEBMMIZERLEZ1TS. AR THR S B8O
fR ) R SR D E 21 Lewinnek 5 [16] 12 & » TIRE I W2 gl & & Fm (APP:



2.2 BHIPRAST A =R DFHINZBE e T KON Ry —7.

Anterior Pelvic Plane) % 5% & 4 % &8 EH 22 EER 2 WS, X 2.3 IZf#H
FHERERZRT . NT A —ZOFHINZIE CT RRWHI A~ O R, HD, iR
MRS R &2 I C OFHI 24T 5. MR 2RSSR 1T X WA EA T, Y BliAYET#£
i, ZEhHBEERE M E $ 5. LA LEiE i e BER G & & O 0§ E 8
(APP: Anterior Pelvic Plane) # X7 & UTKET 5. f LETEEBZ KSR
iz Xl 35, EKEGEZ APP IZERE LN 2 BERDEME$ 5. APP L
TXHNZEETH L% Ziiie 5. LETHEONXE ZiirokdDo5N05
fhiz Y@heds.

2.0.3 BEPRNSXA-%

AMETIHEBORRETY 74 AV bE2ERIMT S5/ XA =X TH 5B Pelvic
Incidence(PI), Sagittal Slope(SS), Pelvic Tilt(PT) @ 3 DD MHEEZ K S . &
DRIRMMT ZA4A AV PDNTA =R %24 1Z,R7. SS & PT IF—MHIZ 21X
7t X FRER THRE X N0 2 BRI HERE O E X i D8 % %17 5 728 Positional
Parameter T»H %A%, AL TIE Imai[9] 5 & A Anterior Pelvic Plane(APP)
MO0 EIZRD &S ITEIET 5728 Anatomic Parameter & A727.



2.3 fREIFIEEERDE K. (/)Coronal View(4)Sagittal View

Sacral Slope
SS(Sacral Slope) 13 Mili'F LD & 2RI HEEETH O, AEHEAR L & A1EHEAR
FHEHBH RS DKEFRDRTHIZE > TERINSD.

Pelvic Tilt

PT(Pelvic Tilt) I3 ABEETEE b & U 7= B2 00 [ i fo e % 13 $5EEC b 0, Al
5 LR OH R & FEAFLEFEAZREFEALP S OEHOLTHIZL > TEES
N5, B KBB BT L TERSICEE (B6) $5 & PTIMERL, §/51CH
IEUTWAEGEIE PT IXEMNT 5.

Pelvic Incidence

PT @ 45 3 AlE LT OMERHZ EAT S S8 & AlE Lo di &2 id 5 #f & DS 4
TREHERIND. U7h>T 4 DOMHIZFNELEE, EXRBEFEOHL, HREFIED
oy, g B O, (S OB NSIRET S LN TE S, KFIHDOH
MBI 2 TP L, 2 RonEE D& IZZ DR REFHT S, 3 RouDlliE
T D IERE 7R A EALE B Z LS MMRDO FICEE L, ®idm e BimoM, B OH
U & SO DORRD A2 RO 5 2 LIk o THEBWIZIRESI NS, &i%IZ PI



24 BEORRET 74 Ay b2ERAT SH/87 A —X& (Pelvic Incidence,
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AIFETIIERIGRATA —XOHEHEICT + — TSI —=V 7 ET IV EMAT
LHIEEIBETS., T4 —T 57—V ZETILD 1 D& LT Convolutional Neural
Network(CNN) 23% 5. CNN [ZEGDE X X 27 THREORDO BB T )L T ) XL K
DEHLENTWDE Z Wb oz, 2012 ES5EHEHEDTWS [12]. Fhbl
K, CNN FEREGEITICENTEETEIMHHINTWS [17, 31]. CNN ZE
WCEAAAEEBEO I L IZL > THERINTED, HEOEL L1 S5EL )LD
Fetl oz B9 5 72 DICiGEH S - — o FE g R i ch 5. —BizWiR
DERIEFIERAMDIT Y V¥ OERNREHROREHITIHZNEAAAT S IZ
Ko TEHINS., —J, WKDIME L X OEMEZHEITEVEAAFIZ L > T
b, UdoTHMHEES 7z ONN IRREIZEN S > K~ — 2 O HEjRH
DRAVIZERTHS. MBHFENT Y FYx—20HEREIEE AV F—>avD
HIALFR P AT E COR AR E DR TOMRE U TEHETH L. EFEHEIZSIT
55 R —20BRETIE3IRILT — X COMMBBETH B ENEL, HEF
HEAWTWL DD T 7a—FRREINT WS, Yang & [42] DI TIL KRR
B DT v Ry =2tz 4r>TEDH, CNN T2RILDO MRID AT 1 A
L1 DT OOMN L2320y MIAEIL T ZITS 2 TI VY RV —
7D 3R EDAEDMRE ZT>TWA. X7, Payer & [24] 3Ax Y b7 =2 D
ZEGFEEAEELTEY, BEOHETIXT v Ky — 27 O/EE ERERREL T\
D, ZAUTHEED S A &GS ICIERRIE R B AT - OFENNETH L. T
T, SV R = DBUHENT Y R —2%duE Uz A A4 IZ & > TERK
Sz — by TEHGEEHEET ST 70 —F 2o TH Y, BAFD RS E
RBED2FEIDVEEVHEETTI VY RY—2 2L TVWEZ %2 RLTHEH, CNN
ZEALZMHTFIN T v R~ — 27 O HERENE BRI REFRERPF O TN D
EEZoNS.

PAED S ARIHFETIZI CNN ZHWT S Y Ry —2OHEKRE 2475, AT Tl
EFEORNIZOWTHHT 5.
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3.1 RETHEOME

3.1 FEEE

AL TIRET 5 FEOME 2K 3.1 (Z/”F. Training Phase Tld CNN % W
7= v N~—27 HE# % ERk U, Inference Phase TIZARA D CT Mtz CNN
2525, RiIZEone— by TEHEBNS Z 2 N~ — 2 Ofesai & BBk
U, B8BIRNT A —2%HEEHIT 5.

3.1.1 scSE-UNet

AR THRET S CNN OB X %X 3.2 125RT. AKFETI 3 kot CT H&T
BRIGIRNT A — X Z253HS 2 -0 DfgHlF 7 v N~ — 27 OEEME 217V, 12
EKF1ETH 5 scSE-UNet DMREZFHE L7z, UNet I CNN O—FED 7 —F 77
F ¥ Td 5. UNet iZ Ronneberger 5 [26] IZ & > TIREINZHEVEIZ L > THE
RENZRBEERVEICE > TERINZKBWNRMEEREZHAGDESL Z L
WX THREZHELEZXAY VT =2 ThHE. FRIZZO3y N7 —2 OfiEIXE
WG IZ B W TERS BN T —F T 27F Y THD. TD7H, KWL TIX
UNet 2RX—2295. UNet ZR—ZA LT —FT727F ¥ TEEX7 Y7
YIDMEDEUIZE > THIRINTWARZ Y I—Xe Ty Y 7Y VIO IR



I28ch 28ch

1ch lach B7ch

I30ch I30ch 30ch
.32c . .g.nch » 3x3x3 Conv-BN-ReLU

» ScSE Block

-34ch » 3x3x3 Conv

» Skip Connection
& Concat

& scSE Block

3.2 CNN O#fZEX

LICE > THBRINTWE T a—XICL > THEEINTVS. UNet DAY v b
LT, hﬁxy%—Vay%Wﬁ%m:a,%&ﬁ&%ﬁi?ﬁ&éhfbétw
FREENEN &, FEMEERY Y TR DEMER LR TV L% IT 5
5. TAYY FTIE, T3 —=X—TlEpooling BIZL->TEXI VYT 7%
75DT, MrWERBRIAELEHNTLES 2L, TI—X—TR Ty 7H 7
DY URBITHEFE L TEAAAZITD 720, AT DPKRIEBIZHEIZRDE Z & H%E
Jonsd, HAARKIZIE pooling J& & HUD bR & & WS EIRREMERE U 72 £ B AIAA
WELZAT S BERDH B D, BAAADMBE I NFFH TR S N UHTH 5720,
pooling & D72\ UNet (ZEEHN O 2K 2R B E2 FEHTERW. ZFZTAry b —
IPIREL T Y RY =T 2MIETEL LWL OPDOBEEZMAS. £3HY
WKLY aA—R—TaA—R—D& 71y 7 DHKIZ concurrent spatial and channel
Squeeze-and-Excitation(scSE) blocks[29] Zi&/13 %. scSE blocks (£ 3.3 TR
INBEIITTTUVavEMO—MTHD, ARLEROEEEE GHDOD, B
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HEDRNERZ M T2 Z 2T, lxDRTEMRLL, 2y T —I 2L &
5ZLIEoTHUBNT A=YV ADKNZEITZZ EWAEEIZZAR 5. Roy 5
[29] DFEERTIE scSE % i 5 72354 UNet & AR TEHRED 1.5% FRE QWM TH
ATWS,

H
[[] Encoderor [ |Bottleneck [l] Saueeze & Excitation W Recalibrate
Decoder Blocks (SE) Blocks (b) Spat|a| Squeeze
(a) SE block in F-CNN and Channel Excitation (cSE)
o(q) . U,k
U g H Ij *1x1 Spatially .
p *1x1 SSE 0(_) Recalibrate USCSE
g () W .
H Spatlally_’ Add
Recalibrate H £
(c) Channel Squeeze i
and Spatial Excitation (sSE) )
UcSE
*fn.Xn Convolution with m x n kernel p channels (d) Concurrent Spatial and Channel
_/ RelU FH Global Pooling 0(+) Sigmoid Squeeze and Channel Excitation (scSE)

3.3 concurrent spatial and channel Squeeze-and-Excitation blocks D
2. (a)Fully CNN IZHAALALE. (b-d)scSE blockss DEiHH. [29]

PER DB HAAFHEIIMBEROZILIZANZA N TH B 720, BEHESHERED—
HDRXAZIZH LU TWERARFED T >V R~ — 27Tl Z OALEICBUE R E TV
THEZBENDS. 72T Liu b [18] 12 & o TIREX N2 B AR R ERL X
N7-¥ 7 )V afE % A X2 % CoordConv & IEIEND FHEEZEY AND. ¥ 27X
VRS 2 & AN & H U 2E ﬁ#4fw%yy»%¢&b,kLUKEﬁmT5.:
DT VI IVEATNTEFELIRO LA ¥ —I1ZEINE. T X > THREKD CNN €
FIZ R EE 2 BN L 2R TES. TORET Y YLBR HxW x C
DHZE, FHLOWT U INVOY A XEHxW x (C+2) 240, BifED220F %
VAT x-y €T RIVEERRIZ IR 5.

Z DIFZETIE scSE-UNet 72 3 kot CT H{RIZHEHT 5. BFEOFHEL HARTHE
725 DIXEGE Sy FIZRELBRNI ETH D, ZNIFETLIE L SO ATy 7
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Convolutional Layer CoordConv Layer

c+2

W w

Concatenate D.
Channels h b’

Conv Conv

(or Deconv) / (or Deconv)
i coordinate

j coordinate

3.4 2D OB AAAJEE CoordConv & DI, (/) HEk D E AIAHJE
i HXxW xC ORE&E»S H x W x ' ORIy 795,
(£i)CoordConv JEIFHANERED F ¥ VANV E2HFEL THOI Y EY T E2IT.
15

PEZTLES Z k&, VEHSZEERT 2 DOICEBRHRT 2HERH L7720 T
H5D. TOEOEBEOY A X2 X vy ) v 7 UM LT, SV Ky —72
D JEE 72 1) % Rescale U7z,

DT —=FT7F ¥y DRE, Ny FEREHLUBRP o756, BEHBEOY A XHQK
ELR>TULEWV GPU ® RAM A+ 5 2 THD. 72, UNet &R
T scSE blocks ¥ CoordConv ¥ DFZENMUTWBEZHDETINDIINT A—RD
B% 8> TUE D -OHmEHPES KDL THS.

3.2 ZFEAXE

3.2.1 Gaussian Heatmaps

v R~ — 27 QA EHEEET 5 CNN TIXHEGR D S KRR & & 1R 722
BEITDETINRIEZDELSDEIY NT =T DNRITA=XDBBETHBTHHFHY
RHR#EETH D, A TIEe — b~y THEBEZHEE T 2 FEICEOVTED, Th
WBABNE LUTHEZoN-EBIZHIG LUz — b~y Tl Z ERKT 5 7-OW{§EL1 S5

12



DL THS. ULzh>T UNet D& D REEEBIAARY T —2I1ZHDIL 2
DAY b= DEAD— ANFBEOEMI 2 BPFEI T2 I LN TE 5. Gaussian
Heatmap & N %5 > R —27 DL 425 &, HRE T 5 MEME £ 2D 7
R~v—2 Liyi={1,..,N} D dixsme— b~y 7THE Gi(x;01) 1A (3.2.1) D &
IIERIND.

Gi(x;04) = 1 exp (—M) (3.2.1)

(2m)d/20; 202

oA ADIEZFEHTENNTIA=XTHB. 0 DIEIXENT T ADHENT VR
V=7 DMEDFHICE WAEFEEZ E 725 THRENERH 5720, BRIV
HE2ZRETAIBRENRDHD. 2770, YIIWNITELYE, VR —2 X4
Nz H BEBDIF L AL DAET 0 2 FHIT 2L DH 2. e —hvy TOHl%
3.5 127K

Foregound
Mode

Difficult
Background

._J‘.'\

Heatmap \

Background

X35 b—hvy THEDH. £F ¥ INDET Y Ry—2 &b UH
T AN E T By 8T B LIZL 5T groundtruth D — b~ v FREK I 1
%. [40]

AIFFETIE, Payer 5 [25] DFENS o ZHIBATRERRMD T XA =2 L LT
B, ONNO ML —=27diz3xy N7 =2 DFREFEZEIZSECTI Y Ry —72
TriZmERe— by TOE—JIE (0;) ZFEIES. L1LAEDS Payer 5
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DIEKBIETIX Mean Square Error(MSE) @ & 5 22502 U 2 W EKBI% L
FRFIZEH T 5 Z EAHIHRIZ AR > TWD. MSE IMEBIZRHE L RN 5 /NE
BRITT =B TIERNWZ E, KB Re— by THHEE I NZBICRIRO L —
F=y THAMEIER T THIES WA HADH S5 Z LA IF 55, £72 L1 Loss T
AP —EHETH D72, NSBBEEDE T VIVIFKRERREDOLE I RIVEFE U
R 5 Z DY H S THERN TR, DEOVNKRDOEZDIZEDOT T =25
JRNVDEEADIT I —NHEELEVEMIZEFLIRITNIERSRWV. ZDX57%
W7 T v 2% RS 2 Z DL W2, ML —=v 7 T U ADRRLEITR
DIRENS B AEEMED D 5. ZDORMFETIHMEROH IR E > TED, »oOE
O 5 TEfe 7 CrossEntropyLoss 2 X— A& UT o; % M0 #EE 3 55
BERETL. BETLHELEHEAX(3.2.2) ITEET .

N
Loss = mki)n g E E(h;(x;w,b), Gi(x;01)) + ﬁ (3.2.2)
w,D,0 g 2

=1 x

Z Z T FE & CrossEntropyLoss Z NX— X & U7z BEBEBTH 5. hi(x;w,b) &
2w T =20 THBET VK= L, TRTOTFHle— b~y T ThH5.
o= (01,..,oN)T FFEHARELRIY NI =T NRXFAXA=RTHD. FHald—1
XY IO —=ZIEIZHT AIEAMLIETH D, XFVT 1 2525EBEVERT. 1
HHIZ 0 DVNX LB L5127 EIE5D, 2IHHTIE o; DATREZRBE D K& <22
ZEIMBIMEHZLTVWS. ZHUIL>TAY VT =2 TV Ry =22 RET
L7-00RERY —ZEERETDHIENTE, FHRELWEHEELTWS TV
R —2 T3t —2iEZ FHIL, EHIZTFHITE2Z AL Ve — vy T
HUTIREOAEERS Y R —2 2 UTRWE—2IE%Z2 THIT 5.

Z DKL Payer & [25] @ Loss B%% CrossEntropyLoss T#E 94 5 & 5
IR L7220 THh S, ZOHMWEBIEZRY N —20FHEFEICRLUT, &
TV R —J DR e — by TD o #@INCFEETEIENTES. DFD,
M321ITRENTVWEEHIZ, 2y NT—JDFHTHEEEDOE NI Y Ny —2
Tlre—hr3y 7O —2IEZHS FHIL, KO AMEERT VY Ry =212 L TiE
JENE—=ZHRIZ K> TPHIT S, F@EEITNTVWE—JIETIEARAY hT =20
t— by 7EHBEMIBLTLUEYL, BHOY—I2BHIhTn5.

COEETIETIRTDOI VY RY—2 3K~ De— by JITkoTHElENS.
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3.6 o DEWNZEBZE— b3y TOH. (L) NI\ oy ZBRLZBOET
LVDIEE. o WNSTES720, HEOE—sB¥RilisnhTnws. (hR) #Y)
o EERUEZBOETLVOIRE. (F) KEWo; 2FIRUZBEOET LVOIG
H. ooy WRETEL-DMEITERALINTVWS., Z—7 v MERIXRGTR
INTHY, SN BERIERETRINT WS, [25]

B — by TOBRKMEMBIZY T2 LIVIEETIHEINSG, b— vy TORK
RALEIZHIET D% T Y Y — 27 ODHEEALE L AT LMRIEDREEZZITTL
5. TITHBTIIRT LD ICHRAMEDHIZEOE 7 ¥V ESRLTY T &
IVHEE £ TR EZHEET 5. AL TIE argmax 12X > THE LN ARAED
WE LRIV ET3MICDH VAT 4y T4 VT %2TFVWT Y RY—27DHEE%

e

172,
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Image intensity

integer peak location W \/ subpixel peak location

I/\

/LN

/ <

/ \

/ \

J AN

Pi—2

Di-1 Pill Pi+1  Pit2

Pixel Index

3.7 YT RILVDESR.
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B4E EER
PRIz EBROBENZRT.

AJTHER D R ALEE

scSE-UNet T~ K~ —2 O HEIRHE
BEETAR ST A — X DEHH

R A

4.1 T—49%tv h

RBETHS F— 2ty NR_MHb 5. EFVEE, 2HT5-d07—4
Ly b RBERERE®RT -2ty NThH 5.

4.1.1 RRAZHUERBEBHESRET -9ty b

AAFZE T, RBRZFZEZIBHERBE T SN BEHOZRHREFEL < B0
{28 oM Pl BE B AE S8 100 B (X MEmlBig 74 1, SBVEMRE 26 #) 2R e LT
CNN 2%H3 5. ML CT EAIZH U TREREE 22— ANDBEAREIZX > T
FETTRDOT Y N~ —7 (W E2lEEr, gt s Bt 1Lk
MR, IERE) 2ERL, BRIPRATA-20FHF 2T o7, K4
T — Xty FOFEMERT. ZON I3 EHIZEEEAREOHERMIET S L
HIR IR D o 7.

100EHID T > R —2 OffiE% CNNIFEIZ L > TEEETS. RIREEHRT 5
A A Y hTdH % Pelvic Incidence(PI), Pelvic Tilt(PT), Sacral Slope(SS) % HE)
TEHAIS 5. R USEHIZ FW T 4-fold ZZAEMGEIZ & > TENEND KR ERT 7
A A2 b OFHHKGE 2 BGET 5.
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#4.1 et KREEERE T - Xy b

mean range std median
Age 59.0 15.0-86.0 14.3 60.5
Height [cm] | 157.6 144.0-182.0 8.5 155.0
Width [cm] 59.5 36.7-95.0 128 57.0

PI [°] 541  31.7-83.6 10.6 52.2
SS [°] 385  234-58.1 7.8 37.9
PT [°] 15.7 0.0-38.2 7.0 15.7

4.1.2 NII 7—%tv b

AL TRET 5 Fikx AHER CT HifT — X X—ZAIZ#HT 5 Z & THRIRME
BT 74 A2 N OMEHRT 2 BN 5. REF5E CIXENZFZER R IE AN H AR K #
RS (AMED) 23 $8 9 2 EF R AR & ENLE A AT (NIT) & 23
HELUCHEL CVWAEEBBRY Yy /T — A R—=2%fHT 5. ZHhIEZHADHE
B OWBED PACS o HEOEB THHIEI NS CT HEZNEL TWET —
RR—=ZThHH, 2020 £ 1 HEAET 30 LA EDO T =X BEENTED, &7 —
ZATIZER D CT Wi & IR L K= b 2H 5. Otake 6 [22] L& > TNEZh
7= CT B D hH & e BIEi 6 % 5 Bl i S 7z 12522 fEFN T U T KRR B
TIAAY N EHBGIT S, 55072 12522 AO#ERE (CEYaER: 64 7%; SD:
14 %; &iPH:21-99 &%) 1, FE#BIC 9 DD Z I —TF (10 I L 1T 20-89 %) B L O
'I%'IJ RS T2 2D 7N — 7 (BUEHERE: 6762 A; ZME4ERE: 5760 N) 201

. BAEWE ORI AR 4.0 R A2 1ITRT.

4.2  FHBIERE

FUYRY—IBREDONANT7 - VA3 MEOHE L 7V N3 — 27 ORI
X3 ERAEMEOM OB SIS, RIFETIX, BEOXEESFEIZ
(39, 25, 42, 24, 41] ZB2ZBIZT VR —2D MRE(Mean Radial Error; “E¥24%
) & T Y R —2® SDR(Successful Detection Rate; #ti =) % {#H U T 7
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2000

1500

Counts

1000

500

2204

<
20-29

30-39

5.

187
1303
1020
806
495
424
Iiiill“‘

40-49
50-59
60-69
70-79

Age Group

4.1 NII 7—& &y MZEBI BREHE L T D 5346

#42 NIIT—ZXtvh

Total Male Female
Number of patients 12522 6762 5760

Age strata (years)

<49 2119 759 1360
50-59 2018 998 1020
60-69 3182 1879 1303
70-79 3562 2204 1358
80+ 1641 922 719

19

89

80.

90-99

sex
-
]

M
F

1358
862
662
60 ii




4.2.1 Mean Radial Error

Radial error R 13 (4.2.1) L LTEEIND. ZIT Az, Ay, Az FZNhEh
x il v i, z @O Pl & EED T > N~ — I OMT % %2R T,

R=/Az2+ Ay? + Az2 (4.2.1)

MRE & % DR (SD) R FO & S IEHING. I TN BRIV RY—2
DI TH 5.

N
MRE:Z%%Ef (4.2.2)
N
. : — MRE)?
MD:¢Eﬂ%;1R) (4.2.3)

4.2.2 Successful Detection Rate

Successful Detection Rate(SDR) E#HiE N7 v R~ — 2 ED 7 v F
¥—2&0% zmm (22 Tz=2, 25 34) UFOHAE, ZOF Y N —2FK
EBREI LIz AL, £ TRITNTFRMRETH 2 L ALTHEETHS. 2 mm
PAF®D SDR IFR (4.2.4) Ik > TE#EINS. TIT N, IFIEEMICHRIEEINZT v
NY—2DETHY, NIZTY -2 DRETH 5.

N,

4.2.3 Mean Angle Error

MBI NZI VR =0 RRET 714 A b E2ERIT 2 FHBPRAT A —
REFHILTE Y, R TIFEELRERZRD [34, 19, 3, 27, 37, 1, 43, 9]. &
IR T A = ZIBIARMETEVTNEALIZ L > TERSINT VWS 72D, Mean
Angle Error(MAE: “Fi¥fER%) 25 U T34 5. Mean Angle Error 1
K (4.25) ILE>TERING. Z2T Angle, BEMIZE>TT / F—>avdh
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7oV R =21 &> CERINFEBIPRAATIA—-XTH5 PL, SS, PT DA,
Angle, IZ CNN IZ & o THEGR I N T YV R = IZ Lo CEHRINZAETH 5.

S AAngle,
n

MAE = (4.2.5)

4.3 ZERAZBR
AWIE TR DERDPETE LG E 3.

1. scSE-UNet O} FAf
COEBRTIIREFEOAMNMEZRIET 5 7201T 4-fold REMAEZ1T S .
N—2A 7% UNet & HIU TAREFEVPEDRENT x —< v A%z [[ L
IETVWEDNZHERT 5.

2. KB CT Eifg T — X R—ZA~DiEH
KB CT BT — R R—ANKRBRETFEZEH U CHBIRIC KRR T 7 A

v MR EEAATHEBRANT A =225 T 5. ZOFEBRTEHIIZ N

Parameter 7 & BEAZ DO ZEAE R & ik Z217 5.

4.3.1 Training Procedure

1 2® GPU(NVIDIA GTX1080Ti) iZ&k>Thlb—=vr&h, Ny FH 1 XX
2 IZERE U7z, BEBEHE LT Cross Entropy Loss % 7z 1% Adaptive Sigma Loss

ZEINU 72, 72, Adam[i0] Z2H U TR zfTo72. L —=v 2, FH
1% 0.001 12 E XN, validation loss % 40epoch fEJ&A U 72 id v 0.1 DERES
WAXEBEZ LTz, ==V 7T % epoch #i% 1000 IZFE X1, &
BRETFIVIIMRIET — X THRED /T =< VA (RIED loss ) ZFHE L2 F = v
IRA VISR EINZ. ETNVOMEL b L —= 2 12 Pytorch[23] %
L7=.
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4.3.2 Data preparation

2V IRNT—=0% N L=V T T35/ TETI VY RY—IMNEE2ED 3R
G CT HEGEDOT— X2y "ARBRETH D, BUEEELLEEEEDLET 100D CT
TT7T207 Y R —20%2RBODLEMIZE > TTFHTIRAMITEINAZ FUR
T =7 DAEIZOVTNE BRSNS T X — X OB BT E DT, BEH L TR
HIERNZ B U CGRIITE 5 XS 1B RSN T W 5.

3 N7 =27 DO ANEBEDOFINBIZIRD LS IZEITEIND. T—Xty bDT
RTOEBZRIZOWTAY b7 =2 D ANEGHEE e — b~y THEEOY 1 X%
ORIV BALT—EIZHED. ANEBIEAY VT =T DANIZELETT ARY
MEEEELZEEHAT—Y vraInsd. V¥ 7Y v JTld bi/trilinear ff
MZEMEHTS. ZETF—XIETARNT 128x128x128 DEE 7 L I)VIZ X 3 v TV
YOS5, FHEEEREGERET - X2y hTOXT VYT ) U T HEOM
B OMRAREE X [2.8125 — 3.125,2.8125 — 3.125,2.0) THo7z. £T—X v hD
i SZHIPH 1% —1024 ~ 4000 DN > X7 ¢ —)b N#AL (HU) TH 5. -1024HU
HOMEIFERICEBGE I N2 o 20N OEBGDHEETH 5. BEHELOD D
T — R HPEIK > THEHGLIE 21T 5. A TIRERERZ TRIZLTWE 720,
—150 — 350HU DO #FIPHDOMFE %K S . Z D72 OREFME % 17\, [0, 1] T
W32, =Xy bV A AT =Xt v IO variance & iR X & 5 72D1Z
T—XEy bOIRET D . FHAN y-z FHIZNHE Lz7 )y T ZEH L
7. — ANDBEZE DS train valid test DX v PTG X NN T & DR &
NTws., 7z, IR AT T7 54 TCT — X 2S5, HEIX [-25,25]
mm 721} T VX LT BE S, x il [—30,30] B, y #liduz [—15, 15
&, z #lidinz [—15,15] EREE X N, [0.8,1.2) ZAr—Y v rInsd. $§RTO
Augmentation I —HDHEPS T VX LIZH T ) v TEINTWE, ZThH5DNRT
A=RET—=REYy NND TV R —=7 D2 BFB I TFHTHRESINEZ., T—X
Y N EIRT A 7O ONBIIANEBRE T R~ —2 &l GIZHEHAT 5. 29 b
7 — 7 QEMAIERERZE 0.001 DAY ANMIZE o THHET 5. ZHiZNhEWE
ATHEVWERY NI —=BPR LW THD, 01wl — vy 724
B DIIRBETH 5.
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4.3.3 scSE-UNet O E i

AIfFETHRET 5 scSE-UNet OERMEEZMEET 5. KL TIELRY P T—2 D
W&, CoordConv DE A, scSE blocks D& A, CrossEntropyLoss & X—2Z & L
71 BAE (A% Adaptive Sigma Loss £ 975, ) #$2F 9 5. TIZTURD 41H
FIZDOWTHKOERZTV, TUZIIDOWTHED W EL TV 2 HEd 5.

1. UNet (baseline)
baseline £ 72 % UNet ORE 2 X 4.2 IZ/RT. ZHiFEITAVT—Ya v
¥ 7Y RNY—=ZHEIZE TR [26, 24, 25, 17, 31] I N TV S
UNet DHEETH D, ZOMHEEZHENRDN-A571 22 F 5.

2. UNet (proposed architecture)
AR TRET 5 scSE-UNet DOFEid % f\\ 7z UNet TH D, CoordConv &
scSE blocks ZfHHL WA Y N7 —2Th 5.

3. UNet + CoordConv
2.UNet (proposed architecture) (2351} % 3 x 3 x 3 Conv % CoordConv IZ
BEWPZ 22y FT—ITH 5.

4. scSE-UNet + CoordConv
3.UNet + CoordConv (Z scSE blocks ZHUDAAZ XY NT—20TH 5.

5. scSE-UNet + CoordConv + Adaptive Sigma Loss
AWFETIRET 22y N7 —2 (3.1.1%) TH 5.

4.3.4 KBEET—IXR—IA~ADEH

KB CT T — X RXR— 22 U CAROFE2EAT S, o5V
R —2 05 QEIMICEBIZIRSS XA — X 23112175 . X N2 BBk S
A — ZIHEERE D FEfpy L MERNZHE - TAER S0, Y, EHEfFA (SD), 95% (S
X[# (CI) DBLS A S TIN5,
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I64ch

1ch ‘

I128chI 128ch I128chI 128ch

.256ch.256c|h .z.zsech - 3x3x3 Conv-BN-RelLU

‘ - 3x3x3 Conv-BN-RelU * 2
- » 3x3x3 Conv
512ch » Skip Connection

& Concat

I64ch I

32ch M5,

3x3x3 ConvTransposed

4.2 Dbaseline & 72 % UNet OfEiE.

4.4 FEERER

MRTIE229D® 7Y a viZHpEINTWS, F—IZEMIZE > TTRUAFIFE
N7z 100 FEHI T D 4-fold ZZZAEMGEDFER, 212 100 iEM 2 I R TEHIELE
TIZESTNII =21y MIEALUZERZRT. ZOHKDZHIZRY B
T—IRHE ML=V T INTVERNANR=NRTFRA=ROER IfFONTIEVA
V. EELDGAEBRERIGEMNEZIZERNIRLTVWS. &7V R — 27O

24



WA EMHUTCETNDONR T A=V A%ZFI Lz, E27VOiEERHET S
TeHIZT v R~ — 27 O FHRIALE % 6D B DA (resize X padding 1T W7R
W) ICEBL, HOT Y RY—2FPllT VY Ry —27 DM EEMHHL TiREZFR
U7z, IRICHEROFMEEZHHA L TY 7 2IVEREEZ mm ([ZEHL 72,

4.4.1 scSE-UNet O E L

Fr 2 i M g BE i E 100 SiERI T D 4-fold R ZMEEDFE R 2 X 4.3 & FK 4.3 17K
3. UNet(baseline), UNet(proposed architecture), UNet + CC, scSE-UNet +
CC, scSE-UNet + CC + ASLoss(f@%F¥%) @ MRE ¥Z 2 3.25, 3.28, 3.13,
3.05,3.04 THo7z. W DPDT v FY— 27 F2EMITENT T — (2 IXIE
FEATIE 2.17 mm DFGE) TH DD, MO DIFAR+43 (B Z G b TS
TiE 294 mm THY, WEME L OVEIFHRAEDAIZ 087 mm THD) IZHRE T
TWa., ARt TV WINBE LICAEST ST Y Ry —2T
HY, iEEDTY R =2 OMEDEEPARED T Y K v —27 & IR TR
DLW EEZRLTWS.
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10 [RIPRI R 24 —2 AL €T A

ss07 ewbis aAndepy + AUODPIO0D + IDNN-9SIS M
AUODPI00D) + }DUN-9SOS mm

AUODPIO0D + ION( mmm

(30931ydJe pasodoud) 19NN m=m

(su19seq) 19NN =

I9POI

34

[Www] JoJig |elpey
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¥72, HEMEB I NZMIHNT >V R —2 2 0IlB BRI A -2 DHE)
HHMOMPBEHEAEDOKERZNM 44 LR A44ITRT. BEFTETO PI OFEHEIX
53.75 + 8.85°, SS D FIFMEIX 38.55 + 6.95°, PT O FIFfE X 15.10 &+ 6.60° T
Hotz. FEHITOFHEMED PI, SS, PT O FE¥HEIZZ N F N T 54.18 + 10.64°,
38.51 + 7.78°, 15.67 £ 7.02° TH - 7z. REFE L FEH TOMMNZRZE NI IX PI,
SS, PT DZNZNT 3.49+4.41°, 3.23 £3.10°, 1.48 £2.58° TH-7z. PIH»H 10
FE LA EDFHAGR A % 788 Z5EHIIE 6 SEBIT, £ DN 5 AEGIDEME & AUME & % 72
DLIEHTH -7z, Pl OFHAGEZED K E hr o 72 6 fER % X 4.5 2R3, JEHE & ALKE
DFEE % B BREHZ BRI U 7256 2 FOEHIEIC X 5 PI, SS, PT OMx Bz =
SE¥FIE 2,55 £ 2.06°, 2.79 £ 2.26°, 0.98 £ 0.78° TH o7z, 7z, BILHRIE L 12
LT L O Bland-Altman 782y b2X4.6 mT. ZHo 2 DOHEMED DN
fElX-1.5 mm TH o 7=.

pi (51.63613239704201, 52.01328439461543) (50.735920065650674, 51.2510579516467)
(52.52957490602641, 53.07892617660782) ss (40.433163754592755, 40.7872161859172)
(40.52090742434248, 41.00680172813246) (40.17079718309113, 40.68741373164482)
pt (11.104163632438597, 11.32487321870901) (10.09011160529293, 10.369157259529485)
(12.204596498897889, 12.545693669000688)

4.4.2 NIIF7—%+tv b

NII 77— & R— R 12522 fEGNTIREFEZEH U THEBER AN T A — &% 251
U7z, ZTDOW, BEFN T v R~ — 2 BTOMEDFERHEFIIZ PI % SS 1%
BIZROBVWE VWS &M ZHWTHOPIZERBETH S L EDO L & 95 fEH %
BTz, 12427 GEHIT D EHAKE SR T3 % PelvicIncidence, SacralSlope, PelvicTilt
® Boxplot Z FNFNX 47, M48, XM4.912739. 12427 fEHTHEEH S 17z
HHILIRN T A —& PIL, SS, PT IZ DWW THEHENT 247> 7-. KR & LT PI
(EBHEHEERE TS 50.99°(SD: £10.29°%; 95% CI: 50.74-51.25), ZM:#ERE CF
¥4 52.80°(SD: £10.59°; 95% CI: 52.53-53.08), 4 #Ek# T 51.82°(SD: +10.73°;
95% CI: 51.64-52.01) Td > 7=. SS IZHM#ERFE T 40.76°(SD: £10.16°; 95%
CI: 40.52-41.01), ZM:#EER# T 40.43°(SD: £9.95°; 95% CI: 40.17-40.69), 44
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50
40
30

20

| b e il

Angle Error [degree]

gy

Model

mm UNet (baseline)

mm UNet (proposed architect)

= UNet + CoordConv

= scse-Unet + CoordConv

mm scse-UNet + CoordConv + Adaptive Sigma Loss

4.4 BEGEHUS NG BIPIR ST A — X DFER.

5 T 40.61°(SD: £10.07°; 95% CI: 40.43-40.79) T&H - 7=. PT B MwbkE T
? 10.23°(SD: £5.84°; 95% CI: 10.09-10.37), M5k T 12.38°(SD: £6.57°;
95% CI: 12.20-12.55), 4#E#& T 11.21°(SD: £6.28°; 95% CI: 11.10-11.32) T
Hot-. T L TOMEIFINT A — X DG RE KA ITRT.
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# 4.3 4-fold ZZFEMGEDHKE R

Radial Error (in mm) SDR (in %)
Median ~ Mean+SD z=2mm z=25mm z=3mm z=4mm
Al b T B T ks
UNet (baseline) 3.27 4.6945.36 15.00 30.00 42.00 64.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 3.09 4.5145.62 23.00 38.00 46.00 63.00
UNet + CC 3.10 4.7045.60 14.00 29.00 46.00 67.00
scse-UNet + CC 3.01 4.15+4.64 26.00 39.00 49.00 67.00
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 2.94 4.32£5.63 29.00 44.00 52.00 72.00
filii T e Ak s
UNet (baseline) 3.03 4.76£5.84 18.00 33.00 48.00 66.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 3.24 4.89+5.45 20.00 30.00 45.00 62.00
UNet + CC 3.18 4.8445.84 16.00 33.00 44.00 67.00
scse-UNet + CC 2.98 4.97+6.12 18.00 31.00 51.00 66.00
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 2.88 4.10+4.75 24.00 38.00 52.00 71.00
A i
UNet (baseline) 3.17 3.37£1.40 14.00 32.00 46.00 74.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 3.13 3.2841.53 23.00 32.00 46.00 75.00
UNet + CC 2.72 3.1541.87 20.00 41.00 55.00 78.00
scse-UNet + CC 2.87 3.054+1.58 26.00 41.00 53.00 80.00
scse-UNet + CC 4 ASLoss 2.81 3.04+1.58 21.00 40.00 57.00 83.00
7. L i fl i
UNet (baseline) 2.85 3.254+1.87 24.00 37.00 55.00 69.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 2.93 3.32+1.86 26.00 40.00 51.00 73.00
UNet + CC 2.60 3.13+1.81 28.00 44.00 57.00 77.00
scse-UNet + CC 2.70 3.11+1.89 29.00 47.00 55.00 77.00
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 2.50 3.1242.23 33.00 50.00 66.00 78.00
g
UNet (baseline) 2.39 2.34+1.12 36.00 58.00 80.00 94.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 2.56 2.77+1.26 27.00 49.00 59.00 87.00
UNet 4+ CC 2.25 2.45+1.18 44.00 57.00 72.00 90.00
scse-UNet + CC 2.28 2.52+1.36 40.00 65.00 78.00 87.00
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 1.95 2.12+1.06 50.00 72.00 85.00 92.00
e g
UNet (baseline) 2.27 2.43£1.19 35.00 59.00 72.00 91.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 2.65 2.77+£1.26 25.00 45.00 65.00 89.00
UNet + CC 2.23 2.41+£1.06 41.00 65.00 76.00 90.00
scse-UNet + CC 2.38 2.62£1.35 34.00 57.00 68.00 84.00
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 1.94 2.04+0.98 52.00 72.00 84.00 98.00
IR e
UNet (baseline) 2.57 2.68+1.23 30.00 47.00 65.00 88.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 2.38 2.86+3.14 35.00 56.00 70.00 88.00
UNet + CC 2.42 2.56+1.24 40.00 53.00 65.00 86.00
scse-UNet + CC 2.20 2.78+2.71 36.00 62.00 70.00 89.00
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 2.17 2.39£1.22 42.00 62.00 74.00 90.00
At
UNet (baseline) 2.74 3.36£3.34 24.57 42.29 58.29 78.00
UNet (proposed architecture) 2.81 3.4943.46 25.57 41.43 54.57 76.71
UNet + CC 2.64 3.32£3.42 29.00 46.00 59.29 79.29
scse-UNet + CC 2.53 3.3243.39 29.86 48.86 60.57 78.57
scse-UNet + CC 4 ASLoss 2.36 3.02+3.16 35.86 54.00 67.14 83.43
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F 44 BHEEFHIS N 2ERIPIR AT A — 2D Mean Angle Error.

Angle Error (in degree)

Median Mean4+SD

Pelvic Incidence

UNet (baseline) 3.52 5.4447.34
UNet (proposed architecture) 2.88 4.66+5.67
UNet + CC 3.57 4.68+5.09
scse-UNet + CC 3.45 5.27+6.32
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 2.08 3.49+4.41
Sacral Slope
UNet (baseline) 3.42 7.69+5.22
UNet (proposed architecture) 3.39 4.424+5.09
UNet 4+ CC 3.37 4.444+5.15
scse-UNet + CC 3.50 5.48£7.10
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 2.23 3.23+3.10
Pelvic Tilt
UNet (baseline) 1.15 1.78+2.47
UNet (proposed architecture) 0.94 1.77+2.89
UNet + CC 0.82 1.66+2.74
scse-UNet + CC 0.89 1.714+2.44
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 0.84 1.48+2.58
&t
UNet (baseline) 2.31 4.15+6.5
UNet (proposed architecture) 2.13 3.62+4.87
UNet 4+ CC 2.12 3.59+4.66
scse-UNet + CC 2.39 4.16+5.91
scse-UNet + CC + ASLoss 1.57 2.73+3.55
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Bland-Altman Plot
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4.6 EBEHABE L RZETFIEICE - THEE SN/ PI © Bland-Altman 7@
k. 2 DOFHAIMEDZE DY (FERR) & F+ 1.96 BEHERZE (SD) DKERR (%
) A7my hxhTna.

# 45 NI T—ARXR—ATOERMT & DFBEILIR ST A — 2O HBFHHFER.

Pelvic Incidence(®)

Sacral Slope(°) Pelvic Tilt(°)

Age strata  Male Female Male Female Male Female

(years) Median  Mean+SD Median  Mean+SD Median  Mean+SD Median  Mean+SD Median Mean+SD  Median Mean+SD
>49 47.98  49.40£10.29 51.19 51.3249.62 36.39 37.56+9.42 36.64 36.9448.49 11.73  11.8445.46 14.33  14.38%+6.18
50-59 50.22  51.51+10.44 52.63 53.0949.37 38.72 40.00+9.83 38.54 39.0649.37 11.51  11.5245.58 14.06  14.03+6.18
60-69 50.07  51.29+10.71 52.14 52.4749.55 40.04  40.80£10.03 39.96 40.2948.79 10.34  10.49%5.77 12.04 12.18%+6.19
70-79 49.36  51.03£10.95 52.59 53.29+11.32 39.97  41.28+10.30 41.46 42.30£10.48 9.66 9.75+5.75 11.05 10.99+6.56
80+ 50.31 51.06+11.12 52.88 54.89+12.28 42.11  42.92+10.38 44.45 45.70£11.21 7.91 8.15+5.97 9.18 9.19+6.63
Total 49.59  50.99+10.78 52.24  52.80£10.59 39.63 40.76+10.16 39.71 40.434+9.95 10.16  10.23+5.84 12.48  12.384+6.57
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WL D DRFGEE PL I B VEARERE & MRS & OO ARZZ|RE L TV
W, Vialle 5 [36] 12X % & B LMEDOH T PLICHEIICERERE2HREL, X
YD PIERESWI L 2HELTWS. 72, PI LFE OBKIZOVWTHHFN
TEY, EEZEMEDOGPEEZKALD S PIAEHWI EHRHREINLT VS,
Rousseau & [27] (Z & % & Jv (R BE i & #dh 2 47 - 72 328 A D fEfiE fige M & oo (]
[ X #REfR TOFRIPIR N T A —Z DEHUIORKER, APP OFfHIX —0.4°£20.5°,
Sacral Slope @Y1 1F 34.8° £21.2°, Pelvic Incidence O YA I 53.7° £27.1°
CHELTWA. 60-79 % (F¥ 70.4) TOFHIEER OO D, Vialle 5 & b
PEZIZIED 5 72, Vrtovec 5 [38] (12X % 3 oG TO PI O HEEHAIT I3 M@
W8 370 N (CFII4END; 41.5 %) THMMRERE T3 46.6° £ 9.2°, WHEHERE Tk
47.6° £10.7° TH o 7z. BLETREMEAMICARZEZFZFoNTWARWA, PI&
A fin DA T IR 5 W RE IS A TR AHEE (FHBIFRE r=0.20) 2155 Z &3k
7. L2 U, BakOHIE & U T Medoza-Lattes 5 [20] 1% PT 135K D a2 12 Ei%
HIZHEIN L, Al KR SERE O BREE A FFar & & BTN L), BEOPERENE
bR d 2 E2mRUTWA. Vrtovee 5 i [38] BLil & TORFZETIX 2 oL KIR
X MR S FEITHHMEI N TW27280, X MR COFHINEFERED PT L0 i
RIZFHE SN T WS AREMED DB Z & 2L T\ 5.

HEFWPRNATA—RBZIAETHLER DL 2V ODPHEINTED, %
NODIFLALBAAERLDB TV TEHD PLANSI W L2 ERLTWS.
DT E TOHARANZ NG L ULHRTIRIA W FEin THDORKRD IR — h THES
NTWBHHDIE Asal & [1] 12 &5 5K X BRER %2 W 7228 T & D EE#iFH
19-94 D 1461 AN D HAANHERF (26 U T X #Eiz W TEBPR AN T A —
ZDFHZTT > TWa. PT OFHUME XS MERERE T 15.8° £ 7.6°, LMAkERE T
19.5°+9.7°, PI OFHHIME I B MEARERE T 47.7° +£9.9°, ZVEMEERTE T 51.2° £10.8°
Thotz. PT E PIRZMLIDBBROAVPERITNIVWILZHwELTED, £
7 PT 3 Eme EHITHEMLTWAZ ebHELTWS. UL LHEEL D BEANE
DFIREDBPIIKE VD, BRWICEEZENEZEZRT 5250, JOHERRE
BN 2 SR 5t 2 i D2 BENH D Z L 2B L TW5S.
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55.8 £ 10.6 @ [33] IZ X 2 HADHILE —H L TWig\w., ZNIEARREFEDR
WIAZEKNT2HEDTHELERD. SHROFEL LTIV Py —7RHDOEE
ERIZMEIEDZENEITOND.

scSE-UNet X—Z2D 7 L — LT — 27 29 % & HEamReifiE 1 EiRH 72 0 4.5
# (NVIDA GTX1080Ti 1 D) 2o 7z. Z OfsRIIHHRMIE < BBt 2B
BIGIR ST X — R L UTHiBT £ 23 0 BRFE I U THHET A Z 2T
5.

Kﬁ%@@%%%&@ﬁ%%ﬂ%%ﬁ??fﬂybti%@%%%ﬂﬁx—&w
FHANZIERR T 2 Z N ABETH B, ZOWERITITWL 2 DHIELRH 5. FH—
T—XLy NOFIRTHS. RKfFEOT — XXy b TIEHETR btabbmﬂ@%A
FRREEDPEBD SNTIEHN 3 DEFNT W=, Z0D 3FEHNZ & - T 4-fold D
REAMGEOBIENREF L, FERMEON) T - a VIZk > TTFHICKE RS
rHZ25EZoNB. LHrL, IBEEDEHDEE, EULS IV Ry —2 %K
322 LI ABOHEMRIZE > THEEBFHIZL>THH LW Do Tz,
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