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Abstract: In order to improve the accuracy and interpretability of the grading of malignant nodules in the lung,
a method is proposed to achieve grading automatically for lung nodules by using (Computed Tomography, CT)
signs. Firstly, features sets are extracted of CT signs by combing the radiomics features with the higher-order
features extracted by convolutional neural network. Then, the ensemble classifier is optimized by the evolutionary
search mechanism based on the mixed feature sets, and it is used to realize quantitative scores for 7 CT signs.
Finally, 7 quantitative scores are input to the optimized multi-classifier to achieve the grading of malignant
nodules in the lung. In the experience, 2000 samples of lung nodules in LIDC-IDRI data set are used to train
and test the proposed method. The results show that the recognition accuracy of the 7 CT signs can reach more
than 0.9642, the grading accuracy reaches 0.8618, the precision reaches 0.8678, the recall reaches 0.8617, and
the F1 index reaches 0.8627. With respect to typical algorithms, the proposed method not only has high

accuracy, but also can quantitatively analyze the CT signs that make the grade result of malignancy more interpretive.
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BT RN R AR (Computed
Tomography, CT) I §AAG AL T A Il A 45 7 0 B
ARSI S gt 7R EI 2 AR
2 Wi e mE PR 2, g T R SRR RS
AR R S E T IR A IR R I OC &R, TAS
o (B FE R 23 4 B S AE A B T PPk 451
TWHERE . (R T AR ARS8 A 80 K5 BAX S
CTRAG IR AE BRI —88 5y, HUFZ /a5y
Fe M JEOK S5 7T, RNy 2% P& B PR AR /K 22 e b, i
DA T3 32 16 A AR A 7550 i 45715 1 1R
W RAFAEE W22 o R THE LA D 32 AR Sl B =
(R R SR AT N 45 1A ORI SUIE R B EE R, I
MR HEAIE G 1 B2 1k 25 SRO0) il 485 1 R ST 1 B AT 90 20
MY R = AR TR, A A B T4 mis b
(R AERfR 2 A ] R

A 558 P il 22515 SRV JEE 90 RO VR AU SRR 1) B AL
(Support Vector Machine, SVM), K4l 7
%o WIRodriguesS N PV ok 2546 e 28 0 B $2 1 285
T RPRFE I 2 2 L. SVMAKIL 4R34 70
KT RBMES . Nobrega® NIUE A bz I
T, 2 REREIA . SVMAIKIT AT B E 43
Ko ARG E 73 HOITIRAE LS RvT et H A7 A
— WS, TrERE— B R, (HAESR R
PERE FIF AR . BEEIRE S IR R, R
FHEE N 2% (Convolution Neural Network, CNN)7E
it 225 SRV FE A RO T T 2 N . W ZuoE AT
P — 2 3 R CNN A R R B 2 A 3 AN [R]
BT HER R A 2 RSB E ) 2RI 2% . Shen®s:
ABiE i CNNAG BIA FE ER R R, ARG
kDR T HEWT I 251 OB KA R . Wang
S N H CNINSZY A 11 3455 20 of fii &5 47 R TRk
oy RAE R HEAT EL B B, I B UK I £ 8 TE
CN N BB Xof 45 747 11 20 4 Jib 98 AUz 1) 7 25 g ) f
4F . CNNJ7E AT LS o 23 1R 2% >, (H IR D7
FEEREZH, HEBRKENAFM 5T
B, FRRESIEERET “HBE” , hkit—3
PRARAN 73 BT AR 2 ArrT R AT 70 SRR o AR —
S AR i ) T, WBEVLAR MK (Random Forest,
RF). Mumhh T (eXtreme Gradient Boosting,
XGBoost )l H i& M 5% (Adaptive Boosting, Ada-
Boost) % 11153 782 R, 41Nishio% A
M XGBoost AT il 4515 ) R G ME32K . RIS
NP2 op i it P SR BRS 45 715 R s B R R . A
TAPZM 4. SVMAIAdaBoost 54 Fh & L5V, it
ATIE R BRI 0 AT A LU A . BRI DT VR B T4

SR TTEEYERE RS R T ESE S, X CNNTT
TEAERT G Rt — AR A T S LR, (Hikk
TR R 5G5S BT R R IR SR S5 WA &
BHERR. ERMEFRECT . 3 MCT H 32 Uk
TERI T IER IR UAG H R N, EEAFEKE
GUTRHIE . SOHRRHIE . JEARFRAEA =35 (W H &R AE
&5 . WFerreira®s A I i 36 A 56 [ 4 BU S AR (IE
I T B 2R A5 25 1 2K 5 i 5 2 B B 5 i
FRAE,  FRAE ORI 208 W B 1) PRI AR5 A 5o il &5 45
BT BBV K. WuiE NMTEAR . K g0
J7 T HE BURFAIE o 38 3 B LAR RO i 25775 R At g AT
532, Shaukat® NPT EE203E .. 2DFI3DIE
AR UL S SR FERFAE, SR 5 I8 I 5 J2 B i 25 9 2% S B
ROBHE 2. SR 2R AE RE % 1R G Xt B A 1
REG R TEN, FHEERGHT R, H
EARRIEEGHAEREE, [FR T ER S
8. WAMERGE G A SR ERT, MaE . =
Jis R0 Sk S M B TR B AT R R AL BE0Y . — T
MCNNAE N —AMEREE R RFIE SR LSS, REBS TR
U b 3R B 4 R s AR . WO
CNNFRHIE G HE IR B G AR E B B B AR IE .
Shi%e NVTER VG G- 163 B 45 35 B 4E, i
SVM7r2Kas 47 REME /95 . Nobrega®i N0l i
FHVGG-16, VGG-9FTMobileNet 25 [0 2% £ B fiti 45
TR EGRRHE, SR AR D, 2 2
AR SVMAIKIEAR3E4T ROEMER 7028, CNNH]
DL 2 2 AR LR ML RS B SRR . (H 218
B RS B RHE R o BER BR, BB REF
KHERFEEPRZIEZHMTER . LRPHFEE
FEFRELT EA A RBE M, 745 & PR e
PEHL T V2R AL) 3 H B A T AR AIE AR IR C TR 1)
FR. ATIRETEERE, 5T EERE S84 K
AT AT e T 2 W5 TAEDS . R SC DARE AR
MBIHEAT 40T, T Elyan® N D425 55 i 1 4ak:
FEBENLARAR N 7R B 2412 Wb o 0ot R GRS i
K-Means ER A n MR E R MK x NANMRZE, 18
SR BUHE BRI 22 FEVE DL ORI m BE L AR PR P B
BARE— R LR T REVLARAR 2 B3R M Re,
B TR 3 3t B 116 Ah B SR A R A ) R S
X T RS 2 8] () 45 R AL I HEAT IR N2
UMiao % A RO A Sscdk i B ATL AR PR O ) 3 98 B
FH AT R AT T A . ) FH B AU S D
b bR, AR B AR I T R BAIX A A
MAEFA7, MISE s BEVLARR RS . Pauls
NPUFE MG RN TS RE AN BT IE ) R
EVEIIRESIR . FEHEM XA A R AR S = H 5 T
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e AN IE R EIERL AR, S 1A R R AR
FESRTT AR VR SR 1 BE R SO £ o ) 3 B 4K
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RIRFIEEE . (2) N T e MRS SOhR%E, SR HE
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ONBEE T AR RE 7 SR SR A 1A, R
— B iR T AT Ak R A R T R
(3) i A 22 7 AL SR AU AL ) 2 70 2R A8 Rt
P2 A B SR HEI 3 IX AT ik BT S ) T
B OTTEREVE AR RIIL R . AR 2T RN A
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g6, MIEEEEONEEMRHMESE; Hk, X7
fEG, 8L PARF /MR B A0 1 R IS FE M i
ANFER BRI 48 &G, BTAIES R
g AR N AE S N B M BT oy A T T Oy 2R 2
R, BN RERRER.
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TRAE R0 B CNNAL A, R R 42 BOZAE R
CNNEMHIE. fJa, &I B FHRAEANZAE
G BT CNN R M RFE, 8 i e AiE 2k 4 % B
BIRFEEFMTURE B . kR EE I N3
B, BAEANAEWT:

TH 1 WBRHERERRE . MK, &
AN JUAT T AR 3AN 7 b AT $E B o X T 2K FE 77 1
M B 7 R AR G B KA e/ME M T
Z ImPEL UERE. BT, BEE. Pr#EE. TE
A TRV GERAE . 0T arE 5, KA KE L
AREFEAE(0°, 45°, 90°, 135°) FFEEUACHLfE . S(HE
W XTLEREE. FHOCME. e SR, RIS
W7 2 SOHSE AN 22 40 S SR A04ER-E . KT L
AR TT T, PEEE AR IR A R L] B
F, K R REERFTE L T4ERFE

P 2 CNNHHEFRI. E2grd 7RI
CNNAHE T BRI R N 28 S5k . F 2R 24
BRZ 2L )Z LRI B i HH R 1) 4 e 42
Z. B KNI HIN32x3x3, 64x3x3. WBILE
KNI HIN32x2x2, 64x2x2. GiEHEE KN N
1x200, FEYIZRIERLN 3G N 3¢ % 50,5/ dropout
JZ UL Ksoftmax )z . FH R B IERXE 1000,
batch-size 44, i Adamiiib2s, HHAdamil
23R H0.0001, 512K pR % Neross_entropy. JHiT
I ZRBE PR G 7 SR e 2o AR IR BI85 % LA |, B
Ji AT E R HU R 2004 [ CNNRHIE .

T3 FFHERLE . K584 S AR L AR AE AN
FFFE R 2004 CNNFRE AT A9, A& H)E
2584 M RFIE 18 I R AE B R HE 4, i B R
ITHFIEIR RS, A A R B LR R
2.2 ETHUERFINCTERENK

T HTRRHELE, PR AR S FEA s A
R CTHE R/ R DLl m A i+ 5. BENLAR M2
— ML I bagging 8%, JZREHL T2 (B Sbootstrap

PIATIE N, SAREVLARRR RS E T RE. 1
PSR K3 T AR A R H N BE LI AR, B AR A ik
[ B4 Bt AL SR A DA R A 32 A R SRR 749 SSURRAIE (7] B
IBEHLRAE . FEALIE AR 5] NRIE T BEANBEALAR AR
R I Z A, B RBEEVLARRFAAETLR
FIVEREAC B PR o 1717 FATL AR AR 1) e 26 485 S a2 Jd ik
IR RS R, DAl DR K &1 4s R SRR
HEREM IR H AW 2 HHEFEHERR, Hi
bagging 77 VA THH R HE 2 UL R G R FE R 1
KARM BT X BRI KA R 5 T
AR T —AMBHER AT B . RE A TETR R AR AR
2 1SR ERA R )[R AR A LA R i, AT PR
RIS FEWE 2SI R % SR 8 A5 BRI 550925 (Gee-
netic Programming, GP) {1648 2 it Rk A4 il IF
AR 248 . AR B W3R . DL T2t
LR S A I AP IR

T 1 WIRALFEE . FhEE B NPAS BE AL A B
A K %, K ok A pop = {RF1, RF2, -+, RFxp},
j=1,2, NP, HHENPHMHFME, RF;Htni-ik
WA S, tn N[ S50, N T BRI 2 6
P, B CA TR M BE N RAE 40 % [ 508 SE4F Ak
WGBSR, WE ATk Egen = 0.

Tk 2 WREH. MR EKEESS XM
AR I, MR AE MR 2R PO AR R W 2R P 16
B REE. HREFEAEKN:

(1) BRiafH. BRiaH ] LCNRF = ORF,
FHRF 4y M Ff B pops™ i HL 3k 12 (1) S AR A
RFNAF B2 R FARANME, O N ERIZHRTF. H
TR e 5 T R SR 1 1 B LA S W SRR 2 (1]
HEMGEMAIRRKKR, BCERI2FAL 5 50 A~
REATAE R

R U MEFR W ZE IR, 'AEMAA
PARE A [ HLE G AR BY ,  o J31) B ATL 3 L 7 A5 11
A AL, P DA 4 SO R TRE, AR T

PARP SR B 45 o RS R H0E B IE B Bt A R SR AMARE,
YL BEHLAR AR AL AR P8 1
R0

RF1: treel, treel, -, tree N 25 YRR * ﬁ’jﬁ
AN H =)
T RF2: treel, tree2, *-+, tree N } #g i iﬁjE
st P 2 SR {3

RFN: treel, tree2, -+, treeN| A

K 3 T B RIIG L R S SRR
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A2 5t RIS 2N R G SR AL 5, AR
3 0 AR RO B A 5 T B . R EE AL BN T
0.5, MIFIRE s n—EREEHLA SRR, 75 T A
RE o il ik — ARBE AL Bk £ AR, SRS A2 BHT A
PARE' . 42 HEE 26 Pt 20 S [F] 1028 S5 MR EAT A
MGG, AMOSMERAE S HBATIER, EX)
AT IR AT

(2) 2EIEH. ZEEH A E C{RF, RF2'} =
RF; ® RFy, JopRE FIRF:Jy A HEpope” o [ H1
PkIE A SLARAME, REVHIRFL A2 XS24 )
TANME, QAT B MR A5
HRTAE KA, WOE AR BAR DY 1 5 LEARE AT
REFor i (4> Fitn o Mltng, AR ELZ IREFH JE
TR 3t B AL B HY tno DR AL ERE 5 O RE 3 A1
RE M P AT 578 X, AR Ol I ANMARE Al
RF>', B t§REs PR EIRE 3 BIRE,

Y3 EFHEE. B Rh AR A
PARF 5 RAARFBEAT VPAL, 3R RERUT 1
PRI 2R — AR BEpops b, SR HEREAE A
AT HHEA IO

TP + TN

ACC = I T IN T FP T FN (1)

Horh, TPERIRSEPR 9 IE 4 00 A4 IE B FE A &
FPE IR 5L bRy SR T A IE RO R A B, TNROR
SRR IER TN A R RE A SR, FNRIRSERR AN
BTN 9 7 R A H

Y% 4 TR pops AN R B
THEREND, AR, SNHEDES,

B 5 Been=gen+ 1, HWYHTEI RS
gen & 55 B i KIEAHENG, 277 & T Hn s
ARMAME, BN,
2.3 EME SRR

softmax [B] YA # 8 5& — Fh ] 5L 24 22 43 2
& AEREBIEE Bt TR . N 7 ORIEEE
FE oy T LR HERR A, A8 R T 2 0 E AL B0 (Dit-
ferential Evolution, DE) )58 4k % > iId FE X T softmax
R HAT A 2] o softmax 2 U A i) KRN
P(y; = 11X;,wr)
P(y; = 2|Xi, w2)

hw (X:) =

P(y; = K| X;, wk)

exp (X;w)
1 exp (X;ws)

=% : (2)
;exp (szk) exp (szK)

Horb, yi B Hibn%s, HKADAFR 2 RH

e W= [wr wy ... wicli2[Q, KIRAERE, QAFRHESE
gepr. XoABREFEIMEAR. Bidsoftmaxii Y
THE AR X N TR KA IR, K2
TEAL B NAZHE AN S 2 B R 1 P 2 1

X Fsoftmax BB RIS HW, K 2 itk
R TR . Z ot e EE AR B br
BRI K S i 45 IR P A R R ZE el Mk, FLH
NS A E |

fDEmaX{ZFi} (3)

1, ho (X)) B KHERALE = y,
Fo= {OHE )
He, FNFEARXZ T softmax BB 26 1 45 SR =2
TIER, S0 FAn AR A op 4y 4 45 5L 1F B 1 5L
. A, ERHEEFTTFEHESHEWERQ < K
HEMAT IR, T A R F ok Q < K4ER4T
) & # j)Q, KA FE, 1R Asoftmax i £+ i 47
AR
3  SI§

LIDC-IDRIZ#E 4 1018 MR B4 B, BN
WAL T AL B AE S EEAN3 mm BA_E il 4515 0 AL AR LA
R TR CTAE R A (38 R . 4R
PERAE, FEREAE T RS B ER
PE o A SO REAN 2575 Fp A7 B2 A bR 1 A B SR 24
VERZEE T B AAR, g Afr B A X BN CTIER
B SR U720 SR AEE 9 CTAE R0 3% 1 (1)
B AVPIT . B ASRIUR/IN 30 x 3014 2 1120004 fi
SENTRARRE AN NAR S S IH s . TSR IE R
PIVEor 2 SRR, SR SO IUAE R I ~50 &
R 2R HEAT T 28 . SEI TSR FH A S G 3R B
J9: Inter® Core(i5) 4P #82.3 GHz CPU 8 GB
RAM, SEZGATA MRS fE FH Python3. 6528, S5
HH S CNNBE A I F Keras2.2.24E 48 . T HE4L
LRI BOSEREW T ERIRBNG K500,
FHEEFUBINP 200, X HP.H0.6, HFHRPLN
0.4, I PIFIAL 5 0 IMEEE Pus0.5, 312138 X
MR P N0.50 X FDEAM M softmax AR, S5
WEWN: BARRECN500, 32 XECRAHNO.3, Fi
T FNO0.5.

3.1 FEMIERR

AR FHHEH R (ACC) . K% (Pre). A Al
# (Rec) FMF1-ScorelE APEAN FEFR, @I HHT2E X
B AE X CTAE G 1) & A 25 S Ol B 43 st 47 vF
flio ACCHITFE L W(1), HABSA BRI
N W)
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TP
Pre =45 Fp (5)
TP
Re¢ = 7w (©)
2 - Pre- Rec
Fl1— =
Score Pro + Roc (7)

Hrr, Prefea 5L N IEFIFEA & 3 50 A4 1E 1A
AHIEEH] . RecsE 48 SEFrR A IE IR AR B gk F0 A 1E
HIFEA 5 SE bR IEMIREAR B EL] . F1-Score N Pre
FIRecHIFIF-I%L, ] SRR IR B A2 f 4 o
3.2 LWHITHER
3.2.1 THMICTIERRI4FIESELEN

RAAXT TR CTAE R AE BEAT H7AIE 126 38 B 2 B 1)
BRI S BT R E S . SR RN AR IR 3 7
5, ARYERENLARAR R AIE 35 B HE 2 75 A PR AR
REVE G B E R AT L. MRIP AT LUE
ASTRN )8 SUAE S LT BB AN R, 687 1A R 5
MURFIE SR AN A o U BHAS [ SUAE RAE AR A (1)
RINTEAF, Bt B T E MU AE AR AE 22 Sk
3.2.2 HEREE

R2HNTRICTIE R EALAEME 5 R AEANFR bR
LSSt g5 R . R AR TR CTIE R &AL

® 1 TRERMBBHHE

HIHERR R ££0.9642~0.9844, “FIACCH0.9733,
F¥IPre N0.9673, “FYJRecN0.9628, FHIF1N
0.9655. Jili&h 5 E 73 I ACCH0.8618, Prey
0.8678, Rec¥0.8617, F190.8627.
3.2.3 FIREREMMNE

R3INMA G FIENEE o BT S 5E, 7]
DU HF F0 CTAE 51 A 45 A BV B o )
FRAERT, BEMER BRSSO 7 2 4
R RIS e 2, AT AT BAdE— D B AR AN 55 Hr B
FhCTAUE G BN B oy R S5 R . WR3AT LU
BRI B DF 2 6 G 1 P 1R s ok, SUERAIE VT
I3 RF T M B 24 (P2 M AR X O, S AR VR 43 %
M B 3G (RS2 AR BROK, A GVE  x) TO
FEAZR B SEMRAH R, K 2 B VP23 X % 4 B 5 4% 1)
AL NS
3.3 SKIGXJEE
3.3.1 {ERENLERITLL

T BGUEAR ST A R 2] R A R
P, EHCTRE, RimbE LR (Extremely random-
ized Trees, ET), AdaBoost, XGBoost Fl# B £
# (Gradient Boosting Decision Tree, GBDT)3}t
SFRh A SRR AT SEEO N EE o X BE AR Hl sklearn
LRSI, A AR R IE T T SRR B S 5
#AT i, HARISEABANS .. RAGH T

FRE BME RRIERSE RASRRIERL CNNAHEE TRIE B AE AR [F N2 ST A gs Bt k. &4
YU 0.0050 69 28 41 gy th 17 SUMAE R AL AR B 2] SRAE AL A2 Hh i
HOVE - 0.0030 136 23 113 AR IIACC KT Hs AR Al 42

w% - 0.0035 100 28 & AR LUK ILET # P BEAE 34 T bL R0V b
SHOHE 00009 203 # 169 RIRIF, XGBoost HIMRETE P A 14— (1142
THE 00060 5 2 22 . RSONEHET, ACCTH42#0.021, F145
ZrEME  0.0070 39 12 27 P3¢ E0.016. X EEXGBoost, ACCF 13 5
PILIE 00300 68 20 48 0.028, F13 45 P99 #50.020. X HLRF, ACCT

* 2 EUESBIMCTESELNEE
E{ELaN K4l RIS %% SriHAE FHIE LEAE AL WM
ACC 0.9668 0.9764 0.9642 0.9693 0.9792 0.9728 0.9844 0.8618
Pre 0.9648 0.9772 0.9659 0.9522 0.9695 0.9733 0.9683 0.8678
Rec 0.9651 0.9785 0.9346 0.9497 0.9708 0.9736 0.9674 0.8619
F1 0.9649 0.9778 0.9499 0.9509 0.9701 0.9735 0.9678 0.8627
* 3 BMESRERNNERK

AR MR ERI i SYIHAE B BURAE FALAE
1 0.0703 ~0.8560 0.3835 0.2935 0.2751 0.0848 0.7668

2 -0.0452 0.3054 0.5043 ~0.0062 0.0069 ~0.6435 -0.4618

3 0.4187 0.3507 0.4151 0.3337 0.17592 0.0367 0.5758

4 0.1984 —0.1948 0.4221 0.0369 0.3217 0.0113 0.2751

5 0.8548 -0.4759 0.2756 ~0.2990 0.4641 -0.1176 0.5337
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R4 TRIERFIBNENITEERILL
xR etz W2 BRIV FE h% 53 HHIE BHRIE LUHAE BALAE
ACC 0.9638 0.9526 0.9422 0.9603 0.9372 0.9572 0.9512
Pre 0.9637 0.9558 0.9506 0.9616 0.9372 0.9574 0.9507
ET Rec 0.9646 0.9532 0.8994 0.9590 0.9374 0.9572 0.9517
F1 0.9638 0.9541 0.9197 0.9598 0.9365 0.9573 0.9511
iR 112 100 88 108 152 76 76
ACC 0.9621 0.9428 0.9452 0.9560 0.9275 0.9312 0.9498
Pre 0.9619 0.9442 0.9504 0.9571 0.9276 0.9311 0.9489
XGBoost Rec 0.9625 0.9437 0.9266 0.9566 0.9289 0.9311 0.9506
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