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# # 6370076030 : MAJOR MEDICINE
KEYWORD: Colorectal cancer screening Artificial intelligence-assisted colonoscopy Computer-aided polyp detection (CADe) Adenoma
detection Colonoscopy
Julalak Karuehardsuwan : Comparative Analysis of Diagnostic Performance Between Two Artificial Intelligence-Assisted Polyp
Detection Systems Using a Selected Optimal False Positive Thresholds.. Advisor: Asst. Prof. Parit Mekaroonkamol, M.D. Co-advisor:

Prof. RUNGSUN RERKNIMITR, M.D.

BACKGROUND AND AIMS: High false positive (FP) rate in artificial intelligence (Al)-assisted colonoscopy for polyp detection can induce
visual disturbance, unnecessary checking on non-pathological areas, and prolonged procedural time. However, a higher FP threshold inevitably
results in decreased polyp detection sensitivity. This study aims to compare diagnostic performance between our newly developed Al model and

previously validated Al-based computer-aided polyp detection (CADe) system using optimal FP thresholds.

METHODS: We developed an Al software for polyp detection, “Deep-Gl”, using a convolutional neural network based on the
YOLOV5 deep learning framework. Deep-Gl was trained and tested using 15,188 and 1,520 colonoscopy images, respectively. Consecutive screening
colonoscopy videos were collected prospectively at our center. Two Al models, the validated CADe system (CAD EYE™; Fujifilm, Tokyo, Japan)
and our Deep-Gl system, were run and analyzed on each video. The Al-labeled videos were independently reviewed by two experienced
gastroenterologists. True positive was defined as a polyp detected by Al that both gastroenterologists confirmed. Another senior gastroenterologist
resolved any disagreement. Polyp detection rates, polyp miss rates, and FP rates were calculated and compared using different FP thresholds (=0.5

seconds, 21 second, >1.5 seconds, and >2 seconds) for the duration of an alert box appearing on the screen.

RESULTS: A total of 170 colonoscopies from 170 patients were enrolled. Mean withdrawal time was 7.8 + 2.7 min. A total of 501
polyps (52.3% adenomatous polyps, n=262) were detected in 137 colonoscopies. Three polyps (0.6%) were missed by Deep-Gl, and 73 polyps
(14.6%) were missed by CADe with a statistically significant difference; p<0.01. Sixty-four (85%) of the missed polyps were <5 mm, while 2.7% were
5-10 mm hyperplastic polyps. When compared to the validated CADe model, Deep-Gl demonstrated higher polyp detection rate (99.4% vs. 85.4%;
p<0.01), lower polyp miss rate (0.6% vs. 14.6%; p<0.01), and lower FP alarm per colonoscopy (349 + 169 vs. 624 + 468; p<0.01). There was a
significant difference in adenoma detection between both systems in FP threshold >0.5, and >1 second. Deep-Gl has a significantly higher overall
polyp detection rate with lower FP alarm than CADe at >0.5, and >1 second of FP threshold (99.4% vs. 85%; p<0.01 and 98% vs. 84.2%; p<0.01,
respectively). The false-positive-alarm rates were lower than 5 frames/colonoscopy in both groups for all FP thresholds with significantly higher FP
rate in the CADe system when the FP threshold was <1.5 seconds. The polyp miss rate increased to 10-25% as FP thresholds were adjusted to >1.5

second.

CONCLUSION: Compared to a validated CADe system, Deep-Gl demonstrated a higher overall polyp detection rate with significantly
lower false positive alarm at 0.5 and >1 second thresholds. The >1 second threshold was optimal for the Deep-GI model and CADe system as it

provided the lowest polyp miss rate and false positive alarm for each system.

Field of Study: Medicine Student's Signature ......c..ccceeceevverees
Academic Year: 2021 Advisor's Signature ............ccocooeeeeeee.

Co-advisor's Signature ..o
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1.1 anudrAgynaznunvaslyn1auidde (Background and rationale)
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1.2 A191491U4398 (Research question)
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1.3 duNAFIUVEINTIAY (Research hypothesis)
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IgUszaIAnan (primary objective)

\eAnwIUsEANSNNUBIsEUUARNNIWES Uy 1UseRug 2 suufe CAD EYE way

Deep-Gl Tunsmstenmiaduhnilealdlugluiiundesndasdansesussealdlve) uazm

(%
[

FINNAULFUNILTIANDATINITNANAUINADS

(2

AN

o/

mqﬂszaaﬁiaﬁ (secondary objective)
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1.6 35AdUN15IA8Yd (Brief study procedure)
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nTININTIINURNLLED adenoma asudseway 35 Aul uaznouazdslunwidedl

wnndginnsdesnaesazresiiuszaunisallunisly CAD EYE egeiloy 20 aa tiveluiladn

a1ty CAD EYE lapgnediusz@nsnim
3. Buvhnsdesnassanldvalaeunvgldndosanailddiu rectum Juluis cecum

4. YuraREiTuneuNaeInTIInaLdve) dn1580 video YarNineenden video
flszuu CAD EYE detection wag video #liifiszuu CAD EYE detection (314 videos 2

Tng)



5. 3unsendesnsiagdlélagldsyuu CAD EYE detection Haeglumsnsiagdlédlvg
Tnegedeazidoanuunsgiuszernmaesniesgdldenetion 6 uril mnamawuiaile
Slélvaazshnsinesn wazdmsammensingsioll vdmintunssndosteaunseiids
anlddiu rectum wazNdeIRaNINDNANEAIAT HIFBYIINTTUANAILMLL I1WIU VWA Lag
sUsRnidafinranusudssrernatlunisospdildlg Tasnalunisnosgdldlunjazgn

NeAINIiNITaTIANazeInald gt sednnaile
6.Tuiindayanivunadlu case record form

7. 101 program Deep-Gl detection unldlu video #lsifiszuu CAD EYE detection %
Tatunnlineuminil

8. video 3Ny TeksE Uil CAD EYE detection uag Deep-Gl detection 33
2 videos zgnasIadeukazTuiintoyasiies lngengsunmgniaauemsniiaude ey

sunsdesndesaldlug 2 au deyalanfianuiulinssiurzgnasivaeudilagangsunnd

NNLAUD W TNN AT Y LAY

9. 1w 2 videos (CAD EYE detection taz Deep-Gl detection) TUtiuduau false
positive Wag duration lngltlusunsuiimisansdmnssamans guiasnsaluvinerdodnih
u

10. MIUIUNIAT true positive, false negative, false positive rate, polyp
detection rates wag polyp miss rates ¥agi 2 Tsunsulauseivg Inewseuieuly
Mmaqmmsﬁsﬁfﬂ RANUTETA = 0.5 TN 1neweid e > 1 3ufl, naumiese = 1.5 Junil uag

WNUNTIA > 2 U7

1.7 Yo311alun15398 (Limitation)
nsdeandesaldlnglaslilyayussiugiliianisunsndeulauiiunisdes

napeRIeIsNIsUNG uimniianzunsndeutu nerazgidenlaeseuuumensuilel

[ <

W& W wniinmgaldnzanaunsanisidulemldlnglaonsdesnasslaiud wazlruou

9

Tsaeg1UIaiad@Lnma1InTs uindnneesndauluidaninninundvsanneganunulainmilu



! v v Yo a A N vaw a v o
igﬂaqﬂﬂqiﬁLWBWUQUWEiUﬂﬂ’]ﬂJ']ﬁﬂLLf?ﬂfU{]@M'ﬂ@Vluw Lu@ﬁﬁ]qﬂﬂqﬁmwN'Jf\]ﬂuﬂ']il’g]']']@ 33

e

1%
=

A Urgnanniian (extensive monitoring) wazlgUnsaltiedintuiiugiuluiiosdesndos

TuNIANANUAIUTBID Y TUNNENILALINIATAUTLIIYAUNSdDINdDIa L
gy 2 aulaingsiu video AQNNTI9aRULILALDIYTUNNEMBAUIMMITLAUTLINEY

LAY

1.8 Uszlgvuinadnazlasuainnisive (Expected and application)
lomsuialszansnmussszuuneninmeslyaiuseivg 2 szuufie CAD EYE uas

Deep-Gl lunmsnistensinfuiaiealdlngluiiundesndesdnnsomziidldlvg uasm

(%
[

I AUNVLTILANDATINITNANAUINGS

(3

AN



uni 2

NUNIUITTUNTTUNNYIVDY

a ¢ LY < o [l
QUﬁlﬂ’]’imLLﬁZﬂ'J’]ﬁJﬁ’]ﬂQJﬂJENI’iﬂﬁJ3Liﬁaﬂ1mﬂmu

v &

& o I g v o % v oo o o <
wgiisdldmguasnnsminluussdmulivesdududun 3 wasdidnsinisanedu
dudiun 4 vaslsauziselan lneflatRnisel 1.4 duseuazidedin 700,000 1elule.a.
2012 (7) lutszanslnegiiinisalvaanisiinlsauzisaldlva dududui 3 vedlsauzissly
| < a = ' wa L
WAYY Uardudun 5 vedlsaugiislumand (1, 8) lngannvanenis@nwinuinginnisal
a & o " & 1 A a I LY wa 4
yaamsiialsauz s ldgtunuainnittudseinaniiesegiued wiludagduaianisel
& o & £ o a 2 o & =
vodlsaugssamldlvgtuiiuununilan (9) lngyilaveswsiSeinuiludiuunne

adenocarcinoma @anulasesa 96 vesuzseanldlugisvun (10)

a o a < o Y
wensnauziseald
a @ o 1 sala a . = 3 G v a a a A
nsialsauzsealdlvg waaniaung (dysplasia) wiewaauziSuiniiniusauge
viwesildvguifgnamadludundniu (10) lnesseznafinuileseniznanaiu
wziSenldlugldnanUszana 10 U wwamnisanadanseswsiSeildvgmlandauuzii

a

Tiihnsesiafangesdn 10 Yialu nnlunvisiissenainnisdesndesaildlve (5) sntiu

I =

Tupunfenudssgadu SenuRaundmeiugnssuiidessenisiiauzisaldlugenadosi

nn 1-2 U wulunguiifiu Lynch syndrome (1)
nswuslsznnvashalalualdlugauanuauzneninen (histopathology)

1. Aadlosanlaevily (conventional adenomas) WufsLlaseniiiwadiaundnazil

Temainuziesldlngluounnn Tnesiinvenieseniinnsanauman 2 dedeluil
1.1 Snvazveuadfinaund (dysplasia)
- High grade dysplasia
- Low grade dysplasia

1.2 dutsznauves villous lufuilasen (villousity)



- Tubular adenoma Aa T&d1uva4 villous Usen3INsosay 25
- Tubulovillous adenoma fa f@ruva9 villous UINNINSEAY 25

- Villous adenoma fa fd@1uve4 villous U1NAINSPEAE 75

[% '
(Y a o

2. fatlevllaluusiu (serrated polyps) dvangviln Insiinsvianduazludlonia

nanedungiSeanldlualusunan
2.1 Hyperplastic polyps (RuileitlaldnaneifunyGsdldlng)
2.2 Sessile serrated polyp (SSP) %38 sessile serrated adenoma (SSA)
2.3 Traditional serrated adenoma

Tnesdailaviin sessile serrated adenoma Wag traditional serrated adenoma

JupailesenfianuisananailungiSealdvalalusuian

Wesenanldlugjutin advanced (advanced adenoma) Aofillasanauinuinnii

Wsowiiu 1 wufwes wieidu tubulovillous %3 villous adenoma seil high grade

[
oA

dysplasia Fsdnwueailidudnvarvespaietoniilonananedunsssaldlngas lng
a & Aa a a | <, & v a & aa
Adllosaniifivun < 5 Taawmsnuindlonalunziiausennn wazhllosaniidvum 6-9

fadwasnunemaduuziSaesnindesas 1 (12)

n1snsavAnnsasuia ldlugiftenisdesndesanldlug) (Colonoscopy)

[ [
wa Y

guAnmsallunisfinuzisealdlngtuaziiumnndulunquiidenasius 50 Yauly

]

AatiunssIRnnsesuzisialdivglulssannsinlunlifienudssSasusdiisuitlueng
50-75 U (2) Wnediidmnede wslimuuziSealdvgaualussozduusn wienudailosen
PN 1 @ o 1 1% Yo 1 v a d‘l’ = [
onaznatelunzisaldlvglalusuianuddlisne) Wy nsdefsiiesonaon wsousn
° I Aoy & 2 o I v & o vw
aldluglusendveusd siznmsnmanunziiialdluglusspe ndaiuilnensinig

) J

deTIniuTusaraasdealganglunissnenasudneuin (9)

y

[ & o [ 1 v o Ny oA = v ad
ﬂ?iﬁ]ﬁ'}ﬁ]ﬂ@ﬂi@\mgL’i\‘iﬁ'ﬂﬁi‘lﬁi}ﬂ@ﬂﬂﬂiﬁaﬁﬂaaﬂaﬂiﬁiﬂmjﬂ‘ﬂ@fﬂLJJEJLVIEJUﬂU']ﬁﬂ'ﬁGﬁ’J"\]
) « & a a = a & a & &
ANNITDILUUDUS) ﬂ@llﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ/lﬁﬂ’w\lQQV]EZ@SLUWWG]TJT\]WWNL‘LJEN@ﬂ laganizfsilaauiaian

wagvnniiuRailosenudanunsadnesnlalunsnfeniu aelumnnsaesnassanldlug Ll



nuRsilesennamnsansiafinnuladn 10 Vdald egrelsiaunisdesndesanldlnendall

(%
Y

Y v A A o aga N v = ° v o a
VBABYLUDLNYUNUITBDUE) ﬂEJG]ENLmiﬂmaﬂiéﬂmﬂﬂEJﬂ’liiU‘innuEJ’lizU’lEJUimmmﬂ FJIUYN

£

gallddnengs dedldiaTosileniay uazunndy

o

wngylunisdesnasaiiosannduizng
ANAEEES (3, 5) wenanildulivedinluSesvesunndminnisdesndeusiazsigenall
AUANNTAANAU (operator-dependent) vilonatinauRianaials 1wy desndesanld

Tnailalinsu wisensralunudsiiesenluuisiumis (3, 5)

o/ o

avinaunmlunsdesndesanldive (3, 13, 14)

1. unmndghinnnsdesndesinldlngmsiidnsnisnsianuailesin adenoma
(Adenoma detection rate, ADR) Ingsiuetnstiousosay 25 viaasovas 30 TulwAwiy way
Foway 20 Tumandls lneduins ADR andnuginiunsdesndesdldlvg nilauilesen

(%
Y

(adenoma) ysmeduugiinsunisdesndesanldluanivae

SnsnnsesranuRailesldvia adenoma (adenoma detection rate; ADR) Foifiu
fiTafidrdnfianlunsUssiiununmusimnsadansosme e ldlnajfensdendos
INNSANWINOUNTIINUTT ADR rates 586U (ADR: 33.51-52.51%) 9xandnsnnsinueLss
a1 50% laifieufungadl ADR ¢ (ADR 7.35-19.05%) uaw ADR fifisdufesay 1 azvils
snsnanaugissldlvg nainisdesnass (post-colonoscopy colorectal cancer) anasiia

Soway 3 (5)

ADR fwaniann SuaugUasinsianuisiieludildleg) (Adenomatous polyp)

ag ey 1 falile M3aIUEUINImNaNid1TuN1InTI

2. wnndginasiidnsanudisalunisdeandesdilufealdlng cecum (cecal
intubation rate) Inesausaway 90 wsedoray 95 lunquusswnsNunsradnnsodlsAusisy

aldlng

3. WNEAISTHNSUUANKANITATIANINTNLNTINTI9A875 digital rectal

examination

4. Msw38uald AstAinIsSuUTEMUEsEUNs U UAUNILIINSUNNSERINADILAY

Wi Tunuisunsdesndes sudulinisanduiinAunnusanswseualdveidsunis



10

dosnaedluudazsne lnenunnveimsessualdlinasivalswuy Ineffieums Boston
Bowel Preparation Scale (BBPS) lnauualuazuuu 0-3 azuuu lnegaindild 3 dufe

aldlngyaura (Right colon), n54nans (Transverse colon) wagaudg (Left colon)

P | CR a o P o v ' v
0 fio lanusanewiubayialals wWesnngranselualdunliauisadisesn
laszinan1sdesndas (unprepared colon segment with mucosa not seen due to solid

stool that cannot be cleared)

2 < a o a Yy | = o a % |
1A mmsamuwa‘qmaﬂeﬂumnmuulm‘wmwmu bUBIAINYINYIVISANDY
(portion of mucosa of the colon segment seen, but other areas of the colon segment

not well seen due to staining, residual stool and/or opaque liquid)

a o o 1%

2 fie anunsoneaiubeyinaldluuinaiulifounmun undligaaseiey

\@ntiee (minor amount of residual staining, small fragments of stool and/or opaque

liquid, but mucosa of colon segment seen well)

a o

3 fio awsavesiudeuialdlataauiome Lifirveaansyetiae (entire

mucosa of colon segment seen well with no residual staining, small fragments of

stool and/or opaque liquid)

18AZBLUUTINAD 0-9 AzLuL Frzkuulunswssualdanseusulnfamaws 5 AU

il (14)

Ul 2 gaunmnsiasenanldn1u Boston Bowel Preparation Scale (BBPS) 0, 1, 2 uag

3 AZRUUAINAINU (14)
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5. s8EnanluNIneunandean (Withdrawal time) AISUNUAILA 6 UATUlU 571D

v = ! 4 ! o oA Y @ ! 1%
rosinsangsulviasunndiuvesinldlug iveuansliiuinsinldasunnan

UayayUszhng (Artificial intelligent)

[

nsdeIndeaiionsiadldivallaewnmeny wlunmee

I [y

DINADIILUONIINITATIANY

faila adenoma wnnI3eas 40 AfaliaNuRanaInlaAaUTIeLIN (15)

Taguuiimsihagusshvgdnuntielunisdesndesaldlve) (computer-aided
diagnosis, CAD) 1stutivesnsasiamiagidadeyinvesiaioaldlve Inenannis
Usgivgaulngldnsieuduuu Deep Learning 3adlunisseuiuuudnlud@iaeuwuunis
hauveslaseneUseamvesuyed nstdissuulaseiteuseam (Neural Network) vianedu

&/ U o a Y Y £ 1 d! ¥ o 1 o L
Wdauiu wazmsteuideyaiiegne deloyamedrsazgniluldlunisnsiadusuuuy

wsednmnanydeyaiiveldussiianalueuianssly (16)

a

Prnuandnuidefiondenisiiudegan wainnisdendes ievigiudeyadniunis

asrvTuAailealdlvgvarssnnislagld Model msdrmnssueans waty model 1u

1. msld cve-Clinicos (17) Faduyadoyaguioglugunuulwd TIFF v1a
384 x 288 iniwa FadusUanT 3 vos Tneiisnun 612 U Jadusuidelaglsmeia

Y

Hospital Clinic 91ntiie4 Barcelona Uszineaiiu

2. ETIS-LaribPolypDB (18) iurpdeyaguiieglusuuuulnd TIFF suin 1225x 966
finwa FadugUad 3 des Tnefivimun 192 3U Fadnelaglsmenuia Lariboisiére Hospital-
APHP Usziensaiea LLazizqs‘hLmﬁwa«?mﬁaim ETIS laboratory, ENSEA, University of

Cergy-Pontoise UszinerlSaea

3. Mask R-CNN (19) fltasnn 2,484 3 wanUseiliunau CVC-ClinicDB wag ETIS-
LaribPolypDB

4. YOLOV2 (20) 1¥3Unm Polyp 3n3fledesnaasdnuiu 8,075 U84 Asan

Medical Center

nsldUaayrusshugnstaninailadnldlug (computer-aided detection, CADe)
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1514 CADe inQUszasANaiugnIINITNTIINUALLD adenoma uazandnsINg
amalinumsloaldlug) (polyp miss rate) (21) siouauiinisun CADe anlgasslunisdos
naesdldlvglugiinSunmsdesndesdiuau 1058 518 lnelUTeuiieuseninanisdesndos

[

Tneld CADe funnsdesndesund (aild CADe) nuindasnsnsianufaile adenoma a0
nsdesnaedlagld CADe geniimisdesndesuniegaiitudAgneats feseuay 29.1 uax
Savay 20.3 mud iU (P < 0.001) wazdwauiaie adenoma Wassen1sdesndousazads
(Adenomas per colonoscopy, APC) Iumja\l‘ﬁlw CADe ajﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂfcjmﬁlaﬂ% CADe 79 0.53 Wag
0.31 mudefu (P < 0.001) Tnefuile adenoma finuiiindnnaduiivsnadilalngd
transverse, descending tag sigmoid wazRsiennuiunivunaliiu 5 fTadwnsuazdl
SnuaruuusIU (flat 138 sessile) (22) slouniin1svi meta-analysis fifluszannsiidnw s
2815 51 (Nguiild CADe 1400 318 waznguiidesndesund 1415 $18) wuinguilld CADe
fidnsnsmsanuiiaile adenoma geintnguitlaldfedosas 32.9 uazdosar 20.8
AUEGU (P < 0.001) (6) $931n meta-analysis fandntaduiisnsinisnsranuicie
adenoma Aouthatesdsoraidiunaangiinsuiteegroutrios Tneflegadede 50 U
wazdavatlunisdosndesdldlugiiaiaefidonsuasiiefidnfumansadansomms Se

anldlng

M13197 1 d5Un15AN¥IvaY CADe Muunlgnnenaiin

YIS UUUUY nauAne1  nau ADR APC LANEN3
fidnw nmsfner el ajuau  (Sewaz) 31984
1058 Ay RCT CADe SC 29.1vs.20.3  0.53vs. 031 (22)

(P <0.001) (P < 0.001)
1026 Ay RCT CADe SC 39.1vs.239 0.52vs. 034  (23)

(P <0.001) (P <0.001)
659 378 RCT CADe SC 289 vs. 165 037vs0.18  (24)

(P <0.001) (P < 0.001)

ADR A88n51N15A5IANURGLLB adenoma, APC Apa1uiuddle adenoma Laagnan15884

naesaldlneunazAsy, CADe Ao computer-aided colonoscopy, SC #® standard

colonoscopy, NS @8 not significant
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CAD EYE (25)

a o

CAD EYE 1Judlgygyuszivguaauiem Fujifilm AiMauisenuilonsianiuayidady
a a & o ' . . . a a ) Y
wiinvesiailoaldlug (detection and characterization) Tuip3aadganiu lagld CE mark
wa dazisuenslunoudiunau a.e. 2020 laensiauiiasodltnszuIuns deep

learning Litaiseuinmavaailadalulussuy

'
a o a

JUT 3 MWy CAD EYE watanldlunisnsianuazitiadefaiadldlng

Detection & marking of polyps by CAD EYE

Collected training data

8
=]
©
c
=
3
-
<
©
L2
3
=
-
=
=
(-4

Characterisation of polyps by CADEYE

CAD EVE Ju software Tunaes processor anunsarhunseldiundasgu ELUXEO
7000 Fadundosnmsguililutiagtuvessn. guiasnsaildias msldauaunsndeling
uwsiay mode lokuu real-time Tuvaizdeandosdildlvgiiissuwdnaduusnaumandas
Fsmsvihatuues CAD EYE azuindlu 2 svuufe CAD EYE Detection wag CAD EYE

Characterization

JU# 4 mMseangdas processor Yaslusunsu CAD EYE (ndasdv1anegn) 1diiu station

v a o ]
%aenaaeﬂnmwﬂmw
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3U71 5 113U5U mode a9 CAD EYE Tnglduiln - Un NuSiiudundasdasdlduna

gazvtnvauanInIna b

Scope Switch 3* Scope Switch 2*

(o
ON OFF

CAD EYE Detection with White Light CAD EYE Detection with LCI CAD EYE Detection will be disabled
automatically when BLI is activated

(cocefict

CAD EYE Detection tunsasiamaailoannnisdesnansantdlue e Al 1 n51a

NURIL AT AsARUMITY wazdnsauAAsLUSUNAINIIz RS
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JUN 6 nMmudieawmiiounmsdesaldund wWswuslinsaufidsuuiianiaindiazdui

o a1nluswnsy CAD EYE

Deep-Gl

Deep-Gl WullygssAvgminananusmietussninauydmnssumans
PnansaimAngdouazmielsasyuunadue s lsmeuiaguiadnsal lilensamis
edldlne Tnomsiauieiedlinssuiumsifeusidsdnvosnoniiunes viefiGonin
deep learning lagld Model Ma3rnssueans %o YOLOVS deep learning framework
dodsuinmitsuailddily Fadunndeuiuuusnluifdsuwunisiauredasee
Uszamuasuyud Taethszuulassisuszam (Neural Network) nanedusndeauiy uasvh
mM3Beuiieyasedis dadayafedazgnilulflunsesedusunuuniedamnmy

Toyaiioliuszananasaly

JU#1 7 Framework MsWmu1lusunsy Deep-Gl

Qutcomes

) - performance metrics report
Labeled colonic polyps
- comparison to expert

physicians
-comparison to Al from public

data

Training set Testset f-----

evaluate
v

Transfer leaming with .| Train higher levels of Compileted CNN External

A4

CNN CNN validation
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3UN 8 uwuiiansianaas processor ¥adlusunsy Deep-Gl (ndasdvilunsav) Whiu
station ¥a9nassunfitne 4y

= 0
Lo C_J)— —_ C_ ) — 11

Endoscope & Video DeepGl Signal Splitter Screen
Processor

False positive alarm

wananUssansnnveslygiuseavgluninistisiugnsinisnsianufcilea 4

' ¥
v A 1 I [ =

Tuguar &ndAgdnetsfe IuIlTewWaUINaN (false positive) MAndulunsdosanld

Tngjusiazass lne false positive Ao NsnlgygyUseAvgiunsouiiowindfaie ety

aa

anudusidlififaidoinaty Tasnauanmserainnnies irvganiss wiesesiures

[

& ldlng) n1s7iAn false positive alarm e1aviliunméivinsdeandeainnusiaiey e

ofe

auslumsdesnded Benannniulunmsdilusnadasusnadiinsevty vilildnaly

nsdesnassanbdlnuiuay
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JU#1 9 fmedewmaulnang (false positive)

1 [ U & = .y
pg1alsnnn nMsUsuasnaenlalunisuans false positive alarm v9353UU

a (3 o

pauNmesUgeUseRusinylrensnisasianudailoaldluganas fuludandaey

<3

dmsunsasng WaukasnaaeussuuneNiimes Uy UseAvgAe nMsmeannumtzay

Ao g v L. v a Mo g Yo a & o '
Milviana false positive alarm daefigalaenlivinlignsinisasranuiailedaldlnganas

~ = v a s a sa o X oA v a
NﬂqﬁﬂﬂUWIﬂﬂiﬁizUUﬂ@NWQLﬁaﬁﬂiyiyqﬂﬁgﬂ‘b‘%V]WGNU']SUULW@%'JEJIUﬂWﬁGﬁ’JQQ‘UWQ

9

Wealdveluauldamun 62 Au tnefinsusunamainduszozinainies Wennuea

¥
6 o

Ao g Y a v A oA a N a °
quqzamwm'ﬂﬁLﬂ@lNa‘U'ﬂﬂa'ﬂﬂu@U‘V‘ﬁj@ IWUWU'J'] YNLAUNYIA > 0.5 JUIN UAINUIWNE

(specificity) Aasauay 93.2 WayAINgNABY (accuracy) Aofosas 97.8 MnuanTin = 1

[
[

I > 2

o A v 6

AT uNzAesoay 98.6 Wavaugnasdfeiosay 99.5 Turasn Mnwual

[S))
=
i}

U

& o/

W e umnzheTeyay 99.8 uazanugneedfeiesay 99.9 MITeNUIN Inaidin
a a < & ~ ~ ° awa A =, PN a

> 2 Auiaslunasiungauiganazinildlunyujos Wesanlunaiunweiag

T4lunnsasivaausaaNauIngd way uletisnauinalsuinauiuld (26)

mMangueIdeIdlavinisfnyiieSeuieuysyansainseninasyuuneuiames

Uyayuseing 2 svuuha CAD EYE uag Deep-Gl lumsnistiensiadunciiioaldlveflug

Mundesnassrnnsouzsednldlveg wasmAnusidin vz auiinandnsin1siianauln

a2 lneswswaiideniU3auliisu Deep Gl fiu CAD eye ve3us®m Fujifilm ilesanniduszuuy

Aouiuneslgaussivgilasunsiauindunaiuy dnnsanwideaiulszansninlu
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LY a

nsnsranazitadevinvesnailoaldlng (detection and characterization) 11nu1831

aunInlalaase (sensitivity Lag accuracy 95-98%)
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uni 3

ASn1sANEUIU

meideildunsfineilufunnsvdendasdansesussidldlvg Jad15un1snsa

Shwnadtnlsaniaiuems sameIuagriainsal

3.1 3UuUUNM53Y (Research design)

< = . .
WUNISAN®ILUU Prospective single center study

3.2 52108U75298 (Research methodology)

Uszansitvnng (Target population)

Aumsiadesndesrnnsesusssatdingony 50-75 U lulsaneruiagmiasnsal

3.3 MsliAfienuBal)ianlelun1s3de (Operational definition)
1. mydesndesaldlvefe n1sdesndesanvnansuinluaudealdlnegdu

cecum

2. nandlglunsdesnassaldlugundn Buasandeud msninaudsaldlng

@71 cecum

3. anAlunsaeunass IBNIUNARILANENABIDDNANALEIREEIU cecum
= ] Y Y 1 awv A o a o v v oy H A o
uiiveanuuens N wITe Tngagneaaiilelinisdau dedsnld aaua el

nsanRaiealdlng)

4. nMsnsrasansasuzssaldluglugndenudedunisiauzsaldvadousi

Audszrnsnaly Buvihaausieny 50 Yuuly
5. Adenoma detection rate (ADR) A8 8751n15051anURAMEealdsHa adenoma

ADR AN uaugileninsianudsialudlédlve (Addenomatous polyp) agnstiey 1

Aaile MIeEIWIULUIBTIMUANIIFUNTRTI
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6. Adenoma per colonoscopy (APC) g 41UURAILUS adenoma Ladssion1sds

naesaldlveunazAsy

APC Auaan Iuuaailolualdlug (Adenomatous polyp) MnNANINTIINY

misgduIunsdesndeatdlnaflugUienmusiiiniunimsin

7. HauInanl (false positive) Ao N1slgyauUssAvgiunsauwaudifailo Nie 7
Tumnuduasslififailousniy

8. HAUINTIA (true positive) fin NMsNTgaUssivgiunsaumaulfuLilaluusm

(%
=1

d‘da‘ a
NUR L0939
9. waauad (false negative) fin N3Nty IUszhvglidunsauauiniinuilelu

a Aaa dy a
UTEIEUNUAILUBAT

3.4 NUNNISANLABNLYNSINIASINTSIAEY (Inclusion criteria)

VY] o

Anileny 50-75 U Mdsunisasiadnnsesusisadldlngwasidudadasladiso

TASINITAIEAULD

3.5 LN9INISANBBNAINIASINISAY (Exclusion criteria)

1. fnfilsamaiugnssufidsalvillonaialiesenvseuzisedldvaiinunniu wu

familial adenomatous polyposis, Lynch syndrome v3ainaifuugissanldlvaunnou
2. godilsmdnlddniau (inflammatory bowel disease)
3. feglasunsendnanldle

4. FernsRaunfgu dreduden aeviosnaduriends lainadlaeldvstuane

4 ¥ o A a
1158 UNNUNAANAUNE

5. gunndlaiannsadesndondnlufsaldlng cecum ladnsa
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o/

3.6 NMIATUIUVUIARIBENN (Sample size determination)

[
av A

~ ] P P a a a & a ¢
L‘LJENﬁ]ﬂﬂ\‘i’]‘U’Jﬁ]EJuL‘LJumiL‘UiEJUL'VlEJUIJi%?Wlﬁﬂ’]W“UEN%UUﬂEJJJW’JLm@iﬂ@@ﬂﬂigﬁwﬂ

=% o

2 S¥UUAD CAD EYE uag Deep-Gl lunstesnsaduiailealdlug 3amuimu sample size

Iﬂﬂi%g@iﬁﬂ%%ﬁ non-inferiority or superiority trial for binary data

(Zl—a+z1—,8)2 pl(l_pl)
= T (e—d)2 { - tn(l-n)
€ = pl T pz
k="
L
n, = kn,
Proportion in groupl (p1) = 0.970 (m’mgﬂéfaﬂumimwwuaqLﬁf@gﬂﬁlij 210

AT CADe Buiefovay 97) (26-27)

Proportion in group2 (p2) = 0.990 (asnflAnugnseslunsmsanuAileald

Tuglasnslglusinsy Deep-Gl Aasoeaz 99)
Non-inferiority or superiority margin (6) = 0.060
Ratio between 2 groups (k) = 1.0
Alpha (Q) = 0.05, Z(0.950) = 1.96
Beta (B) = 0.20, 2(0.800) = 0.841621

ilaunuelugnsineiulzAn Sample size Groupl (ng) = 151 lagivuAgIu1aN1g

nadou (power) 91 80% wagAULANANBE1ETBEATY (2-sided significant level) 71 5%

wazillafniile drop out Uszanas 10% 9la n = 170 Aengu

3.7 vumaulunsaiiun1side (Study processing)

1. AndenaraadnsnnnauinuniadansesussaaldvainatnAnnsesuzise
aldlvg) audanuudaiunisdesndoszuumaiuenns lsmeuIaguainselfingg

U inclusion criteria wagludl exclusion criteria
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2. PITeeSureduneu nad nalde wayisnisdeandesdldvalvigiinsiunisidy

Sunsu wazliastedugauiinsiuauidelesadasla

va v

3. geidevinmsdavingTudeandes warliduwusihduneunmsujiRdmineusndes

naeald lawn N15MSeNIMs hasNISTUUTEIUENTEUEASUA AN UNTID

¥ YV

4. Tudeandowsmld Jiieiduasnsivaeunarsudiununimniswseudildnou

doinaod mnAuNINNInseNalddiliazanaiismeaglvisulsemuenssueiiunvied

b= (% 1 ! 14 gj a vua ! a v Y = o
LAIYUAINDUABINA DN GIWN?JUW@U‘UQUG]LGUUL@EJ’JﬂUE\JI‘lJ’JEJEJu‘VI'JVLU

5. JuihsuAfenaglasusueumnau (conscious sedation) seninanisdeanaosale
gy Wnevauglioeunduasiinerviaise Tadyaaiinveiinsnddenasniian a1y
TupeuUfURuseiugUiedunaly

6. WnngMinnsdesnaes azslulundnanudisivynisdesndewnsiaald lnedl

a v

Y} a & ] 1y = i A Y &
DATINITNTIINUANLUD adenoma FekEITDEaY 35 GIJUIU LLagﬂ@u‘VWSLSU']TJNELU\TWU'JQEJU

Y o 1

WNNEEMINN1SdRINan9arAoIlusraunIsallunishy CAD EYE a819uay 20 A59 v lmkulain

Y

awnsald CAD EYE langnsiiuse@nsnim
7. suvhnsdesnassaldlrglasunngdlandssainaildd@iu rectum FulUds cecum

8. YaurMATIEISUNRNA0In 1A Ldlve) fin138A video vurfinunaoenia video
flsguu CAD EYE detection wa video #1kifiszuu CAD EYE detection (3¢l#l videos 2

Tng)

9. BunvendeInTIanatdlagldseuu CAD EYE detection Hielunisnsiagaldlve
lngnagvazBennuNInIgIUTTEEIAINBENaRINE g elRY 6 WiTlkalifiu 10 Wi

o

mndululy (iedesiunmsasiafiunuiuund) nasenuiaiedldlugazvhnissneen
wazdsnmamangising el ndsniunesndestorunseitidedilédiu rectum wazth
ndesoonanoranaiing fsevhnistufindiuns $1uau v uasguheRadefinmany
desgezattunisaesgatdlug lnenarlunisaesgaldlngazgnuenmninisansia

AINNEZRINEN N At visednRile
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10. iandeInaeada fiinsinideasgndnelUlueainitunfimen s indeyayin

o

%WL“megeJzﬁm;ﬁﬁ’ﬁ'am‘i%’aamzﬁummiﬁﬂﬁaa AIduudananisdendecUasiy wagly

' (% [
a o

PR QA s & o a ~ L & A X
AU7eTilAnTLLDEN1SUANTINRAMIY LieTlanAaNTTATIMALHAT U E LN UNE U8 UEN
11. 9gfasanAngldnsauideeanainnisany (drop out) tunsel

- @mmwmaamsm%uﬁﬂﬁué (poor) Ao Boston Bowel Preparation Scale
(BBPS) < 5 AgkuU

- lianunsavhnisdesndesanldlvellaauis cecum (incomplete
colonoscopy)
) a | a _— . A A ] |

- dyraudnluasi (hemodynamic instability) Wsednaunsndoulusyning
n13dodINaes

12. Yuiindeyanaueasly case record form

13. 11 video NUuinliuvihnisdnse laevdsaniaedsieldlvguasunmddm
nsdesndaaliiniiansan aegluazdndulaseansdanaiandy Yaaaiunndgvi
o w o o XX g 4 . B
msdesndesinsdinduiiloszgndneenty iegsseziianlunisneggdildlve)siuvianun

(antunisaeggildlugazgnugamniimsdivhanuageadld aan visednanaile)

14. 11 program Deep-Gl detection aldlu video #ilyifiszuu CAD EYE detection

Pladuiinuazdnsal Aneunting

15. video N8 elfeIudill CAD EYE detection wag Deep-Gl detection 53

2 videos figndinsiawnilouriu wgnasiadeuasTuiinteyasie) lngengsunmgniusu

[

DWNTNUANUTIT YU TABINADIA LAl NE) 2 AuRaRANIIANENIdE Toyalaidl

U

a d‘

anuwiulinsaiuazgnasinaeudilagengsunndniauiuemsidanudeimgfieeaun 3

o

Y] 2 aAv A < ) ' % & 2 A ]
war iU e Iunsivegetos 2 Tu 3 1Wuauduiignees
16. YeyafinsradaularUuiinan video

- UIUALTLDYIINUA AL
- g“tJi'N (sessile, pedunculated, flat)

- UM (< 0.5cm, 0.5-1 cm, > 1 cm)
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- %ia (adenoma, hyperplastic)
- true positive, false negative uag false positive
17. s 2 videos (CAD EYE detection uaw Deep-Gl detection) TUtiuguau
false positive tag duration I@ﬂiﬁﬁﬂmﬂimﬁ'L?uw%umLﬁaﬁumauﬁmmwﬂizawﬁ%Lawwz

A IMmNTsumans YanIalunnIng1dedayindu

18.A1UUNIAN true positive, false negative, false positive rate, polyp

detection rates kaz polyp miss rates 183914 2 TUsunsudyausshivg lnawUseuiiisuly

1
6

e‘dyw & n‘dyu a = o‘dyv a d
RANYNEUNYIN NILAUNTIN > 0.5 WU, LAUNTIN > 1 IUN, LAEUN

o

330 > 1.5 U7 way

WNUREIR > 2 Ju

JUN 10 wanstumaulun1saiiun1side

Expert endoscopist:
= ADR=z35%
* Experienced in CADe > 20 cases

Withdrawal
Adult 50-75 vrs. Colonoscopy with colonoscope with .
Colonoscopy for CRC cecal intubation CADe detection Pol?rpectomy ‘T"th stand-ard
S D withdrawal time 2 6 min
screening mode and start
recording video
Colonoscopy videos Monitor V/S in
recovery room
CADe
detected
video )
Al-labeled videos
Colonoscopy videos were independently :
— revi by 2 Data collection
gastroenterologist.
Deep-Gl
detected I
video Number and location of polyp
Type of polyp: adenoma VS hyperplastic

Morphology of polyp: sessile, pedunculated, flat
Size: < 0.5 cm, 0.5-1cm, > 1 cm
True positive, false negative and false positive
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3.8 N1559U5WLaYa (Data collection)

%agaﬁugm 97 Wi UsziRnsguys UseiRnshuueanosed diugs
onin BMI

TsAusesi uazendildusedn

UsgTlsangiSeanldlualunseunss
AunmweIsnieudldlvgiouEudeandes szovnailunsdesndosdild
gy

Snunzvospuile Taud S fumis 5U979 vum wiln
AMTUNINYOUNSIINASdINaBIaLd ey

true positive, false negative Wag false positive

3.9 MIAATeidayauazafanliinsnzs (Data Analysis and Statistics)

Y

Aasvayalaglilusunsu SPSS Statistics Tun1siasizviveya lngatanldinal

Joyauszinnngu (categorical data) laun e lsausednd Use TRlsauzisely
AsEUAI UseiAguyna UseiRnnas S1uau susmis siums 5Use aunm wlie
mulnnlusesay (percentage)

%@;ﬂaﬁimﬁaa (continuous data) A agveseIaaing AMAINYBININTEY
sldlwaiieusudesndes sresnatlunsdendesdildlng fmuanluaiade
LLammﬁmwummgm (mean and standard deviation)

T9@n true positive, false negative AU sensitivity

W3suiieue polyp detection rates s¥ni9szuUABUTiABs U UERYS 2
FPUU

a A

P values axditludAgynsadAlian p value < 0.05

3.10 99Wa150u191U58555U (Ethical considerations)

nanauA1swluyaAa (Respect for person)
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AorUaeid1smlunsidwazlasuteya NeiuseasiBenvesnuideednasuiiuy
wazsindulegedasylunislvianudugenaindidnsuidy sumsdeyailannnisfnyiwag

Usgifveafieazgniiuiliuanudu Tneridsddnsvesithedud gy wasnistuiindeya

Y ] =

sxtuiinlaglifideyainesszyiaidiie suludsnsinausnansfinwandunisiiaus

AMTIMVBINTANBIIMNA wagliianedeyasieunna atlwunsesvdydRaunin

A

WAIYIR W.A.2550 NERTeARIvamuBuganangUle

wannisiuselevilinalfinndunsie (Beneficence/Non-maleficence)

= aw & A vaou a ¢ o v Y] Ao vaa
IUHﬁﬁﬂw’l’Aﬁ]EJu 'Vn\‘ﬁ/]llE‘\J’J"\]UNLﬂm"WﬂqiﬂﬂLGU']LLagﬂfﬂEJEJﬂVIGUWL"\]U WNUAITUL

Y

AN

gagal
u

(%
[ YY)

WMUgELITINTUNTARINaRIa ldl g azanAneana1NUIBAIALTA NTIUNTIAFeNTR

Y

a s al o

A losunisnsiadansesmldlvaleelidaygruseivgnidoyatniaundidnvilinsianuis

A}

\lo adenoma 1nTu Inenngwrsndeuiisuintiunisdeandsawuuuni wu aldlngneg
wulaSesaz 0.01 Feneonlumaivetmanulassvay 0.1 suiasvesnaildlunisdes
naedliiannify wenaniineiiudideinsiindyaangdienaoniian (extensive

monitoring) UagLNYANITHBINABILALYIIY resuscitation MUIMINIAIEUNINFOUAATY
NaNANEASIIN (Justice)

Aon1sAnwliinainsAntenge e Angendniau

3.11 Ya911alun135338 (Limitation)
nsdeandesaldlnglaeldlygusevginliinnnsunsndeulainiunisdes
napesIe3sNIsUNG uimniianzunsndoutu Merazidenlameseuuumenisuilell
v 1 = o £ < <@ A o [ ! 14 Yy b
W Wy wndangalanggnanansansiiulaaldlnalaenisdesndelaniun wazlvueu
Tsmeuadiedannainis winiinzeendauludensmnitunfnsenzanuiuladinsly

! v v & Yo a A N va o A v o
53%'3']\‘1ﬂ'ﬁi‘ﬁﬁnu@u%a‘Uﬂa'ﬂJ'ﬁﬂLLmGU{jﬁylﬁq‘lﬂV]um Lu@\‘mqﬂ‘wq\‘i‘milN'JQEJNﬂ'ﬁLE:]'TJWaQJJﬁyﬂm

54

1%
=

InUremaenlian (extensive monitoring) wagilgunsaltriedinduiiugiuluviesdesndes



27

3.12 Uszlerufianninazl@suainnside (Expected and application)
lomsufalszAnsnmussssuunauiimeslyauseivg 2 szuufie CAD EYE uas

Deep-Gl Tunsmstensinduiailealdlugluiiundesndesdnansesuziseildlvg) wasm

(%
[

FINNAUZFUNILILANDNTINITNANAUINGS

(2

ANLAN

3.13 gauiivin3se (Venue of the Study)

MNElIATEUUMARUDIMNITUALHU NIATYIDILIANENT AMTIINEANENT TIN50
WAINENFY (AUIANNTUEAIINTWINEAUNITHDINARITLUUMN AN TUN
lsanguiagmansalenns)il #frayasaldy 10) il 1873 auu Wiz 4 W

Unudu lwnunuiu ngammuviuas 10330 Ing. 02-256-4356

3.14 MSUIMITNUINBUALAI919N15UJURNU (Administration and time schedule)
Weulases1eauIde/Auadi
a a v
FAUTIUBNES LRIV Y/VD

38555UN15I8

o/ = Y Y 1
ﬂﬂLﬁBﬂﬁdU‘?ﬂL?ﬂi’JﬁJﬂ’liﬁﬂUﬁ LA

s9usudeya

a ¢ v
1137 Lﬂiﬂgﬁﬂlaaﬁlaltﬁzﬂiﬂ W&

9

I v o/ 1 aa L3
NNILVYUAURUURASEIANUN




28

uni 4

NaN1578

<

tlunsfnulugienundesndasdansasusisadildlve s vielsaszuy

[y

U
MGAUDWNTUALAYU NIAIVIBIEIANERNT ANLUNNEANENT TNAINTUUNINETY (Fudadn

UEAN1INISUmMEAUNTHINGaITE VUM AALE N TS INEIU AT AINTalo1A15 T

[
% Y

dfenanuasaitu 10) dgUied1sunisfnyivieau 170 118 tnegUlevianun 170 57¢

AN3150vIN1SANELPAUIUEATIAUNADANISITY

Uszansnmlunisasiranifalloaldlugjveslusunsu Deep-Gl (Deep-Gl model

Performance)

MsAnfuLay AN Deep-Gl TdnszuiumsiSoudiBsdnvesaeuiinmes viefionin
deep learning agld Model M193rnssueaEns %o YOLOVS deep learning framework
dedsudnmiisuailddily faduniseuiuuusnluifasuwunisiauredasds
Usvanymosyud TnevhszuulassdieUszam (Neural Network) vangdusndeuriu wagvh
nsiseuiveyadiegne Yeyadiegaazgnihluldlunisnsiadusuuuunsedavuinvydeya
dieldUszanananely Inedimslddeyasmognslunisimun Deep-Gl fiv 15,188 aw uuaiy
mﬂd%’agﬂalﬁﬂﬁ Deep-Gl Beus 12,148 a1 warldlunismaaeu Deep-Gl 8n 3,040 AW
wdsanfildnaaeuUszaninmues Deep-Gl NNYAToYaRI0E19 WU Deep-Gl diaul
(sensitivity), AT WNIE (specificity), mvinuteNauln (positive predictive value, PPV),
AYIUIENaaU (negative predictive value, NPV) kagA1numiiugn (accuracy) iy So

Ay 95, Spay 92, 508aY 86, 59wy 97, Lar5e8ar 91 ANAU (A519N 2)
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M13799 2 Deep-Gl dataset wazUszansniwlumsasiannailaaldlvgvaslusunsy

Deep-Gl
Dataset Total images Polyp images Non-polyp images
Training dataset 12,148 4,609 7,539
Validating dataset 1,520 577 943
Testing dataset 1,520 577 943
Total 15,188 5,763 9425

Performance status on still images

Sensitivity 94.96 %
Specificity 91.73%
Positive predictive value (PPV) 86.42%
Negative predictive value (NPV) 97.05%
Accuracy 90.69%

fifUhednsiunisfinyiviadu 180 18 fUaeviavan 180 s1eil 1Wugteundesndes
A o & o ' a1 = a ad ' ) A v
\eAnnsozisaldvg Inenldilsavseainisinunfdue wu lsavnanugnssunaanaly
lonanailesonvideuziSsaldveiiuannidy, lspaild@sniau (Inflammatory bowel
disease), fwelasunmsiisinaldle, Tennsaedudon, devieanadurieads, lain

alaglivsiuane wie Uminasiaund Wusy

fiaevhs 180 eldsunsdesndesdildlvajanysainndilédau rectum Tuluis
cecum uagaesndesnsiagaldlunlneilinssuu CAD EYE detection wiauiash video
Uuzdinsndasii video fifls¥ Uy CAD EYE detection uae video #ilaifiszuu CAD EYE
MENTinsI9deu video ndsdeandenata wui @ video Aifilleyyn wu 8a video wnldlyl
AsuTiinTsdeIndas vie luaunsnda video 1# iudfu sausiomun 10 videos fauals
fthesviamualunsfin 170 318 fuansluzud 11 mnnsdnuilugthesiomn 170 51
fuanilengiade 62.7 + 8.4 T Tfthomendls 102 eAndudosas 60 newne 68 510 An
Hudesay 40 Anadununwnse3suaildniu Boston Bowel Preparation Scale (BBPS)

WINAU 8.6 + 0.63 LALAMRAESLYLIANUNNSRYNARIINNAU 7.8 + 2.7 U7
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JUT 11 dunaulunmisdndentasaniiunisivy

Adult 50-75 yrs
Colonoscopy for CRC screening
(N=180)

i

Colonoscopy with
cecal intubation
(N=180)

|

Withdrawal colonoscope with CADe
detection mode and start recording video

(N=120)
Excluded 10 videos
due to technical error
Colonoscopy videos and incomplete videos
(N=170)

(%
Y

NnFthefiindeandeailefnnsosuzifadldlngifismn 170 510 wuin fite 137
sefideindomuiiailedldlnaediadon 1 fnde uavan 137 eiinuiaied i@y
wuinduiailowia adenoma 81 105 578 iy adenoma detection rate (ADR) Wiy
Sovaz 61.76 Imm’mﬁjﬂwﬁwm wunadledldlwaiieonun 501 fudle wiaduiuievia
adenoma 262 Auile Anfudesas 52.3 wazduilowiin hyperplastic 239 Auie Andudes
az 47.7 Anedevessuiaiedildlngfinulunisdeindes 1 ads 2.95 fuile/msdes
ndosdldlg) Tnsnaeanisnuidetl linuiddeyalafifienudfiulsinsatusewineengs

WAVEN AU TNNAUTRITYATUNTaIndesaldlng 2 Au

dmsuiaiiovia adenoma nut Sevar 67.9 iipuilefiduunatesndt 5 . uax
Yovay 80 Wuinieviinlilfifiu (sessile) dmsuiaioniin hyperplastic wuin fevay 96.7
Fupaiefilvundesnit 5 au. uazUszanadesas 50 Wuiaidewdalififtiu (sessile)
Turaefisnedeils iufadowuu (et Tnedliwuiadeuvuiifu (pedunculated) Tunds
faiforia hyperplastic wae ﬁﬁa:u”aﬁugmmaa@’ﬂwﬁmdmﬂé’aqLLazé’ﬂwmzﬁﬂLﬁaﬁﬂﬁw@ﬁ

PUTIVIUA AILEAIIUAITIN 3
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A13199 3 uansdayaiugiuvesileiundesndesinnsasuzisanidluguashiailoald

Tnpjfingrany (n=170)

Demographic data (n=170)

Age 62.7 + 8.4

Sex (male) 68 (40%)

BBPS 8.6 £ 0.63

Withdrawal time (min) 7.8 +2.7
Total polyps 501

Adenoma = 262

Hyperplastic = 239

(52.3%) (47.7%)

Size

<0.5 cm 178 (67.9%) 231 (96.7%)

0.5-1 cm 63 (24.1%) 8 (3.3%)

>1 cm 21 (8%) 0
Morphology

Sessile 211 (80.6%) 124 (51.9%)

Pedunculate 25 (9.5%) 0

Flat 26 (9.9%) 115 (48.1%)

Abbreviations: BBPS= Boston Bowel Preparation Scale

Uszansnmlunisasiranunailoanldlng (Polyp detection performance)

mM3snsanuRaiierianua (Overall polyp detection)

WaiUSeuiiisulsEansnmseninessuuaauiwes Uy usehvg 2 svuufo CAD

EYE waz Deep-Gl lunisnistiensiaduicioaldlnglugfiundeandosdnnsosuziseald

g WU 58U Deep-Gl asranudailoanldvaiaviun 498 fuile Andusesay 99.4

lureugfszuu CAD EYE asranuiailedldlugnavun 428 fadle Anduiosay 85.4 iR

Weanldlug 3 falleilignasianulaeseuu Deep-Gl Anludosay 0.6 TuvaugnifAuile

[

aldlvg) 73 Aullefiliignasranulaeszuy CAD EYE Anludovay 14.6 duwanslunisnsn 4
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WolSuulisuUszansnmszning Deep-Gl thag CAD EYE WU31 53UU Deep-Gl il
gnsInsaTanuRailedldlvg (polyp detection rate) M1gandn (99.4% vs. 85.4%;

p<0.01) wardidnsnslinuisilealdlve) (polyp miss rate) fishnd (0.6% vs. 14.6%;

p<0.01) s¥uu CAD EYE

A15197 4 WanIUsEANSNINVB95EUU Deep-Gl WiuAuszuu CAD EYE TUn15ASIanUAg
Lﬁaﬁ’l‘lé‘lwmjﬁwuﬂ (Diagnostic performance of Deep-Gl compared to CAD EYE for

overall polyp detection)

Overall polyp detection Deep-Gl CAD EYE

Total true positive 498 428

Total false positive 59,350 106,042

Total false negative 3 73

False positive/colonoscopy 349 + 169 624 + 468
Threshold TP FP FN TP FP FN

20.5 sec 498 2056 3 426 3807 75

21 sec 492 744 9 422 1149 79

>1.5 sec 453 334 a8 380 404 121

22 sec 449 178 52 376 182 125
Sensitivity Deep-GlI CAD EYE P-value

No threshold 99.4% 85.4% <0.01

20.5 sec 99.4% 85% <0.01

21 sec 98% 84.2% <0.01

21.5 sec 90.4% 75.6% <0.01

22 sec 89.6% 75% <0.01

Abbreviations: TP=true positive, FP=false positive, FN= false negative

N15ASIAINUANLUBYLA adenoma (Adenoma detection)

WewsuiieulseansnmssninessuunauiunesUgausshvg 2 ssuufe CAD

EYE wae Deep-Gl lun1smistiensiaduicilealdlnglugiundeandosdnnsousiseald
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Tvig) WUT1 S¥UU Deep-Gl AsranuReiioniin adenoma 261 fuile Amdudesay 99.6
Tuwnuzdiszuu CAD EYE asranuiaiowdin adenoma 253 Auile Andiutesas 96.6 ff
ol adenoma 1 ?iqﬁaﬁlﬂgﬂmwwuimaiwu Deep-Gl AnluSovas 0.4 Tuvaidfs
Ho%fin adenoma 9 Rutefilignasanulaessuu CAD EYE Anduosay 3.4 Fauandly

AN5199 5

dleSsuleulseansn1nsening Deep-Gl wag CAD EYE wuin 59UU Deep-Gl
Sasmsasrawuiaileviia adenoma (adenoma detection rate) ﬁgm’j’] (99.6% vs.
96.6%; p=0.039), fignsnslinuiniowiia adenoma (adenoma miss rate) fisnan
(0.4% vs. 3.4%; p=0.043) wazdiuIUNSAARAUINAIHENITTEUUdRINasaldlugtioy

n731 CAD EYE (349169 vs. 6264+468; p<0.01) fananslunnsnadi 7

£%
o o o

dlouSuAnnamidindmSunauinaas (false positive threshold, FP threshold) 1{u

AP AU >0.5 U, 1 AU, 1.5 3U19, and 2 JUIN WU 58UV Deep-Gl §3Ad

¥
A a

9M3INNIATIAINUAAULBYTA adenoma (adenoma detection rate) figaninszuy CAD EYE

£
[

pg19iliEdAYN9EDR MnUNTInd S UNaUINaE 0.5 T (99.6% vs. 96.2%;

p=0.027) Tuvauef M indmsunauINaI98ue S2UU Deep-Gl ABNTINTATIANURS

—

ilavilin adenoma (adenoma detection rate) 71gan3158UU CAD EYE wwuriu walydl

v o [

Hod Ay eana fananslunised 5
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A57971 5 wansUsEANSNINVRITEUY Deep-Gl Wigufuszuu CAD EYE TUNSATIINURA
\Waviln adenoma (Diagnostic performance of Deep-Gl compared to CAD EYE for

adenoma detection)

Adenoma detection Deep-Gl CAD EYE
Total true positive 261 253
Total false positive 59,350 106,042
Total false negative 1 9
False 349 + 169 624 + 468
positive/colonoscopy
Threshold TP FP FN TP TP FN
20.5 sec 261 2056 1 252 3807 10
21 sec 260 744 2 252 1149 10
21.5 sec 254 334 8 248 404 14
22 sec 254 178 8 247 182 15
Sensitivity Deep-Gl CAD EYE P-value
No threshold 99.6% 96.6% 0.039
20.5 sec 99.6% 96.2% 0.027
21 sec 99.2% 96.2% 0.059
21.5 sec 96.9% 94.7% 0.293
22 sec 96.9% 94.2% 0.229

Abbreviations: TP=true positive, FP=false positive, FN= false negative

4

ayanuguvasnniasldlugnasrakinulasssuuleyyuseivg (Characteristics of

U

e

missed polyps by CAD EYE)

[
Y

nAiedldlngimuannulng ey TUNENINAN TN ANUTEIVIYAIUNIS
dosnassanldlugidnuau 501 falle wuin SRadealdlvwavisvun 75 Aulle Ansaliny
Tnesyuutyguseivg 719 2 szuu wusdualeviin adenoma 9 Audle Anduieway 12

wazfailoviin hyperplastic 66 Auile Anduipeas 88
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Ing53UU Deep-Gl astalinupaienun 3 Al wiadufilewdin adenoma 1

Aulle wagAsiloutin hyperplastic 2 faile Turazszuu CAD EYE asaalinufsiiloninug

De

a

73 paile uwvadupaileviln adenoma 9 Aaile uasAuilewin hyperplastic 64 falile

o
& o

WWounwuavesailonaalinulneseuulygiusshvs Niasilovia adenoma waghs

o«

Wewdla hyperplastic Wuaailonfvundosnin 5 uu. fifissiailoviin adenoma Nvun
1NN 10 1. Weshsiowernnsialinulaesyuy CAD EYE doyanugiuvesiciilonld

Inainsialiny duansdunsned 6

Y
A

M13197 6 uansdayaiugiuvasiulamldlvginsialinu (Baseline characteristics

&9

of missed polyps)

Missed polyps 75
(False negative) Adenoma = 9 (12%) Hyperplastic = 66 (88%)
Deep-Gl 1(11.1%) 2 (3%)
CAD EYE 9 (100%) 64 (97%)
Size
<0.5cm 8 (88.9%) 64 (97%)
0.5-1 cm 0 2 (3%)
>1cm 1(11.1%) 0
Morphology
Sessile 8 (88.9%) 39 (59.1%)
Pedunculate 0 0
flat 1(11.1%) 27 (40.9%)
Anaueid SadmsunauInals (False positive threshold, FP threshold)

SoiSsuitsulssanininssninsssuuneninmestyyusedus 2 seuu Tunis
nstheanaiuisiesldvgludemesaunsifanauinasionsssuudosndesald
Tug) WU SEUU Deep-Gl innauInastiasninsyuy CAD EYE loAinasitindnsy
wamﬂmqagjﬁ >0.5 U wag >1 N (12.1 + 10.3 vs. 22.4 + 23.5; p<0.01 hay 4.4 +

4.8 vs. 6.8 + 7.6; p<0.01 MIUaIAV) Fauandlumsned 7
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WU 9NTINITWNUNAUINEN (False positive alarm rate) Upsni1 5 ASI/N15609

naesaldlng TussuureuiunesUyg1Ussivgns 2 ssuu WeAnnunTindmsunauIn

A15199 7 UaAIUSZANS NNV I52UU Deep-Gl Wiguiuszuu CAD EYE Tunisasirany
nauInaalalvAINUNTINEIMIUNAUINASTISZEZLIA6199 (Diagnostic

performance of Deep-Gl system compared to CAD EYE system using different

thresholds for false positive alerts)

Parameters Deep-Gl CAD EYE P-value
(N=170) (N=170)

Overall polyp detection rate (%) = 498 (99.4%) 428 (85.43%) <0.01
Adenoma detection rate (%) 261 (99.62%) 253 (96.56%) 0.039
Overall polyp miss rate (%) 3 (0.6%) 73 (14.6%) <0.01
Adenoma miss rate (%) 1 (0.4%) 9 (3.4%) 0.043
Total number of false positive alarms 59,350 106,042 -

False positives per colonoscop); kr;wean + SD) 3749 i 169 624 + 468 <0.01

Comparative analysis using different thresholds for false positive alerts

True positive False positive alarm/colonoscopy
Threshold (Polyp detection rate) (mean £ SD)
Deep-Gl CAD EYE P value Deep-Gl CAD EYE P value
For all polyps (N=501)
20.5 sec 498 (99.4%) 426 (85%) <0.01 121 £ 103 224+ 235 <0.01
21 sec 492 (98%) 422 (84.2%) <0.01 44 +48 6.8+ 7.6 <0.01
21.5 sec 453 (90.4%) 380 (75.9%) <0.01 2+29 2.4 + 3.8 0.276
22 sec 449 (89.6%) 376 (75.1%) <0.01 1+19 1.1+22 0.654
For adenomas (N=262)
20.5 sec 261 (99.6%) 252 (96.2%) 0.027 121 £10.3 224 +235 <0.01
21 sec 260 (99.2%) 252 (96.2%) 0.059 44+ 438 6.8+ 7.6 <0.01
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>1.5 sec

>2 secC

254 (96.9%)
254 (96.9%)

248 (94.7%)
247 (94.2%)

0.293
0.228

2+29
1+19

2.4+ 338
1.1+£22

0.276
0.654
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uni 5

9AUSIUNALAZYDLAUDUY

Tulagdu lﬁﬁmiﬁmmLLazﬁﬁzwﬂ@QmUizﬁwjmiﬂumamﬁLLWVlémmﬁu Tu
sruumaAnewIesildinsAnduLas e szuulygUssRviiledislunisdeandos
&1l#lwe) (computer-aided diagnosis, CADe) Wisluiivasnsasiamuarifaderiinveshs
dledldlve) Snsdnwannunedilsih caDe wltasslunsdeandesdldlvgflugiinsunis

deananafnnsosuziseanldive) nuidnsinisesianuiaieviin adenoma nN1sdes

CY

naedlagld CADe geninnisdesndeunsiegaditedyneadia (22, 27, 28) aunAudes
NAIMALALD W INIMeYlsUkazeIEn Insnedeuazativayunsunsyuulyaussivg

wldlunsdeandesdldlnglugidnsumsdendesdnnsosuziisildluguinau (29, 30) ws

a o L4

aealshin densdoslinsfnuifenaiiesneudiaziunlddunumelfifss Audszmels
NMIAENWIENUI NMsdesnaedlagly CADe Hnsn1snsianudsiiovin

adenoma %38 adenoma detection rate (ADR) qqﬁw'ﬁzmm%f%m 60 ln8szuy

'
a

Ueyeyrsehugiansiienanula (sensitivity) igelunisasianuisiedldivnalunagnd

L Ag] el

RIINITNUNAUINGN (False positive alarm rate) i (31, 32)

1%

= S & = P — = a a i a s
NSANEULTUNISAN LI UTHULNEUUTLANTNINTENINTEUUADUNIINDT

Usyayuseing 2 seuume CAD EYE uar Deep-Gl lunstiensiaduiaiedldlvaflugiiun

o

doandesrnnsouzSeanldlug  wasANeTInTNEdLLTiDARORTINSNARAUINADS

Tngann1sAne1inuin Deep-Gl fisnsn1sasianudsilealdlung (polyp detection rate,

¥ '
(% o [ )

YINAMSUNAUINAN 0.5 TUN hay >1 W9 (99.4% vs. 85.4%,

6

PDR) #igandmsluinasi
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<0.01 way 97.8 % vs. 84.2%, p<0.01 AUAIFU) LHaALARNIZENTINITATIVNURALLDYTA
P P 4

adenoma (adenoma detection rate, ADR) #U71 52UU Deep-Gl §3AL9RTINITATITNURS

o w

Weawln adenoma (adenoma detection rate) ﬁqqﬂ’iﬁwu CAD EYE agailugd@mgnig

o

' v
a A (% ] (%

a0 NAUNTIAFIMSUNAUINGT 20.5 U (99.6% vs. 96.2%; p=0.027) NaUBINIIANEN
asulain seuu Deep-Gl fidnsnisnsianudsilealdlvg (polyp detection rate) Mg
niszuy CAD EYE Tufatlanniia lddrasidufsieyiauiln adenoma wieRuilovile

hyperplastic @ulundvesauansatunsitadouenyiavesdsdomldlnyvesszuu

Uayayuseiugiia 2 ssuutu nsdnwiidlianansavenls iesanegueniviloaindiniy

T o ]

[

nATsnazluldeanuuuniednunluEed waidumaunihaulawazdaagyinnisane
solulusunan
ndsnunndlasinisihszuulgguszivguldlunteainmetislunismsile

aldlwalunisdesndesfnnsesuziisaldlug Sussinuiuraulafenisiianauinais lng

v A a

PNMTANB IR NMSANIARILNT WU Kavanaralunilslumdinfidfgniins

o

YMNISANYINY A bUNISANBIIFINNIULI TNITIAANIINAANUVDINAUINAWABANAITY 119

Tundvesszezavowauinad Ny rssivgiunseuiowindfie nagilumnuiy

' [ [
aa = U

3dlififuilousianiy wazAdndnauYeIiNauInaIes Tuvaiuansanulilad
nanfemdninnuveINaUINaLaY (33-37) Yagdudiliiideasuineniumdtinauves
= o = = a a a a s a s
HavInanziunldlunsfinwiieUssiudsyansninvesssuuasuiine iUy musehiug
Tunmsnstieasradesndssatdlug nmsiadiaauvemwavinaniiiduiasyiuwasd

WNUNTINF NS UNAUINAWNATALAU Azt1eTiaINN5AN 1YL ANTANVDITEUUADURIADS

Uyauseivglagnees uwduduasiinnudnnizunndu luragfertunauinaiedaanunse
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v Av

T fuvilslusifanunmlunisdeandosdldvgld Wevunliiisuiieulsyansnm
53%&1@33%%@’;L@@%ﬂﬁgﬁgﬁﬂssawﬁl,wiasLLUUlﬁdwﬁﬁu Tnglunnsdnund Lte 2
videos (CAD EYE detection way Deep-Gl detection) lUtiudnuau false positive uay
duration Ima%ﬁﬂmmamﬁL%usﬁumLﬁaﬂfumauﬂ@mwszawﬁmLaqu fimemau
Amnssumans puaansaiunivedodavinitu ileanlentaniaiin bias Tunisfnuil
MnMsENETNUI AnaTdindmiunauaInaas (false positive threshold, FP
threshold) fuansnafu daus >0.5 AU, =1 U, >1.5 9, and =2 U fiarona
$rurumavIna1fifindy femnuliarANgNABweIUTEANSNIMYRITEUUABLTIADS
ﬂwﬂmwﬂszawﬂumimwwuaqLﬁaﬁﬂéimg Lﬁ@@iuizuu Deep-Gl Wuin Simunanaei
Sndmsunavinaradu 0.5 31l axnudnsimsifanauinans 12,1 + 10.3 aSy/msdes

naesaldlug Tuvaeh SrusuAnnuntindrsunauinatadu >1 3wyl asnusnsinig

AaNauInaanas widewies 4.4 + 4.8 asy/nsdeandesaldlvg uiednslsiniu n1susu

(% '
faw A

AN IanvisanuInaIilinuliwagaNugnABIeUsEAVEN MBI TE UL
ﬂauﬁama%ﬂ@mwﬂizawﬁiumﬁmmwuﬁaLﬁaé’ﬂﬁlmgamaaé’w Foudaiiddaluns
PanuUULazLsTUUABUN N U UssAvglun1shensivdeandasaldlueg Ao N3
WA AT AL AT SUNALINES

= = 1 ! fd’JﬂJ dl o U
1N13AN®YI191N Holzwanger LagAuy (26) NAII NNV INVLAUNZAUANUIUNAUIN

S

A a a A a a o A PN v ! [
83A 22 W9 Weannna =2 Juniny Wunaniieaeaglduennauinaiewieg L
[ - I o | A 9 v 19 ° |
i lunoansairugannsy wasilunafiwisanslunsiauielvisesiuvesdldlvgmely
= & i ' e a N o0 q v v
PNNTANENUT AnnunTIag =2 Jundivilinnuliasaugniedves
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(%
[y

LY ! a & o i a = v v ! & a a a® ! 1
gnsnslinuiailedldvgiiunnu. lunenduiu awnaeiain? =1 Juii iWuAnnund
Tz audmsuRauINad@msusE UL Deep-Gl Lipsan Wumivihlisnsinislinuda
d’lJ o 1 . o a Ao o Y a | 1 1
\Wedldlvg) (polyp miss rate) fifian lunaueidnuilviiinnauInalsreudeloy 1NKa
nsfnwll aguledn Annaeiyiniusandmsunauinasdmiussuuneuiunes
Jyguszhvgusiazszuuanaazuansneiy

Y a = dyd aa af ! 14 o 1o

ToRUsEn1suINveINIsAnwlae wiialen1sdesndensiadildlugduinann

4 . e RN I S X o d
waynuRdledldvajuunamin Nshsilovlln adenoma uaghaileviin hyperplastic &avi
TtdmnaieanenaatuayunulmazANgniearaslse@nsnmees Deep-Gl lun1s

a & o Y A = ::1 = & = P — =
asranuRailealdlvg defusymanaetha nsAnwtiilunsfinwusniSeuiieu
UszdnSnmsevinessuumuinmeslyauseavg 2 seuu luwdvaaniseulikasainy

1% a & o 1 YR e '

gndeslunisnsranuisionldlng wasnaveansusuAnnaeidinnssesiaisngeg

wenInil nMsAnwilaUsziuanuluazanugnieeas Deep-Gl Tun1snsIanuRd
& o ! a v @ d‘ A o o t% o
Wedldlngjuaznisfianauinas lngdadussaznammundaau viliaiunsadiuineiy
gnadligeusiugny

ag1alsfinnu 1le391nsyu Deep-GI lagnihunldludalentuiinuassinsialilineu
wiuen Wlagninluldmausineunvinisdesndesdldlve vinbvdslaanunsausediu
Uszdnsnmndaaulunishiemiudnsinisnsianuisiesia adenoma (adenoma
detection rate) 19 luauAnn9AEAInTILARLTRET15EUU Deep-Gl unldlundtiniiie

AnwUszansnnlun1sindnsIN1sRSIaNUALLevlin adenoma (adenoma detection

rate) wazUszansnnlunisidadonenviavesiailealdlveseld
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NNSANBIENUTY Deep-Gl anunsavisnTaduiailedldlvglugiiendiiunis
dosndeslannii uvaeiviliianauinaiefosndt CAD EYE {1497 Deep-Gl gn
Wandulagldnmaae 15,188 nmlunisiseuiaznisvegeu Tneamilddvisnmmailoyile

1 1 o b4 a1 1 o = v
#1199 WaEANHAUINAIAN vl Deep-Gl fiianuusiugh (accuracy) gediesavay 91
lagasu MsAnwinudl WewSeumeulssansnmseninassuunauinmes
Uyauseing 2 seuu Tumstheasaduiadealdnglufiiendniunsdeandesdanses
@ o 1 a o a dy o 1 .
uz159aldlng s¥UU Deep-Gl ddnsinisasianuaiiloailalng (overall polyp detection
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Y o U I (3

IS a a 1
FIWENUNIUNAUINANN 21 U LUUALNUN
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WA >1 UV 98 9NTUANAUNIIADR AN

o

i
Snflneaud miussuy Deep-Gl way CAD EYE desnifuaivilrsnsnslinuiaie
aldlngy (polyp miss rate) LLazLﬁmmamﬂmqﬁwﬁqm Tuewen s1dudedinisdnwifiudiy
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