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[ Abstract ] Surgery, radiotherapy, chemotherapy, targeted therapy and immunotherapy are the regular treatments for lung cancer.

Considering individuals response differently even with the same histopathologic type, immunohistochemical index, TNM stage or
mutation status, it is critical to find a robust biomarker to early predict therapeutic responses. Artificial intelligence could analyze
medical images thoroughly and quantitatively and shows huge applicable potential in lung cancer diagnosis and prognosis. In this
paper, the application of artificial intelligence in the therapeutic response evaluation and prediction of lung cancer were reviewed and
discussed.
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TEH I, i s AR AR 55 P i v L s
B, Zrerh a2 0r, FET AL fm B I
B ARk, B IR A R TFE | W EOR )
HEAE | BRNAY YT SRR AN, iR A A
TRA TR, W R R RIA
57 RIYTROHE A B TR R s, K
A

SMEFFARDIGR . Oy 7 I filidea 55k 22 )ik
JrOTg. AER, BEE 7T AW AR 4 5
K&, SBMGTT . RPEEIRTT . BT INA YT SRR I
IR BRI H 48) 2, TE—aE R Fels T RE
TG o IREIRTT 5 58 45— RO T 2H 24
PR | AU AR bR . TNMMIAE, B
e PRASFALE A T 18£8 X [) — IR0 7 T SR & IR AT
TEWL AR 22 5o LIPS AN 25 50064 7 7
ZIITROC NELE, AT IR MEST T 5%
) Sl A

AR MR RO 1) R T B Sk
JREIT RO AR UE (response evaluation criteria in
solid tumor, RECIST) 1.1Je:If H e F A TAG
TH, (AZA R LR AR LA AR RS, A
AE 4 T Sz I flf 8 XA T7 R SOE L IR AN REAE B e
LN B BRI TRCR . AT AE (artificial
intelligence, Al) YENITHEIIBEM—A0 3,
ARG BIPR R J . AFEBR 5250k, U
SRR AR PRI B ORRN FHVERE. ATREASAbIT
Mt SRR, AR T AT . e
ST, CEMERORHS | 20 ST RO ST TRA
LA, A SCIFAR AN UL EIRTT I 2844
RPN o ) Rtk R TR DY
1 FAR

FARYIER 2 P DA i (non-small
cell lung cancer, NSCLC) WIFRMEIRIT R 7
Sh, FREREd CMA ) AT YIERN, ST 30 i
ANPEA B B 1 il 98 A m] SR AR YA P ) T R DD B
BIT . ARAA1/3NSCLCHRE ARG A
BV NEY-W &) e e G Ry iR
IR . TNMAMW . IR ZH 272 R0 WA s | ik
LA IR AL A 2 e PR FH RSPl 7 A8 FU Y
Rhr, FARATRT LU FNSCLCH AR FI Al & AR

JE TR R T

TE = BEAR 22 M s s v, DI BR AR
SN R A K XU o YoshiyasuZs i
AT ENUR)IZ 1% ( computed tomography, CT)
EIGHEAT BB, 455 Bon I iRF . Sk
FRATE AT IWEE L RS MR R ZE A O,
A7 Bl T 07 325 L 300 e AR e A ST D R R
R, M4 T (area under curve, AUC )
50.90, REE HNS5%, T NT9%. Onozato
2 20 N T 873 AZ i s i B LR A R
PEHARFTIE T R SHAZ 4 (positron emission
tomography, PET ) MICTEN% BG4 2245
fiE, Hedss 1T 7R ML 25 S R DL R AR Y
PETHICTHRHEAHSS &, AT AR F0 e 1= 22 1
IAUCH) =0.880, T7EME D, 4RIy
FEIAUCH: = (0.880) , pRifEzidm/N. Fidk,
B B R TN S e A T A% 8 0 DA I R 1R 28
ek (MRS EEB] ), AUCST 2 0.882 71
0.730, AISZAR 53 BT REWE AE A HG X Mg UE 4731
fili, EBERK P EESL S

LT ORI, AR SRR T TNM
o33, BERNS A BIMINSCLC AR 5744 . Huang
A UL BT ORI MR S0 B AT M AR 4 2 2 B
(Rad-score ) , SlfREHAREARZS A F0 B A
Bil&l, CH8%%ik0.720. Akinci D’ AntonoliZs *' %)
R L RS2 emi B A I S BT LA K e B
TEMfN:, $EHCT 94N SR A =L, TR TR
ZH AR S FOARTRY | Fird S g SRl AR A 2
TEXT MRS R SRyl & RNz A i 7% 1) Tt %
REFA S FTNMAH], JF BRI A R0 B TNM 4310
X BB B R ARG A N i ek A R £y
RGN fGA, Horh s e s 2k KU =
IR fEdL B F M 166%, Christie " IBFZEdA A
WL, EARRICT. PET/CTENR EXFIE . I8
Jil o MBS 3~ SHEAR DX AT T o HIHFRRAE SR,
BEHLARMA R A T B R b 1, 45 5 R Mg
. 3 waveletZ BUERIE I3 ~wavelet— B 4F
I [] g S A5 1 L % e v T I o B, CFs
B 190.78 10,67, Ahn%s ) [LAk T SAPALES
2 BETMINSCLC AR J5 &2 A KBS R B, &
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BLBEHLAR B R B e i (AUCH0.956 ) , 1]
PATRIINSCLCHE K XK . 22 I3 Cox /31T i /R iy
fiEcontrastfL TTNMAH , J& A & A& XU A4 7
ST 2R, BE S G XS T A AE ] (disease-
free survival, DFS) #4752 . {Kcontrast{H
(<0.001) 4IM/E#%. Chen " il
P25 I 4% Ry LA A AT A BB C TG iy
4595, RO TR H S 1 ~THHINSCLCA
S ZIBI R, ALV E 334 H .
ATz, TR A (recurrence-free
survival, RFS) FLEAELEM (overall survival,
0S) ZRAHSIFEX, (HEmIg 8 H2zE
SEGI2EE X, BWES T 5 H A ZRFSHI
OSHyh 7 T [H 25 o (H=AE W e v, il 2
B SEANE R DSHEIE, 55h Il
R EZ e B = N A SR s P T O NI v
MR ZE [ XS L (hazard ratio, HR ) =2.348,
P=0.002 | . VEF 20X AL I Il 45 i#E 47
S, EFENIE . A IRFRAE, KRB Lt mss
WECH . RS R E L X2 A A
SEPEZETECH . 6 mmUA R SEME/NG TR H 508
M7 ARG, Bk, oS . AEAFR T ik
w~, SEGEHTAMNBI ML, LIATUL B
SPIES T B T 4028, ARt T Ay b T A8
GO
2 msT
2.1 57 TR

SR GE M ST (stereotactic body
radiotherapy, SBRT) & AEZilAEATF AR
BIT IR AINSCLCE B bR IR IT R, HYT
S FARMY, BEEArE S Box, HRies
iR AT 1585%~98%, 34FOSH K48%~65%, fH
BEANA R K I A B RS 1 AR o 22 A
7% VR U SBRTIAYY AT I CT RS BEAT #1541
F M, A BER R AE AT IAE S SBRT AR 1 fiit
MR 2, anl BE A AR AE , S AR A 2= B AL Tl
) JR5 38 BhE 4 1 1 AUC40.789~0.830,  Hllfii R
FROEAIZS A, BORCRE vT LIS = 800,911 L) |
Yang® " MBI R B, BARLLSRHIE T LA
M SBRTIAYT Ji A i g, Y12k 5 RN ik 45 1Y

AUCHH2470.88F10.80, {HIMA I PRAFAE X A5 754
TR EE S AR K . KakinoZs 1'¢ (g Fo¢ ) i
TN, SR SRR 0N R A A R AR e AN A
{HRE A XoF L A 5% 7% 1 f 6 B2 464753 )2 . Dissaux
a5 DTSR AT RTAIPET/CTIENS , Horb R ]
I/NPETHFE ( Information correlation 2 ) A114~CT
FEAE ( Flatness ) 4 & T 55 24 5000 Joy 35 42 & 1)
RIPFEIE100%, F¢55 8 N96%, (HIZRAITEN]
LrhERTIGIEE L JiAh, ARHS TR
TMOS . e 45 S5 1 A A7 2 RN G Ak 5% 7% A (B
K. Litk S R AIE ML CTHAT AR 220 HT
FE 518 CEERHE G RFFIE A IR A RIAL, AT LA
HMSBRTIAY T FOS . RFSLAK SR~ X SRFS .
DaveyZs ') R I &4D CTEMG, 1641
AR e 9 AR AR ] o B B AR 4 2 R A, AT
DL (5 A 52 &, CHE4M0.77. AT
UL, SR AT RERS A SBRT A Ui #H4EA 1
EES, BN RSGERAE—EER, I
BP0 S AL
XFFAATFARMNSCLCEE, by 2H
WBIT 7%, Lunas 0 [ EIE 30 T 110410 T35
NSCLC# AT [P a7 DU AT B, TEIRYTHT
CTEWG LAy Ji & i, #0107/ REAE -
ComBatIMEAAN S , R84 2~ FFE RE NS 1 i Jk
LM RFFIE (AF04 R0 3 B A5 e DME AL 53 )
HIMOSHYRLRE, CHEEN0.69. ZMF IR
B0 2R BAT LA iy 7 s IMINSCLCHIOS
POk e . Yang ' B TR T RTCTIRMG 4R L
1 94652 R A 2 AE , 5 FH 64> 2 a7 T N AR
TIE Ky 4 114 52 A% 2 2 A 7R T 3R T R AR B AU C
90.746 ., (HZWF5 T B EIRIT T REA—,
A —Z A7 . W m iR s E KA IRIT .
He5 22 pyfi g i % o IV INSCLC, R4
B2 R ARYT, 16N RHE R A
SETALR, GRS XT JCiE R AAE (progression-
free survival, PFS) #17GK 42, SIHIKR
FRAEAH 45 & WM PFS Y CH 500,772, Chang
2 L0 SR R BE £ s 1% 2] ((deep multiple-
instance learning, DMIL ) A&t AR B 2= >
BRI HUMINSCLCHIALI YR, IF LLae 17541 ™
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g BRI T, A DMILER & L
[ FEM 4516 ( Visual Geometry Group Network
16, VGG16 ) [ 458 BLRITE & 1 ML b T30
RURE T, WERGIE #0.883, AUCIL0.982, fifi
e G AR % ( magnetic resonance imaging,
MRI ) Y5 3 22 48 v 7 il 9 Wi 5% % 191297
T, A O il g 0 E 5 A XT3/ . Mahon
s 124 ERE VRN T 1SIINSCLCHEATHDT (fEak
AERFRPARST ) BEE, A BB
BRI TP ANAYT IS AT T MRUFICTHI, 4033k
F IR IR SR IS O SOCHRHE, 455 B /R MRIA
CTHISCHRFRE TN B 12, 187124 HOSH (1
HERRFEAR Y

) 20 AR /N 988 ( small cell lung
carcinoma, SCLC) WJEIEIRIT 5. R4ESCLC
XIACSTHUR, ESAEA A AT AR, T ELR o iR
FAIT RO Ak KM 25 . JainZE 0 [a] -
G3HT T 1S3R bR E— 2 ALT 7 23R ISCLC
B, RGO SUMEIT AR, %
o R o T R R A AT TCR . 30l DA Ied T B
S A R ISR, AR A 2 XU 735
( radiomic risk score, RRS) , 45i¥E/RRRSH
OSHIPFS WA, T HLAE TR 4 2R il Al
() PRI ] AT A8 ey T 8Ok , AUCTEIZR
LRI EE 435 0,76 . 0.72. ILAN, AR
SRR S IEIRAAE (PR, ARy . 5300 W EIR
) MG ATTLAIIMOS, FEIIZREEFn it 4
(K CHE 5 510,68 F10.67., Weis ) 3E4T T 4H
RIBETY, 458 WoR SR 2= AL Tl A s #
LA, WA SR BB R, AUCT
HI20.797#10.670, LA BRI ARA F A B T
TEFHE N — AT 25 SCLCR A, M RsT
B RS T r ZE AT A B Tl B R AR Ol

HEAMCT HARULCTH —FMSHA R,
MEEEDGIECTRY B CTH A T 2250k B
B R — A, SEIECT AT LIS 2 ik i
(iodine concentration, IC) . AR TIFEL.
RET & S 2 SR T E e =0T, #hsE T
CTIIGRR . AR 7 R, JeisCTHIR
M2 BB BUSGPET/CTI A S SR A

JERRSCHE, T ELAE MR T BT S & SR
ASAE DT A AL, AokiZs PRI, Py
ICHSBRTH R FE il A %, 1CHK . S RbrifEsk
BUE ( maximum standard uptake value, SUV,,. )
25 B B Rg SR AR R A 2% . Fehrenbach M7 (g
W R, SLIECTSARE N T NS CLCIKL
PIF IR IS K o AR ol e SO g e O )2 T T i
BB X s (BAGSAT ) R4 200, Jf i 22
5 (AIC) , SR WRHAsT o H Ik R ikt
ICHLIE = TAGE /8B v B f i kL, BT v i 31
HERE Y H B RO CTRY S X R IC Bz A ICHA
W TARREAL, W E R A A ICH] AL T
TEH R/ TGS . BaxaZs U R, IR
B4 5 1E W I/ Nk L A5 i s ko ik 738X (arterial
enhancement fraction, AEF) fA7El 25, 1M
HAEF 5tk a5 AL P SR WA A G, A7y
WA AEFTEAST IS TR, ok fbs7 s ot
22 AITARR MBI

ISR TICT T I i A B TS A M 28 TS S 12 i
LrAEfl, X RIRYT AU SR S,
Krafft% ) 5 i UM AR A E, iR
IR R S 2 50 1 T ARE A T 39 LA |
i g FAUCH0.51, ANASAARL =R AE AT LU F3
TR Y AUCHE 2 £0.68. KawaharaZs -3 [ f
GEHA2% ) BB A T 290 S UL LU PR 4R
R 1R Al o B S BURFIE LA AN, BF5E 3 LR
T 22 XI55 F 0 7 2 R AT RRAE B2 U 5248 20
oM, AT 30 SR 4 REAE R 3R AE
Fa AR TR TN K A 2 90 % LA Bl PRl % i AUC
G394 0.62F10.84 . A A B I RAE AR
AT DL B e 2 gE E— 2D 4 55 . Bousabarah
2 DRI RASAE . )R SO G 42
FRIEARZE &, PO ORI 21 Ak Y AR R e e
TEMRAE P CHEBU0.66. Qin%E 1 [RIFE E fir
CTHIHEIE W CTHBGE R A F R E, RI24E
{37 CTHFAE F6ANHEE SR CTHE S5 Sk st (A
5K, T HSE AL CTHIHEIE sRCTRAR L AR E LS &
i i AUCHE 5, 40.885.
3 FBmEiafr

H 20024, M k3R B A K5 32 4K
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( epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR ) —[i&%
TR A7) ( tyrosine kinase inhibitors, TKI )
Wew Se I Tl R IIE S AT &b Lok 0 3
MYAIT RN IR BN H 28712, SN %
AR RHE A T RS . BREGFRAL, [A]
ARPE R B JRE I ( anaplastic lymphoma kinase,
ALK ) FiKirsten X f A R 7558 3 A ( Kirsten
rat sarcoma viral oncogene, KRAS) %5t /2% L
(P ZEAR IS, 5 [ [ 37 25 A 85 2% ( National
Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN ) 57§
e, SR ERYT MR INSCLCER I — 3G 7 7
o WEAEZIBESE T AL 5 ik 8 iR )
NSCLCHE A IR SN 3L [H LIFE IR YT 7 SR FE .
AR AT IN 25 288, W EGFRR AR A TE
TKIAIT9~15 A Ja B e 0 . BRAEm
G I, IR v R SR L A I TR 4
MR SR E, WMEGFRIMNG F195L %
A5 () BB TKIVRYT TS fed, RO 2185
RAR, —Le WL AR A (ANGT19X5 ) Fills
B, AASAMRTE Y KRB 28 W R ]
AURFS 22 Ittt 3, T[] — 5 722 T AL ) i
WG ESAGIEE L Kk, FFEFREN
AT RERIPREPIRT B G ITRCR AT I, ATARL
S AT R T AL T A [ AT RE

BEAERFSE 7 P EoR, MRS CT B4l
SRR EE S 10 E o LA . TR 5 — IR Bl D
CTRAR PR E IR A S PE AN 2 25 5 EGFR-
TKI—ZIAITRCRAT G, LA I EGFR-TKI
SR RIS F . Zh% () 030 22 B0 A e
D7k N8 oy e gn i Sr T 1764 WA AY | i
i S AR R U TK IR 7 I INSCLC /5 2 & X
B B RE T, 45 MR S e R B AR 508 4R W)
AP A PERE R (AUC=0.797 ) . Yousefi
25 S A LR CTIRMG I AR L 2 R | (3R
JJRiDNA ( circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA ) %%
IR K PREFAE L A A COX AR RS, i OS
FIPESHICHEH053 51250.83H10.77. Cook’s ' [d]
I T SR AR YT 6 8 J5 BEVTPET B — B Hl g
MracHRsiE, I T 2518, AR R L AR
J7 6 )8 5 BT PET S SR YT RO A AH G HE

{HIEF 0 2 HAE S U A e, Hd, —
B RE R 1Y) 25 (B2 T A JE 7 A5 ik ST ) 1A
R, WETREE, FREs . mEEPETH
I BTREIEXT L S OSH G, XTI EERE BT 1A
£, FET- X2 E180% . (HIZMF I il /B
EGFREFER | 5 FRDIFERIE, Tangs ' %
FHSEAR LA 200 7 1 0 56 —ACEGFR-TKIZj ) 1
e “RIAIT A YENSCLC A 2L, 45
7R CTHG 58 R 1 52 AR 4 24 FR A i #0000 £ 77 48
FCTFHENSE, & RIABIRI T CHEHCN0.724,
i H S IGRFFESS A, B ReE— 2P 52Tt
CHEER R 2£0.755. ML UL, SR 412~ FefEAE
TKIFRcHm A —EERH, AUCHO0.7~0.8. fH
ZRFRIET /A . B Y [l B 43 B,
PR AR AP AR B £, it ELBR = SNSRI
U, TEIGIK RN HZ R . 538, SeAR A S
TE— R AR T g 4RI S5 5, i e ) 1y
T B HER S IR AL . RS DA RS TR L 4
R RS K

SongZ 'R ML O BAE, JEmMA2A
GRS EBCYE B, /N IR S kB T
(least absolute shrinkage and selection operator,
LASSO ) Cox [a] JH#E 5 i 1k H 124~ CTRAZ 4L
SRR A BT AL, 10N H . 14EIPESHY
] 2 10 TAE4FAE (receiver operating
characteristic, ROC ) W1k AUCH 7] 40.738 .
0.701, Jf7EF 6 5 UF £ 4 5 A7 AH 1 25
(eI = i B 2Pt S Il o = [ EZ 1]
BigBiGAN A [ sh3 B 204~ = 41 SRR,
KA I8 FRRE A B TS A, O R E Sl
Rfed M fadl, MA T APFSAFEMN B 2R
(RIS ARMTIIANA ), &G4 PFSYE
536.5%. [T, Sifr—Zfbirnyiis (b
ST ) R, mfad ST AR PFS2E RIS
TR X, (BACE A S B BT sl fifk
J72H . BigBiGANAE Jhy i 31 s A4 B[] A2 xS Bt )
%, A THAMANTTH, mHEBTMEGFR-
TKISF R T4 4% . Dengs 0 MK T
EfficientNetV2# M W 2% | SRR~ T W
X, R THEMARGEHIMFRS (EfficientNetV2-
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based survival benefit prognosis system, ESBP) ,
ESBP/r&Ubk s ( >0.2) , EGFR-TKIE[IAYT
MR LF (HR=0.36 ) , 1fii HESBPH LIA AL
5 By R I O 2 e A2 T v )3 . Wang % D°
WAL AL 23208 %, MU T ENZA
HUL AR, B T ESMA S e 0B
= H AT A B E B 2 W90 . W T
CTHUG AT T4 HBIAIR S (fully-automated Al
system, FAIS) . 5UIFERFSE H 534 e alos Jil
IR, WP T 2. 43 i)
RE AR S 1 ] BEXIR P RCR WA R, 42 fii
SIFTRESAR ML T Z 5 R . 45 R BI/RFAIS/H BN
{LREME X EGFRAEAS AT W, 1 HAEEGFRZ
AR, R 29 R 7 ) FHIE S5 EGFR-TKI
AIPFSR ARG, DR 23 IR e 20 F s fe 2H
(log-rank P<<0.000 1) . YEHEIE—2L404T T ixLe
RAIE S 5L R BOAR G, R R E341 717165
S5 pS3M5E"5 5 Tl LA . ErbBA5 54 S %
AR, FRIELIS . 1132 B 5 4R BER o 105
S FIE . ECMA A ARG 55 Saa A
K, X BE{E S5 o e IR T 251 . %
PR AR E AR, NI AT AL [ 9672
AL B R TR

BEE L IIEIT R IZ TR, AL 6T
RORWPREAR S AWY R, N TS 5EZEHT
W BlE BFE AR TR ARG, AHOCES A
BN T IGIR, A B TI097 07 AR F i
etk
4 BGEIRIT

AR, AR A SR (immune
checkpoint inhibitor, ICI) MR EEZEIRITE
PRSI ] S i i B AR AR, 2R RS
T-%AK1 ( programmed death 1, PD-1) M FHFA
( programmed death-ligand 1, PD-L1) FHrtik
b7 I T R R INSCLCHISCLC
IGYT . JFia 1RGO R T . SR, AR
PEIRITRINLE R R, RA420%H)
NSCLCHE & TEH 1R 7 Ji 2 B 47 22 I R 4R
#5. PD-L1FRIA . Mg Fifmi ( tumor mutation
burden, TMB) . HJUAME AFRAE 2 H i H Y

s br. (HPD-L1AINHAT B 25 Sk, il
TEBESIARA G i, mTMBRBREAALE
AU, = RENS UM ICTHAY Y RO A 15
AIAEFRINAER o SR A A e 4 T Z IR ik
JERAY MR A IR T RO VAR Y UK
o BIREITT T %1 VMR IR Y7 SR AR 5K
A8 27 SOFA FriE (RECIST 1.1 for immune-
based therapeutics, iRECIST ) , {HiZbriEAGIR
SR HIERAR I 7, ANRE S g I/ Ny 224k
JOVE S R EAE A I E R AR PR IE R, TRASRERT
BEME TN SR VAT T RO . BT, DGR SERIY
AWFFEAAN T8 Ha 7 RN wi, b
AT SRBEIR T BRI SR X M HAS R S W A 7
o
4.1 FHLEIT B AR T

HPEIRTT RV ARIEPFS At 6~ H , T4
ML R 3RZ: ( durable clinical benefit, DCB )
MHEERELIG A 3R 25 ( non-durable clinical benefit,
NDB) .

Sun% U L TIEYT TG IR C TR (R4 2 4
TEA IR, S5 EoR, REiRIre ™ A)E
BWA R B AL AR AL VT3 S 3 v T dm it
JEABR R E AL, PR AR 4 8 T i
B, BEmNERAATE B 50SHEA K.
TiAbh, AR SRR A T I CD8 41 Jfd 114 56 PR 3
ik, XM R BRI e ey, REIARA
SFRENSTE —E FR T I S Wi eg B J] LA 45 )
fIE o I FEAIESE T ATHUI S 588 167 R 1 T
ik, IR T — AR . (ST
AN, HfE T 2000, AmE 2R
IR F B 25 S X A5 R A S AN 2

Trebeschis '/ A FIFI4E T ICHAYT Y80
e ) S0 2R A1 23 BINSCLC R, B XHAYF R
Haom CTEMG L Ik bk R R kb U AZ 4 27
FRIE, R EEALER S > 43 MR X A 1697 A
FIE o R AE g k7K SF- 0I yA 97 R R B AUC
0.83, TEMMAKF-HIIES T R AIAUCHO.76 .
TN, IR K ISR AR S 2253 540
ORI 38 [ A A 0 A OC A, BR TR IRY TR
U RE SIS REMVIGINA DG, s TR A
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IRV AE I A 2 Sl

Bl G REIRIT ITE I, X s —fRr 28 A
FPERI TR TUIE W4 &2 . ZTE5E 0 SiE
SCAEMBINSCLCH, FEFCTaPET/CTHI# G4
AT LA R HIDCBFINDB, AUCTE
0.8L) |5 i AT LT &8 # PFSHIOS, CHa&liz:
SRR, TEHITE0.71~0.92, ¥ AR FHE S
Il RFEAEA 25 A, WU a8 1 v] DAAS 2 3F — 25 42
Fb. YangZs TR T SR 2 R BRI IR B2 5
Ik, Pk T REEEEEEZ ) (simple temporal
attention, SimTA ) FAGTR 27 2] BAK 43y
SR 2E AR R B0 bRk 22 5520 PR IS ] 51
B, R 22 2 B Al A B R 3 8 SR e A
IR B, BCTRARLIEIFIE . LR EK
AR LR IG PRAFE A S &, LR IR
JHEA . SImTA TN AR 9760 dARUERMAUC
$}0.77, 90 dARCERIAUCHO0.80, AT
— SRR AR A, 1 EL B TR PD-L1R A
IFTMRCAE, HIIHINSCLCH: 1Y XU 73 24t
— RS

G 2 Wl sh B ME AL, THEA
) s 1] 25, ( QB TY R AR YT G ) SUAR L 2F R 1E
MARAE, I R AR A /3 iR AR AR DG 1
Liv% % FiGong%s - ¥4 B 25 (A5 4 2
TR AR AL AR, TR iR A JCh
HIRCAEE B, AUCH0.81~0.87, i H2E(HIRAH
PR g i T AL RE L T8 95 . Khorrami
a5 VORI L R, 22 E AR SRR T S
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