TLEE BINEEEESCETIY
e Journal of Digital Contents Society ;
* Vol. 22, No. 3, pp. 509-517, Mar. 2021 W) Check for updates

st El2l'd 71| Hig XIEH 28 A4

Hl
0x
10
U
m
=
m
il
ot
0k

- 1 - )\ = 2>¢
LI A

'YXt HotA H B etn) uAlnty
2*I:cl:>ix||:H€|-_m_ HotHddZstnl w4

Research on a diagnostic model of deep learning-based
pneumonia using defense medical data

Tae-Hwan Lim' - Seung-Chul Han®
"Docter's Course, Department of Security Management Engineering, Myongji University, Korea

ZProfessor, Department of Security Management Engineering, Myongji University, Korea

[ o

y 2 H = L g
A7AEo] wis gleh AP 7] Do, & BN B Fo g ABOR WG AL ]
o] F o3t} B mF A= ke E] |
o HlolHE BET AT L 6|3 A4S wolFTh FF Fo)

=3
A 2 de] 7] 2 oS 2 el &8 = 3lS Aot

o8] 4o) S} B3, Q1BA S 7)40] 4 AN DA AR S 2 AW S B Ao AU
[e) ]

[Abstraci]

As medical technology advances and artificial intelligence technology develops rapidly, recent research results show that it is
possible to diagnose various diseases with high accuracy. Early identification of pneumonia is important to prevent outbreaks of
major infections associated with long-term hospitalization and high mortality. In this paper, we conduct research on a deep
learning-based pneumonia diagnosis model using military medical data. The experiment results show the possibility of diagnosis
and predictability using military medical data. In the future, it can be used for early detection and predictive model development
of other major diseases.
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Table 1. Attributes of tralnmg data for normal and pneumonia patients
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No. Attribute Note
1 Age 20 ~ 34 years old
2 identity Active duty soldier(04), etc.(26)
3 Rank Private second class(64), Private first class(63), Corporal(62), Sergeant(61)
4 Height 158 cm ~ 195 cm
5 Weight 48.1 kg ~ 124.8 kg
hi(< ~
6 BMI 832%2'5{22(3 ~1623‘45,)9!),’\lgrbrgglt(;é%@zz'g) Data range(16.79 ~ 38.56)
Normal(< 120mmHg)
7 Systolic blood pressure Prehypertension(120 ~ 139mmHg) Data range(71 ~ 178)
High blood pressure(= 140mmHg)
Normal(< 80mmHg)
8 Diastolic blood pressure Prehypertension(80 ~ 89mmHg) Data range(42 ~ 129)
High blood pressure(= 90mmHg)
9 SGOT_AST Normal(< 40), Boundary range(41 ~ 59) (Liver) Data range(8 ~ 194)
10 SGPT_ALT Normal(< 35), Caution(41 ~ 59) (Liver) Data range(3 ~ 388)
11 CREATININE Normal(< 1.5 mg/dL) (Kidney) Data range(0.5 ~ 2.68)
12 HCT Normal(Man : 38 ~ 53, Woman : 36 ~ 46) Data range(34.7 ~ 55.4)
13 PLT Normal(150 ~ 450) Data range(90 ~ 454)
14 WBC Normal(4 ~ 10) Data range(2 ~ 17)
15 HB Normal(Man : 13 ~ 16.5, Woman : 12 ~ 15.5) Data range(11.7 ~ 45)
16 RBC NormaI(Man 4.2 ~6.3, Woman : 4.0 ~ 5.4) Data range(3.62 ~ 6.47)
17 TOTAL_CHOLESTEROL Normal(< 200), Danger(200 ~ 239) Data range(88 ~ 372)

Dyslipidemia(= 240)

B 2. Fah & mE &Kt HolEel Rt of

= Z1HClass)

Table 2. Predict the diagnostic results of learning data for normal and pneumonia patients

No.

Class

18

1 pneumonia, 0 : normal
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A B = D E F G H 1 ) K L M N (o] P Q R
1 Birth general level BMI tall weight BPH BPL AST ALT  IREATININI  HCT PLT WBC HB RBC  HOLESTER Pneumonia
2 22 4 63 34.25926 180 111 143 73 15 17 07 42.5 275 10.69 154 4.69 166 1
3 24 4 62 34.08322 1771 106.9 156 90 26 49 07 45.3 320 863 154 2.26 157 1
4 22 4 62 30.0081¢ 1685 852 150 80 20 23 08 522 298 731 17 6.01 150 1
5 24 26 61 3033953 1653 829 144 82 53 70 07 46.3 279 8.49 16.2 5.04 195 1
6 25 26 61 3018675 1774 95 141 93 25 36 09 43.5 325 11.16 15.2 4.88 182 1
7 24 26 61 30.77562 190 111 148 85 28 26 076 44.4 223 4.6 15.3 5.01 139 1
8 23 26 61 3042185 172 90 145 87 4 102 0e 501 336 1072 16 2.97 205 1
9 23 26 61 33.83403 164 91 146 94 30 25 09 484 358 1067 17.2 5.21 287 1
10 24 26 61 3327127 181 109 175 105 62 41 09 516 230 10.03 17.6 5.61 250 1
1 29 4 62 31.83421 179 102 172 126 19 43 09 50.1 306 14.24 174 576 135 1
12 24 26 61 3037276 1788 971 142 89 40 88 09 47.6 218 847 16.8 538 240 1
13 23 26 61 33.83384 1738 1022 168 98 20 18 09 49.9 377 793 17.5 56 264 1
14 23 26 61 3241219 176 1004 146 90 25 60 1 49 283 877 16.9 5.65 233 1
15 27 26 61 31.05582 1749 95 177 119 61 110 09 50.2 184 783 181 542 283 1
16 24 4 61 30.6433 168.4 86.9 143 92 177 293 06 514 325 1.27 17.6 5.61 214 1
17 22 4 62 33.29756 178 1055 145 79 30 4 09 43.6 254 7.89 15.7 217 269 1
18 23 26 61 3455708  166.5 958 151 91 37 62 07 47.9 283 9.89 16.3 239 125 1
19 30 4 64 30.02868 1788 96 146 74 15 25 09 44.5 372 793 15.6 4.85 179 1
20 22 4 62 3119509 167 87 129 93 23 21 112 514 282 73 17.2 573 179 1
21 24 26 61 2447851 168.5 69.5 144 91 24 15 09 50.2 294 874 174 546 181 1
22 29 26 61 23.12062 174 70 152 88 19 14 091 46.7 269 9.25 15.8 4.88 191 1
23 23 26 61 24.649 169 704 97 72 272 32 089 464 197 9.67 15.5 4.89 166.1 1
24 25 26 61 2318167 1724 68.9 146 87 29 21 115 42.8 216 6.9 15 4.83 175 1

O3 1. & 2 HE 2K} Holele] ARG o & SAMnF ZefA G0
Fig. 1. Attribute and Class Data of normal and pneumonia patients
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Fig. 2. Pneumonia diagnosis and prediction system architecture
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Atolol] of 2] F9] &Y Z(hidden layer)©] &A= A HE O =, Table 3. Type of Optimizer

ATl v I o) 18T, 24T, EEsE T No. Optimizer

el =] DBeA i vlolEES AAEr|E S5t 1 Adam

o] 3-1 &ell 7]=% vlolE] 7R S 7300 JE 52 A RMSProp

2lE HolHE g o Wol 2453 FYToR A= A Adadelta

st 7F Sohtt 7 Al (weight)#F HEo]o] (bias)E 7HITE. AdagradDA
sdca

YT 3 19] dlofg] Ao whe} 1770] 8T ==t

FYT 58 sk, 29T o] S(layers)oF A
A(dimension)> A HS S HAgS A S SHTolA
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v. & # <E 5> o AR B AH ) Y3 ABFN), B E,
o5 51508 FUH Folz) Aol M £9% sl upe
7| g E A ~ES TAER HA o] LU= A=l A G 2= sisinh AFIgE 109 1470 o) =2 g &)
b AU, S5SN8 AE, SNBSS ) Ay B Hlon], oS Haely] 913 <3 7>, <3 8>0] HYE
AL QeI <F 4>0) Aol N A7) gols gepn) TR A
Bl9) F49] ke 27 915 9% AFre] Wat o) the
72 nAson, eUF AFsE 4l d v Ao gz E 5 SHS ASS A deEu g
2HS AFEEAT) (BYE AEF = 4, AF = 2~16, E5E = 0.0001,
s k5314 = 5,0002)
Table 5. Table of experimental ressults of Hidden
E 4, 243 ASST, A Ayzn ® dimension, Depth
OLIE HED = {1~ o e stAaE = : P
(_'— o AZT = 1~10, Ak&s =10, =15& = 0.0001, learning_rate : 0.0001 AdamOptimizer
sh53l% = 5,0008]) -
Table 4. Table of experimental ressults of Hidden Depth dimension Loss Accuracy | iterate
dimension, Depth
4 2 0.23045 50
learning_rate : 0.0001 AdamOptimizer
4 4 0.18673 73.33
Hidden .
Depth E—— Loss Accuracy | iterate 4 5 0.19018 73.33
1 10 0.20583 53.33 4 6 0.18453 76.67
2 10 0.16854 73.33 4 8 0.17516 73.33 5 000
3 10 017122 | 83.33 4 10 0.16667 | 86.67 ’
4 10 0.16667 86.67 *
4 12 0.16324 70
5 10 0.16659 76.67 5 000
6 10 0.16314 | 83.33 ’ 4 4 0.15901 | 86.67
7 10 0.17161 73.33 4 15 0.15995 | 70
8 10 0.17469 76.67 4 16 0.16111 76.67
9 10 0.16437 70
10 10 0.19931 63.33

Al Pneumonia prediction

100 = 10

50 [ | - N .- [ ,..«"'// .
1 |

. ‘ - I a
70 | l —~1_
F = 7
%—ﬂ - 6 =
g s0 l e £
g ’__.r’, 5 ;=
< 40 e =
-
i
30 =
/_./
20 _ ?
10 o 2
o~
L~
0 et 1
1 2 £ 4 5 6 7 g 9 10
Accuracy(%)  53.33 73.33 83.33 26.67 76.67 83.33 73.33 76.67 70 63.33
Depth(n} 1 2 £ 4 5 6 7 g 9 10

——Accuracy(%) -——Depth{n)

T8 3. A EHE oS AEZnt <E 4>0 O
Fig. 3. Al Pneumonia prediction experiment result Graph of <Table 4.>
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Al Pneumonia prediction

100 21

H 4“ ﬂ//%\ {/,/ -

50 19

&0 17

/
70 / 15
ol
g 60 i ...
o 50 11 =
3 &
2 40 g o
30 7
20 5
10 3
] 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 5 10 11 12
Accuracy(%) 50 73.33 73.33 76.67 72.33 86.67 70 26.67 70 76.67 60 83.33
Hidden dimension(n) 2 4 5 6 8 10 12 14 15 16 13 20
——Accuracy(%) ——Hidden dimension(n)
O3 4. Al HE o5 AEZn <z 5>9 Ja=
Fig. 4. Al Pneumonia prediction experiment result Graph of <Table 5.>
E 6. =&2| Optimizer MY 25t A& A} E 7. Optimizer2t &5 Sl5of w2 MET glo| #st d|w A
Table 6. Experimental results for optimal Optimizer (BYE AEF = 4, AF =10, &8 = 0.0001)
R T — T — Table 7. Compa'rlson experiment of changge in ac'curacy've'llue
according to the number of learnings with Optimizer
! AdamOptimizer 86.67 AdamOptimizer RMSPropOptimizer
2 RMSPropOptimizer 53.33 Accur Accur
Loss acy iterate Loss acy iterate
3 Adadelta 50 (%) (%)
4 AdagradDA X 0.1666 | 86.67 5,000 0.1924 | 53.33 5,000
5 Adagrad 50 0.1556 | 76.67 | 10,000 0.1803 | 63.33 | 10,000
6 sdca X 0.1500 | 80 15,000 0.1735 | 66.67 15,000
7 | GradientDescentOptimizer 50 0.1446 | 73.33 | 20,000 | 0.1694 | 66.67 | 20,000
8 SyncReplicas X
0.1407 | 80 25,000 0.1670 | 70 25,000
9 Ftrl 50
0.1371 73.33 30,000 0.1662 | 70 30,000
8].0]:1] ,\ﬂ.ﬂ_u]ﬂ %kjl} Optimizer-‘q /ﬂxé% %sﬁ 23:@[1—1,:_ %k-"% 0.1308 | 76.67 50,000 0.1623 | 73.33 50,000
z}o] BlA HA o S MAG= Ado) Qs <X
el E_goﬂ E}E}_A ﬁ% aks dAshs Agel Eﬁ"}f/}'_ - 0.1249 | 73.33 | 100,000 | 0.1573 | 80 100,000
753} <3 8> A5 E H 29| slo] 3] sehvlE) glol vl oty
5l2=0] Z7} tjH] Ao gre] WElE v walgiuh £ o) 0.1201 | 70 200,000 | 0.1538 | 80 150,000
221 Optimizer®! AdamOptimizer 2} RMSPropOpti mizer H
e _ Op B Op _ ‘QJF ppp ] 0.1243 | 76.67 250,000 0.1544 | 80 200,000
AL B 2zke) AHe) ok 514 ghS ARk <k
7>9] Age 24dF ASTN=4), ALFN=10), SFE 0.1290 | 76.67 | 300,000 | 0.1460 | 83.33 | 300,000
(0.0001)= Ig8HA) AL B S147(5,000~500,000) W 0.1245 | 70 350,000 | 0.1410 | 83.33 | 400,000
2 Z} Optimizerol] W2 4 g ks v wakgich ' ’ ' ' ’
0.1359 | 66.67 500,000 0.1413 | 83.33 500,000
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<3t 7>°] 7} Optimizer$} 35 Slpol] e sk A¥
AdamOptimizer2] 73-9- A 3= 66.67 ~ 86.67%2] 95 #h
Holn 815 Slgro]] T7te] whet e vl = A e B
Som S22 AR 29l HHH RMSPropOptimizeri=
485 53.33 ~ 83.33% <] 45 7k Hol™ AdamOptimizer 1.
Th= Tha W2 oS 3k Hol, 855 315 S7tol ma) A&
Q1 BEE oS F7HE Below 54 <5 319%(100,0003])

Il Rojolel§ B8e Hald J(uel HE Net 2Y 67

Depth=42] 247 $t2} Hidden Dimension=14, Depth=4 3% %k
A u) 71 =2 A8 5(86.67%) 9] oIF A3} 7S R Tk

o= & oAt HEEE 80% ) de] ATEE 9 T 4
NS HAFETh

E 8. Optimizer2t &t& S0l w2 ML gro| ¥at vjw AH
(Y= AZ% = 4, A% = 14, SSE = 0.0001)
Table 8. Comparison experiment of changes in accuracy value

according to the number of learnings with Optimizer

O|AFHEE] = imi X0 A3}l-o = A=
] ?TH‘* Adt}mOptnmzer Hop 52 07.1_4 el o= AdamOptimizer RMSPropOptimizer
ARSI AR S S8l 300,0003] o] Bl<F Al ol S ol Accur Accur
)3k A7) O o)A RAFE] %] 2kl o 83.33% 0.2 AAF}H Loss ?cy iterate Loss (acy iterate
%) %)
o % <X 89 AFL oU= A=\, THEE
A A fLS °l srEe e A (NJ_‘)’ oH 0.1590 | 86.67 | 5,000 | 0.1924 | 56.67 | 5,000
0.0001)s LASHA Al ALFN=14), 5 3+
o . o . 0.1522 | 83.33 | 10,000 | 0.1675 70 10,000
(5,000~500,000) W3} 2 7} Optimizerol] W& A g% 243 vl
N = _ . . 147 1 N 7 1
sfich. <d 8-9) 4 AnFAFN-10) HrebgHe gy 20| 0 | OO0 (0000 B L 1900
% ko] o)& AT} moln, B4 314 250,0003] 74 80% o] 0.1432 80 20,000 | 0.1553 | 73.33 | 20,000
Aol HHeZ 5484930}, 7} Optimizers} 85 340 w2 0.1397 80 25,000 | 0.1499 | 73.33 | 25,000
ah5 A2t AdamOptimizer2] 73-$- A= 76.67 ~ 86.67%)] 0.1377 | 80 | 30,000 | 0.1467 | 73.33 | 30,000
o5 #hg Kol 8k 3o St whet g 8hei= thh Yol 0.1320 | 83.33 | 50,000 | 0.1371 | 73.33 | 50,000
A= AgS Hlov) <32 7> A48 fiv] A o2 vjwd = 0.1278 80 100,000 | 0.1192 | 76.67 | 100,000
S [e] =] .. T ~
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Al Pneumonia prediction
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Fig. 5. Al Pneumonia prediction experiment result Graph of <Table 8.>
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Fig. 6. Al Pneumonia prediction experiment result Graph of <Table 8.>
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