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Abstract Spine diseases are prevalent in modern society. The diagnosis and treatment mainly depend on doctors’ professional
knowledge and clinical experience. More and more patients and conventional treatments resulted in heavy overload and inefficient
diagnosis. Machine learning algorithms can automatically extract useful information from datasets and images,assisting doctors to
locate the lesion and carry out the accurate treatment. This paper focuses on the applications of machine learning in the field of
spine disease and summarizes the relevant research from aspects of datasets,feature selection, model, evaluation metrics,and so
on. Firstly,in terms of machine learning algorithms, the utility of some typical algorithms in disease diagnosis and treatment is de-
scribed. Moreover,in terms of the actual applications of disease diagnosis and treatment(risk factor analysis and disease predic-
tion, disease recognition and classification.feature extraction of spine image and image segmentation) , the performances of several
important models are compared in some specific experiments. Accuracysspecificity s sensitivity s AUC,and other evaluation indexes
are involved. Finally,the major limitations and corresponding issues in current applications are summarized.
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2.3 FBEEZIHEX
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2 W 2 3] R b S K 43 25 % T A A2 T A B L R I 7E R
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23], 2010 4F, Seoud 450 B F R A 1Y F 43 4K T 3% 1 {7 B T
T AL 43 20 A 12 D ARZE Y 90 I SRR A il 47 2
3] RCRZEALFH 32 A da i BOHE B 2 ST o R IE
BT 7R AUPR 7 0 I R 5008 1 1 0T A 2 W B 2 S Rk
YLk 43 2 245 T W0 4 A ) 25 28 A9 09 7T 47 . 2019 4F, Kang
SRR VAT 5T Y2 W0 IR BE L AR MR A R R 8
S I PR BCHE A S A 2 B L 7 B 8O A Ay TE A 8 B L
8 IR A BB TG MBI R, EE AR
B9 L (AR R
3 LIGMEEEXTLE

FATT NP f B PR R 43 0 5 B0 R IR 5 2 R AT
EURFF ARSI 5 50 %) 3 7 e A SRR A e . 45 &
FL A S5 DA KICHE S 1 6 5 L S 6 150 TR S 6 49 2R S D T N A
RUHEAT AT, B F 00 07 0 B A o O R R LR R R R

ROC £ T AUC 55,
3.1 s B B & B 4 AT F0

T 98 22 W96 14 7= A T 2 JB s R R e A A 1 S B0
95 P4 o 6 1R 28 22 b 2 B IR L o 9 0 AT T R A T, o e
HEATFE RS B R W3k 88 . WESE h s FH IR 36 7 2 R 7
2T, BTG F R, 6 1 S AR R ¢ K 56, X 28 AR
HEARTRBD F B0 p (/0T 0.05 BREFAS
TF2 78 S, 7T 4 e 8 B R AR, I R e A R T R
B B b 0 R O I AR IE AR i, I Ak, — S8 3 A Y
PRI AR B W] DA RE AR A EE MR R B N, D
S P 43 BT e B R 3R (R T D 0k o R B I S R PR 3 T
VATE JInAG 1 X b 70030 92 05 o 50 A« i 2 0 AR B RN B A2 AR
SR IR E B AR TR ME L LS cobb A AR
UK T 2R 45 2 BRI IRy B AR, AR S R ERS
PR U LR K T 485 B KINN . 28 [0 4% 1 42 i A 250 252 1513
BT .

(D P4 AN LR B X . Azimi %70 FIFH AT
ot 2 0 4% T I O ) 8 5% 1B RE . SE BSOSk B 402 ANl
220101 AR ZR 8 MR MG IE S . FEF SPSS i 2
SPRTEBERAE B 14 DRSS p E/DTF 0. 05 A EAE BT A,
i FH SPSS #4 £ ANN RS, 3k 35 01 g 22 22 B LI 4%, i &
SRS AR 14 AT RUZE 8 AR 2 A
S O R R R 98 AR TR ) Bk %
PEORESE S LR BB A B0 45 SR AT X b, 2SRRI, B
TR R B A, P 6 1) AUC 18 LR &5 T 7% 2247, ANN
A ELAT TG TR0 o A R

(2) B MU AR LR A A 5t H . 2019 4R, Bert 4501 15
T LA 28 35 (W ST 41 107 . S 46 40046 i £ & 6 M 4FAE ) 9652
HRE ARG, 119 26 SO .75 70 (9 BE LA 42 H Tl
SRR A 25 %0 R AR A S0 IE 4, #E ST 3 A T AR
I, i B R 4E LAY Optimal Trees (OCT) 4 BY, ¥R FEE & B H
2. B /N SR 25, B AL TT A1) R AE 1 B B R R GCS B
Ay FVAR % P A 32 B2 AE TR R 25 L R E SR, A
Rstudio 37 AR, 35 A1 £ 25 451 107 ) T90 00 ABE %, 5 oo 16 5 1 M
BEA 2 BT L B E 9 0. 004 39, FIAL 5 43 2815 22 e/
ZEERLE AR  GCS &4 F138 ) 4 B 51 o B 1 B A AR &, i
ZOFEREME. S LR M s g5 Lk 1 g, o] LB
F| XGBoost 5 8 LA f 4 14 T IS 1

1 A ABIEIR LR E T LR R 5 UM 0 4 T LL

Table 1 Comparision of ensemble learning and LR in predicting

cervical spine injury

AL 26)
Model LR XGBoost OCT
Sensitivity 95.8 94. 96 93.28
Specifificity 70.63 84.66 82.34
AUC 94. 06 96. 69 93.28

(3) 8 AR AR KNN B AL % e, Abdullah 25570 5t %
KSR SEATI . LI HEAE Sk B Kaggle B3k, 45 310 4
BEAS 12 MR BV A N IEH B RE P, 8.2 M
7.3 WiAh 7 2K Bk A7 U 5 A R AR 4 A R4y . B ST R R R
— & KNN B, e F 4240 p (05 £ N &, TEHE
TR p IR/ VBN R R R R K R E
N7 A S % £ K SR AR AT X LA B, 2 RF M
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AU ASEHY 1) AE 3 B HE 44 5 B0 o T — B TSR A ) S5
BERWNER 2CO T F . NS 25 SR LLA B SR R 4
W) A58 0 4 1 e, LR TR B 3k e g A R A R4 O R TR
RE B0 01 I 30 90 A4 03 25 08 o B 3R 0 1, 1T KNN85 80 e B
IR, B G Ok KNN 1P R + RF, Mandal %5074 F|
R Tl 500 %ot A S AT O, SEE Rk B R E W X
FEMR B A FEAR B R N 6 A I8 4R I H B R R
25,80 26 WA A R U2 4, FLA B0 T Sk it . ol 1D e 4 A%
MREEIE (RE+PCA) J7 k3R 45 8 P i B HE 4, IR £ Fh
HLAR 2 SRR AT T L SR 25 SN 2 () B4l . A 52 4675 5]
Adaboost IR FAL T RF #1 KNN, HAME & B PCA 8 3]
D4 o 70 ) e
222 A RE S WO A T L
Table 2 Comparision of models for spine diagnosis

(a)RF 1 KNN 0] 4 4% 5

Model RF RF KNN KNN

Data 310(8:2) 310(7:3) 310(8:2) 310(7:3)
Sensitivity 84.64% 87.50% 84.52% 86.98%
Specificity 72.73% 78.13% 95.50% 77.00%
Accuracy 82.50% 80.33% 93.25% 88.87%

(b) 225870 T 45 A S

Model RF+PCA KNN A& U3 Adaboost
Data 310 310 310 310
Accuracy 94.82% 93.10% 94.82% 96.55%
Sensitivity 94. 8% 93.1% 94, 8% 96. 6%
Specificity 86.3% 92% 86.3% 92.9%

F TN R B8 5 BF ST N BRI RS W) A Sk S B T 2 Fh
AT 25 14 A oy R 3R 43 BT A G TN, B AR B50HR o R 45 S A
[6]  AH FR AT SR T LA 0 A5 £ 09 185 i m) LA i e 0000 %) 5 2
FRER BT B e A W, R 58 LR 48
Lo, HA AL A% 7 > B ALE 8 B A2 e TR 2 e, ] LU 4
Hb G A AR R R AR Z A OC R G HER T . R LA
2 > VL T GBR BR Z2 M T T 5 e T, T 0 o A TR
"=,

3.2 EFIRAREH%

HLAS 27 20 J2 TR 0 28 Y ) A 0 T B L 3l o 42 90 1% 2 3
A A S B AR 5 50 = AR DG RS RRAE , A 2502 e b 0T
S I EA R E SR, R R TR
995 PRI A A T 2 25 R A 22 I 446 (CCNIND) T 952 9 4 288 ) A 7
LR R A ST B LA AL Y 43 R AT 43T
3.2.1 &AIAA

TEH R 7 I, AT E 4 CNN BB PR fg , 8
T X AR OC SCRR B 25 A AL TR IR B IR R SRR,
2014 4F, Roth 20921 | F CNN A 0 34 A i B 0 , 2 960 K045 A
49 Bl R CT BIR, Jehrid: 532 A 56 B I8 i) s 28 IX 3, 3 23
)2 I AE S0 A= o 78 1 3k X B8R A9 2D 1 1EL L 2% U A1 A AR I
YIBTY BRI & 2 A B2 b2 %R R
Bt 7 2O M B BUPE RE L A0 A — A CT KRBT E W40 2R 4,
2017 4F . Wang 4570 F 38 B IR B B 28 ) 45 K I 5+ 5% 7%
S SCERROHE Ok [ 26 R 0 MR EMR BRI HS 3 A A
) F 2%, % R 3 43 B 2 10 B AR e, AN F X 4% 60 45 4 7R
B E—E 2 AR AR, TSR SR E S
B BB Lasagne SEEE, I 2R 82 RN G0 4R 9 LU 9K 3215k A

Bl ML BE R B 7 2Rk 47 U1 2k L batch size %20 128, momentum
0.9, FH 0. 06, FROC (free-response ROC) HH £&
SRS I 4 R . 2019 4F, Chmelik 25 A VB CNN A3 il
() ol A S B S e 17 AN 1 A MR U1 R A, i 62202
B 7 AN R B IR RIS UE L BRI 17 2 B
JZ AL JZE (rule #75 J2 . dropout E M %R ZE . A FROC
28 40 T e B L R SR B TH SIS (8] O 4 min 247, 3 SR
H R A R AR 3
# 3 CNN UM AL #4908 19 52 56 70

Table 3 Experiments of metastatic spine cancer via CNN
Time 2014 2017 2019
Data 49CT 26 MR 17MR
Sensitivity ~ 80.00%  89.10%  92.00%
Accuracy  83.40%  90.00%  84.00%
FPs 9.5/# 0.2/%] 3/4

3 AN S 46 R X [R] — g e 1 AS [ 508 4 L Tl LA S
25 19 45 TT LU SO 0 A e RS R 10 A L B 0 2% )2 iy
TR 2 (1 RRAE R = 5 U B SO v . e
25 B O A R S AU A TR, 3 SRR I T AR )2 (R
R B 2 2 I 2R i 2 8 2 3 B8 R a1 U R BN, LI 45
BHRH LA NS B R ER KT TR,

3.2.2 H@myE

BT & FORTR ABCHE IR 25 A B AR SE I AR SR TR R
Z LA A S BR HEAT R A MR

(SVM #2006 4, Ramirez ZE7 X 5 4 0 ™ i
WREHATR 5, LA AR 111 ZF ML RHEN X
o RN A AR B R R 15848 B 47 F T 580 96 380 A7 5 A 07
e IRAHE N A 12 TURE, 3 T MATLAB #% 3 3 fl /3 2%
1D SVM, % BRIk 12 1 25 3R 5, i LIBSVM 8142 3 17
HERL B X 22 A S B B L R — X — 05 AR R A R IR e 2
Bl 5 20 PSR L I FH 3 e R BGHE AT R AE B 4, 38 U IE ) K7 45
R TTEEME ;3 R M H B 88 LDA, SVM Ay 5210 25 5 1 ok 5
AT LDA B 7% 28 47 . (HAR R B 0 43 JE 3 S 00 R B
HE PR BT AR S /N, 0 TN RE AR A Al 2 B A% ) T
PAFE— B RE B D4R R US40 2010 47, Seoud 255" fif
e WA 2 3T X6 RO ol 2R AR AT A AL A R LS A5 AR
2 W 2 ST RCR 25T 32 AR ic 808 T B 24 3T 1
WERRR . b RF Z AL AE S 46 F SVM., Lin %09 Rl ] RF %f
BATHEAE 1Y 73 R HEAT R, I 25 % A% T 4 R BUR L R
37 BB MR EHE SE 47 003 5690F , 2R B — 15 19 28 LI E
J5 3 BT LS 5 K AR AT AR R E L 4 2 AL v
Bl 91.82%.,

(2) MM 53 . Verma %6020 i 5 B8 4040 £ 35 0 5 0
9. FTWmBHER A 48 MBI WA EEE 35 8
BHAME 5 AN EENSURE A 13 B E LM E 16 A E ik
FORCHEE = ST DTS IR T PR ST 8 Ak L A 4%
Ja T FE e S 4 2R DT I A A A B L ) DL I T R 4%
oo AN DU SR A SR A 1 i a2 6390 6095, DL
307 I 45 7 7 A B00E 48 RHE R R D T8 Y0 RN 90 %0, SR 4
SR WA B4 BB RRR AR Y 5 A A 2P BE B i . 3, LR
PRI E SIS 8 IR ST S i

(DY ME . Oude 50 HE4T T IR - K 5.
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P43 3 28 M AR ok A E S 1], S I BT H IR R L RF

Boosting 3 F AL, fifi F§ RStudio VIl 2k A A, 3K 4 | po 45 1

W A FRF ., A3 AT T4, 3 B R R Y S 4 RO R R

e R AE ELSL ZE ] | Boosting A6 B A4 43 85U R B
R4 BT R RGBT T R 43 2 0 S50 4 BT

Table 4 Comparision of models on the classification of low back pain

AL 20)
Model S X RF Boosting
Accuracy 71.00 53.00 71.00
Sensitivity 32.00 36.00 37.00
Specificity 68. 00 72.00 75.00

(DO TEW BB, Riveros ZHFI ] UCI HLAS 2% S
JI 1 HE AR A T UM B AR SR R SR T K-means Hil SOM
AR TC W B 2 T 53 . 80 U6 M B s 1 AT U1 2k L 20 06 B T 58
iE., K-means B8 ] MATLAB 5 . K %% &5 3, 347
4 Wik, SOM BE#I i il MATLAB T. B4, 23647 1000 %
FHy, AR R Y] SOM 1 53 FBOURME P T K-means, L
PR MRS B E 0. 5%, A B T EHES R
AR

GO M2 4, Hu 4555 i FI < 58 011012 9 45 X 433 591
SR IR . SCUR AT 44 4 BB E 1Y 38 ) % B AR B AN R g o
O W GREALHE 1073 A7 51, M £ AL 4G 107 A7 41, 45
BEWMAR . FAHES D LSTM EHl softmax J2 i ) 1F % 5%
S A 2R R LT tensorflow FE 2R FE AT 25 . 38 SR BRBK
P g 35 2 R K, 2 > 23 0.0025, 1E U I R $03% B 0. 001
5,Batch #2200, 1 FH 0 20 B4 4% 5 X5 4 Y 1) P BE HE AT AL
I LA RS B BE &3k 97. 2% . 2017 4F, Bedi 473
T 43 AT A I bR U T e 0 1 S A S 0 BN h A
Bl A 11 AR, SCR T 2 R AR, B Weka iE47 45
WYNGR, S5 - E 5 Bial. nl LLE 2 2 )2 B0 & o 17 1 HE
AR TN P 5 SR Bt
F 5 BB TR B AT 4 Y S8 A
Comparisions of models on the classification of back pain

CBLAT . %)

Table 5

Model LS S $] RF SVM % ER il
Accuracy  95.71 84.29 97.14 90. 00 98.57
ROC 99.90  96.80 100 96. 20 100

ZEALL LSS T AR 3. D Bk A PR AR R AR B LK
TS FUREAE B 5T &L, H A W S E T DUAE — o R L
TR TR B 0 Y [R) R, RO PCA 55 7 1k 3R U 200
FEAT LR B A A PR RE . 2) SVM R M RE O T 48 1 30 53] 2% A
A 3 G A PR Al /NRE AR AE . 3D M 42 I % Y 43 285 11 i
BRI T AR AL, FE R RV AT R R R R SR
1,

3.3 BHHEGSMERRMSE

FRBLEE = BT LU X CT MR A1 7 & 1%
8 B 2 AR T SR BOHE R M BRI RS R S b
ALESCHE A v (1 5 A 85 1 R 2 0 WA AT | SE I B AR AR 4 2%
MBI 45 R 2 BB — L. AW IRATH N ER AR 1E
2 IR AR 43 0 T 3 4 o) 4 G S 36 EAT 43 BT
3.3.1 BRI

AT B R AR 3 248 FUR 09 LA ARAE A0 55 R AE 2 L34

G IX SR AE . TS L 0 4 3L A% GE Y PL AR 2 ST S ik
SRR F &5 G R0 RO E, AR E R T A
SIFT,SURF, HOG V) % Haar ¥ fF i iR 25 , #0010 5 46 ) 340
T A Roberts, Sobel YA X Canny 55, Z & sr F1 F 2 400
SVM. Adaboost FI#I 2 W 4% 3 Fh 53 14 52 56 1 g .

AR 2EFNE SVM S 1k FF 46 I A5 4G 001X 358 1) 4 25
U Lecron 4E0°0 XF #ME X o6 F v (9 248 fTiE 174025, SEER Bk
AL 245 AN SO 45, 105 P 30 e 88 4G T 320 2R R A B 34 2R 1
A AE N 24 e SIFT o SURF A7 4l ik . 98 )5 36 T #
WAFHIH SVM BEIL BEAT 532 O 2408 05 43w LA a5 BT T
F RV E A3 2, DATT S A R i A . 25 SR R 8] SURF
A A5 7E K 5 AR b PR BE R SIFT #38 4F, 5 R A
89.8% . 2014 4F,Yu 51t A 75 AR Y X B AT R 45
I BHE AT HE 1 440 1R B E 58 SR IR AR DT C 3 A6 ) O g
FRAE , o 2 AT 3 R O op 2R 5 1 B9 AR R AE, 2R 5 I 2k
SVM, 2K F 1= 301 4% o 50, 1E AR 300 2 B0 R 1, U1 25 o 1 o
K97 % AR AER 2R 95% . 2017 4E, Wanb 2520 46 I 551 HE
AR X, SCERECHRAE R 10 S ARRA R MR #4%, A T4
S IR X I 05 AR DX 09 SRR B A ) B, S G R
3ANBERL, Horh SR ) s AL AAN R DRI )Y ok B WEKA, X
Frok & STM 2 % (Support Tensor Machine, STM) Hi % i1 %
W53 AR BE X LN R 6 s, FTLLE N Z Rk
BAR 5 WL 2 5T A 45 A 52 B IX R4 2K (s A FT 1Y SR mG L A
Il PRt AV A 1 52 JH AN (L

# 6 SVM BEAT IR RAE 42 HUAY S50 40 7

Table 6 Experiments of feature extraction based on SVM
BT 2 05)
Model Lk SVM STM
Accuracy 80. 16 81.52 92. 84
Sensitivity 61.29 54.33 84.16
Specificity 87.81 92.43 96. 56

Adaboost 535 1] L T B % 32 G e AF R A .
Huang %77 & T A S IEHER G 4810 T —Fh T Ada
Boost Bk i il 5 vk . IIZRE0HE R A 22 A HE MR $UR
RLPRIE T 1398 ANHEM XL 5 FH s/ i1 S8 X IX 8 A7

BT ARAFREA SR 2 e R T B S AR A T B B L R
FEFREL 9786 AN ZRREAS , 3 T PR B 66 3 150 13 MR 7 v 4
BURRME AT B ALY 25, SO0 o7 SE N 5 T 4R M A R — R A% 1
SVM., i 48 1) IE 5 2R 43 B N 93, 7% Al 94. 4% . 12 )5 5 7] LU
P A B R 43 K38, B R8T S 2 1A B ARSI L A i
K Adaboost J5 i , S A MEAR RS 1 3k 98 % , 45 U IZ 7
B Ak HLAE .

TR 2 2 I 46 00 P 38 A8 T A 75 3245 5 RRAE 3 8 4500 1 3
PEUEGARAE . BT, Forsberg 25098 Fif ] 45 FH bl 22 1) 4% 3 47
HE ARG I, 52 96 B0 P8 A0 15 475 Bl FEHE AN 245 ) FiHE R MR
% EBEHL R 3 24,60 % BT U145 .20 % AR L 6 4% 19
VR TEE 195 b B340 152 8 S [ ) 3 ARG DX 45 45 g A 4 4 Y
J2 A 2 RN A )2 T Lasagne JE SEBRAER 45 SR ok AR
it 99%  EALIRZ/NT 2 mm, #Z8 R 4% B PR RE I TR
.

3 3 % 43 S AT 6 4 BT FRATT K B A% S8 Y
BLA 2 2 B0 P I G R AR 1 Ao 7 S 0L 2 25 6 L 0 4 1
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FE R F R RS HE R, SUM B RETRE S
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PR G I 35 T35 R PR 0 A 8 95 12 I 1) G 25 L 0
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MR B 1T B 8 43 # ; Sekuboyina 5 | F 45 & 5040 1 3
HOARRY FON AT %A 4330 LPP 150 i BT i i 19 FON 48 1
A3 A = B A 58 CT IS Liv Z507 ) R BB — R 4
UM % St B AL CT BER 0443 85 Li %1% FH FON 4y 814
H CT 1% 5 Zhou 217 53t Nonet [ 4% T T4 1 43 &1, 45 5%
A GEAE R BR 4 5 A = 4E A9 2B UM 45 Horng 200 )
Dense U-net fil Residual U-net 2 £ CNN W 2% 3k 47 HE 44 19
K 73 #) 5 Lessmann 2500 F] H FCN i 17 4 44 #4151 5 43
#) s Kim 2502 fifi F 3 S5 2 19 U-net M4 MR B 41
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Table 7 Comparision of models for segmentation

Time Types Data A DICE/ %
20171 MRI 253 Spine-GAN 87.10
2017045] CT 4AM%#E% 2DM3DL&AEWARBRREL 92,10
2017046] CT 100 FCN 93.00
2018047 CT csl BR-R BB 89. 26
20180481 CcT MICCAI 3D & %M 95. 00
20188491 CT [ N-net 95. 00

U-net 94. 10

2018097 X A 595 Residual U-net 95. 10
Dense U-net 94. 80

2018010 CT.MR %/ # 4% = % FON+#% K 4 # 94. 90
2018021 X B 1244172 Unet-S 84.00
,, U-net 86. 44
20187 MR 20 & # BSU-net 89. 44
2019054 CcT CSI FCN+CNN 95.10
2019990 MR 12 B % % REW %W % 86. 50
ERERA 31.67

2016811 MR 16 4 k 31 % % 78. 62
M c BRX 86.72

7E:N-net /8 N =4k &R % ; Unet-S Y S e /n i | Shape-aware 4
2k bR % BSU-net 1§ Boundary specific U-network

i 2 AR 3 S 6 4 2R 20 BT S X B TR 4 ST R 4 Y

A3 BB T H At 43 0 5 3% L T FL R 2% A5 A R £ 02 XF FCN Al
U-net 43 9 4 ek o . FON W46 A 7m0 38 X E R
NG 240 09 S0 A5 S, 385 1 40 RS BE L AR I 25 B L 318, AR
XFI H U-net B8 — AN i G0 45 L 38 & B 24 R 1 4 1
e FH AR B S 56 BICHE XoF AR 10 0 AT 3 24 Y 1R 3w DA B3 0
R HERE .
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TR 58 b A7 2 — 26 ] 10, 1 Se 40 5t MR BUHE 48, 3 T s 3
G AN A5 2 (o A A5 TR ) 5 e P HL R 22, AR 25 3 P IR <
LR B AT G 0T RIS B A2 K 45 21, 2B
W5 A2 W ofe 32 51 B2 7 T4 5 B30I I . HC VR R 7 K A
) FE 5 AR B T 2 P S L% 2 2T A5 A 7 92 9 SR Y G
BTS2 B TR T AR A R A O e AR D B R T R
ML ) S B TEE G /INEAR I B AL 00 , oy R 2 |
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