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Data Augmentation

» Horizontal Flip
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Transfer Learning
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Top-3 Vote Method Classification Performance Table

Table . Metrics with 95% confidence interval of five Images (W /A indicates that the corresponding method is significantly worse/better than ALl §| 0| E{ model based on paired
t-test at 5% significance level).

95% ClI

Model Metrics AUC Mean p-value
Lower Upper
AUC 0.911 0.891 0.930
-2CH o] 0| E Accuracy 0.839 0.816 0.862
Sensitivity 0.858 0.821 0.896
Specificity 0.815 0.767 0.862
AUC 0.612 0.571 0.652
JHE 2 O 0| Ef Accuracy 0.732 0.676 0.788
Sensitivity 0.291 0.196 0.386
Specificity 0.811 0.731 0.892
AUC 0.694 0.664 0.724
75! §|o|E Accuracy 0.756 0.724 0.789
Augmentation Sensitivity 0.388 0.317 0.459
Specificity 0.823 0.776 0.870

AUC, area under the curve; Cl, confidence interval; NN, neural network. *: p-value < 0.01, **: p-value < 0.001
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Top-3 Vote Method Classification Performance Table

Table . Metrics with 95% confidence interval of five Images (W /A indicates that the corresponding method is significantly worse/better than A =Ll §|0|E| model based on paired
t-test at 5% significance level).

95% Cli

Model Metrics AUC Mean p-value
Lower Upper
AUC 0.762 0.741 0.789
7IE 2! §|o]|E Accuracy 0.651 0.605 0.711
Transfer Learning Sensitivity 0.442 0.312 0.598
Specificity 0.912 0.899 0.947
7HE 2! | o] Ef AUC 0.784 0.766 0.802
Augmentation Accuracy 0.681 0.625 0.737
& . Sensitivity 0.482 0.344 0.620
Transfer Learning Specificity 0.944 0.910 0.978

AUC, area under the curve; Cl, confidence interval; NN, neural network. *: p-value < 0.01, **: p-value < 0.001
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