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Image-based anomaly segmentation is a basic topic in the field of image analysis.

Especially, unsupervised

training is preferred when dealing with unknown types of anomalies. For this purpose, probabilistic models trained
to maximize the likelihood of known samples are employed to identify samples with low estimated likelihoods as
anomalies. However, they tend to be sensitive to complex structures rather than semantic anomalies. In this paper,
we propose a novel uncertainty-aware score for anomaly segmentation by removing the term that reflects the data
complexity from the approximated log-likelihood. Experimental results demonstrate the robustness of the proposed

score with respect to data complexity.

1. FCHIC

ESIRNTIC TN T, BEED DX T AV T — 3 VIFHAN
BT—=RO—DTH%. EHEEFATICBNTE, HIZIERHS
FAET BEEP AR R DR ZE D X 5 B D T A
T3 KD, KRBTSR R L OF 2175
EINTES [Menze 15, Bakas 17, Havaei 17]. #fifid 0 2724
BHgE T AT —2 3 VORZAZICIEFICROERZH LT
W% [Kendall 17] %, #FICIZE 7 LT LITTNIUFITE
NIZZROT—2%2H % i, FHICHWT—2IAFHEL
TOE S RO IMINT 2 EHARETHS. E-T,
BT — 275 U CHERD 2T 2 0B DT 5.

YV TIVHALT OGN E URERITIE, A ED
EHEY YT VOnfheET MEL, TOomhsaNnTy
YINWERELUTRILT S, HlZE, HEMERICHENDE
TR {x1, 10, ... Y DFERETIV po(x1,22,...) &, 5A5
NBY YT w e X MTOETIVISERESNZLEZRER
L2 K598d%. HEETIV pe(x) EREHIOY > T
iz > TN U TEWILEZEID ST 5728, LI po(z)
DRVEGZ R & UTRIEZITS. RO, WE
Za—F )by F7—7% (deep neural network; DNN) 7% J&
I L7z autoencoder (AE) DFHWSN TS, KT, AE O
7 Td % variational autoencoder (VAE) (5 % 5 N7z
IR B RERSHERTET IV EREET % [Kingma 14]. DNN &
T =R RORHZ P T BT LT, MRIEZAAITL
THERVLEERZE TS, UL, DNNIE#- TRAEL T
Y TINCH L TE@mMOLEZEID Y TS LM > T
% [Goodfellow 15].

COESEHRND, FLE VAE ZHVc AV T— 7
KT BRI LR IR T 5. VAE DM > T IVOKE%
g2 s, WODDBHFIZHETTR DY > T L
EENTHD i 2 S g & UTHW TS [Chen 18).
Kbvlc, WLBET LT LDRMTEREDELZ, HA
HIAESZ M (aleatoric uncertainty [Kendall 15, Kendall 17,
Kiureghian 09]) & IEBUERRAED 2 DOIICHfEL, Y27V
BN COEERFNCEE 9 % BT [Matsubara 18] ICHEWNIE

AR Ve, PR KRGS AT LG HEEWT ISR,
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1: A diagram of the variational autoencoder (VAE) im-
plemented on convolutional neural networks (CNNs).

HUERRZDIEOZ % VAE OBRFEEE L THWS T & ZER
T5%.

4k, B MRI D7 —21y EHOWZERICKD, 1
RUREEOFMIZITS. COEBTE, RS X ORE
FIERDIRZS 2 Bilm7s L8 TRIN T 5. RS IRIC K D 15T
NI TEE D & BOEREZFFD T L 2R L, FEMMLE
BRI & 0 HARE U Tl O AR e A4 % 2 & 2R T

2. BEEZE

autoencoder (AE) (&, —MIC 2 DOMRKEE encoder &
decoder M5 % DNN O—FTH%. encoder Z AT LTzY
VW x ZARTTTO A 2 1ICE5T %, decoder &I
LR 2 2D, LDV Y I x T EET B K D ICHREK
219 %, @H, AE TR/MLEh2 BB, Yo7
)V oz EHREK & D mean-squared-error (MSE) T 5. Hii
FEELTE, Y 7VHMTOREBITIE MSE 2, €7+
JVHEAT TOERERMITIIE 7V DT FEEZH NS T &
MRS, AE (JIBEAE 2 ZH#EGm L T o Z A T8O )
WG e L DIERG RO EI L LTHIT 4 MET
WELTHEES.

variational autoencoder (VAE, X 1 &) IZHICHH/RINIC
FEAMOET IV EREET S [Kingma 14]. 7—XZEH X C
RNe OB T IV 2 IDWT, BEZEM 2 ¢ RY=(N. < Ny)
NDWAEZR 2 ZRDORDEK S SHERET N ZEZS.

po() = / po(]2)p(2)
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otz 0T, ETIVIE TV R log po(z) &

pe(%Z)
log pe(z) = E%(Z‘”“) pa(z|:r)
PG(%Z)
Eozz + Drr(qe(2|2)||pe (2|2
woteo) (108 2 4 Doy (o o) o ele)
pe(x>Z)
>E, (212
- %(H_ qs(2|2) |
= —Dk1(g4(2[2)[|p(2)) + Eq, (212) [log po(|2)]

= —L(z)
(1)

EWVWS IRZILS. TTT, —L(z) 13245 T (evidence lower
bound; ELBO) &FHEN%. VAE Tld ELBO % HWBE &
LTRAIES 5. ELBO 3WELEZTDEDTIIRND, Xt
BEICINKT 5 EZ 5T EHHKS.

DNN DZiE & BRI IC K 2 i bz RIS 572
VAE 3HEEETIV q4(2|x) & po(x|2) % reparameterization
trick 2V TZMNZMN encoder & decoder & UL THET 3.
975, encoder & decoder ZZNZFAIUHILT BFERET
WORHEEREZIBNTIT2DTIIEL, ZNHD/ITA—X
ZWJ1d%. DNN Tl (1) DIRHEZRD 5 T & HAREET
BB, EXTANAY T YK DEMUT .
¥ [Kingma 14] DFEETIE, BELE 2 (ZFlEHic—EdD
YTy rrENS.

3. REFZE
KBTI, Y TIVOEER (U5 )L) (s
THY, ﬁﬁtA%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ&%ozggmﬁ\ﬁauf%

TS B, f(|p, X)) 2V p, B EITY S D2%
EHN L%, TOEEAD ELBO L(z) &

I/Zf(zmz,diag(af))logw

E‘Z¢(Z [ lng($ Hlvdlag(gac))]
—Z logo

(i (2) =)
+ Egy(zle) [Zi 3log2maf (2) + 3, NE)
(2)

(2) =1+ 0%,(2) + 42, (2))

LEXETENHNRS.
ﬁ@k%wéﬁ“% (EZv)N) ot EHNET DT,
T CIRIMEER = 5.2 5N & TOMiS o DFHBIMIC
%E?é WE, 2 BARSEI TR & DZ AR
DHELTETIVEL TS T8, flikDE 72U DONTT
NZEWPS TEMTED. €TV vy OADWEILE L(x:;x)
DI

L(zi;x) =log f(wi; pa; (2), O_El (=)

)2
%longTi(x) + (o, () = 2i)”

- 202, (x) 3)
———— i
aleatoric uncertainty |,rmalized error
U(zi; x) E(xi; )

CEBTES. TOETRIVT EDEDTERLEE L(zi;x) &
BEEELTHWS T LIRS,

2: Examples images in datasets. (upper row) IXI-T1w,
IXI-T2w, and ATLAS-T1w. (bottom row) BraT'S-T2w, and
BraTS-T1w.

H—IHU (255 2) 1FFERIHONNE B (log-variance) ICEHT
B5EDTHY, B I E (v x) EAEUC K D IEBYLE NI 3k
HETHD. CTV 2 B _DOBEHOER ich o720, /
A ADFSTWD, EHIEIEIRZ & DRI EL TW0e b g
DH|E, o ETHDEEICRD, TR (U, (2) —2:)° &
K&L%%. 2T T, VAERZDH oF, ZREMEICIET S T
EC, IEHUERREE £ (as; 2) A 7235 log-variance U (i )
ZHIMEY 3. 97%b5, VAE & log-variance U (z;;z) &1E
HULRREE E(as;2) ZFER 25D TH D, U(rx) ET—2
DASKFFOIE 5 D EITIEIN T 2 Rl & 2 R I HIR A I
(aleatoric uncertainty) & UTHET T EMHKS. AR
B L(zs;2) MHBRHEDNE U(xi; ) ZILDBROTE E(zi5 )
IR REE L UTHRET 5.

4. FHERER

41 FT—REvhk

SSRGS (MRI) &1, s/ &2 OV RO EW
1 K D FFE DAL DR LS 7 358 L, ZOIRERFANRS T
& TR S L 2 R TH 5. BIKOREEE & Ta—
N2 282 % T & T, R OF Z2sa U 7 S O O {5
(T1, T2, Flair, etc.) 2135 T MK D, BLBRETiLEE
UHAS MRI 7 — X2ty MR HWTEMl L7z, BifgROf)%zK 21
IRY

e IXI dataset: E7 /LD IXI 7—2+tv M EH
Wz, TOF—=Zty MIE 579 N A\ 555
N7z T1 MU T2 88D MRI BEENTWVS. T1 58
FRIE 256 #0150 x 256 DK E & O/KFERIFEIED S i)
D, T2 A5 130 K E721F 136 D 256 x 256 D
KE X OREWHGED S LS.

o ATLAS-T1w[Liew 18]: 7 /LI, 220 ADfK
AHFEE D B1F 5Nz T1 siAHi5 %2 53 Anatomical
Tracings of Lesions After Stroke (ATLAS) 7— Xtz
ROz, EifBE 189 KD 197 x 233 DK E E DK
WrEHRN 5 S .

e BraTS[Menze 15, Bakas 17]: AT, H&AZFMDTz
% 285 NDIEREHE N SIF 5N T2 LU T1 5k
@ MRI %Z & ¢ Brain Tumor Segmentation Challenge
(BraTS) 7—2t v MWz, T2, T1 sl e &1ic
155 D 240 x 240 DK E E DIKFRIHHED DIKS.

F—ZROFMI L LT, ¥9 Brain Extraction Tools
(BET) [Smith 02] Z W TSN OB ZRE LTz, e/
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# 1: Resultant ROC-AUCs.

ATLAS-T1w BraTS-T2w BraTS-T1w

Model Score Hyper-Parameters AUC Hyper-Parameters AUC Hyper-Parameters AUC
Baseline pixel intensity — 0.612 — 0.811 — 0.549
modified GMM  M\/(f(z;) + ) A=0.001,N, =4 0.635 A=0.001, N, =4  0.798 A=0.001,N, =4 0.550
AE squared Error N, =16,N, =8 0.588 N.=16,N, =256  0.566 N =16,N. =16 0.545
DAE squared Error Ne=16,N, =8 0.583 Ne =16, N, = 256 0.607 N, =16, N, = 16 0.532
VAE squared Error N, =32,N, =38 0.611 N.=16,N, =256  0.733 N.=32,N, =16 0.554

L(xi;2) Ne=32,N, =8 0.626 Ne =16,N, =256  0.737 N.=32,N, =16 0.561

U(xi; ) Ne=32,N. =8 0.404 Ne=16,N. =128  0.520 N =16,N. =16 0.436
VAE E(ziyx) Ne=32,N, =8 0.672 Ne =16,N, =256  0.788 N.=32,N, =16 0.582

0.8

o
Y

True Positive Rate

o
kS

—— AE,SE(0.58)
—— DAE,SE(0.57)
—— VAE,SE(0.62)
—— VAE,U+E(0.63)
—— VAE,E(0.68)
—— GMM (0.63)

o
~

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
False Positive Rate (1-specificity)
1.0

0.0 1.0

o
@

o
o

True Positive Rate
True Positive Rate

N
=

—— AE,SE(0.5D)
—— 7AE,SE(0.62)
—— VAE,SE(0.DU)
—— VAE,+3E(0.D4)
—— VAE,E(0.D8)
— GMM (0.80)

— AE,SE(0.52)
—— DAE,SE(0.52)
—— VAE,SE(0.54)
—— VAE,U+E(0.55)
—— VAEE(0.58)
— GMM (0.54)

o
N

0.2
False Positive Rate (1-specificity)

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

False Positive Rate (1-specificity)

1.0

3: Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves of the
models with the best hyper-parameters. The datasets are
ATLAS-T1w (top), BraT'S-T2w (bottom left), and BraTS-
T1w (bottom right).

LU, X 21" LD, BraTS EREFEHRDOT— X W&
NTVB ST OUBIAETH -T2 T, MOET%EY)
DIRE, MUY A X128 x 128 ICHiZ Tz, T HIC, REREOY
72 )V W DAFAES % TE OSRE O I TH 2 IERY LALEE 2
fiti L7z,

4.2 ETFIV

AE RDOETIVE LTI, VAEIIA LSS E LT AE &
denoising autoencoder(DAE) 29245 L7z, DAE (& AJJHi{§
P 0, BEHEAE 0.5 DAY AMEZMA THET 5 AE T
&% [Chen 18]. TN5D encoder l& 4 x4 DI1—x)VE& 2D
AL T4 F2FD 6 BOBHAHENEKS. nEH (n < 6)
DBOFEFH~ v T1E N, x 2" Fv 1)V EFESL, NvFIER
ft& ReLU {EMALBIE D i <. RIZDEIHIAHEIE 3 x 3 D
H—FIVE 1TDA T A Riefib, 2x2x Mz 0¥+ ZOF#H
R TET B, BRBEORS Y TIEEE N, OFEA~7 ML
KB ENG. THUIEHELEE - THSB. VAE Tld, encoder
WHIT2EE N, OFEANRT FVD S BB EINT ML
pe & UT, BB PEUEHENBANY b logo? £ LT, Fh
ZTHHVWLNS. Inbld, EEARIERDMTH 5 B0

4o (z|z) DINTA—272FKIHT 5. decoder (& encoder & xf%
S ZFFD. VAE TIRHEIED 2 Fv 2J)VOBEIRIC, <
NENLLERIERNTTH % HL551 po(x|2) DI py X
By log o BT

AE ROETIWVOREET VTV XL E L TIE Adam (o =
1073, f1 = 0.9, B2 = 0.999) % 10~* DEABMECTH =, #
{EZEDOXRTBU% N, € {8,16,32,64,128,256,512} T, F+
FTIVEZZ N, € {8,16,32} THE L. AE & DAE T, &
IMEZ2AT 5 HINBEEICIE MSE 72, BEEIcide s/ cen
CHEERE V. VAR I 2. BTzt O HINBE S
Wiz, VAE OREREE LT, D s 2)VENO
B KWLM L (25 2), T UTHRET 2 HEE
E(zix) ZHWTZENENF - 21T - 72

Hix B MRETHIO /28, (REWRERET IO —DTH SIS
A ZETIV (GMM) ZHIC L7z E7 )V [Van Leemput 01] &
FEELTz. TT0D GMM TIIEE 7 VD5 T% N, EOER
fzi;0), k€ {1,...,N.} DIRAE LTETIULT BDICH L
T, TOETIV (LIFFTIE modified GMM &R TLEERS
HE—RAHOIEGTETIUELT S, Chuckb, ERT—2IC
BENZHNUEICTHT % TTIVOEIEDT. H5E 7 Lh
—BE I BERRE NI DTH B IR 305 o957
ZEEELLUTHWS., —HRAHOZTENDEANZRT N
AI8=I8F A—=% A% X € {0.1,0.01,0.001,0.0001} THERL
fo. Fle, BNY I AOH N, &, MISN T2 MHED 5
{WM,GM,CSF} ICEHRD 7 T AZMAT 4 & LTz,

5. fEREER

MEREFH D /=8, FKA& 1L receiver operating characteristic
(ROC) izl L7z, ROC #hifp & &, #bllz =R, i
ZHEERE LT, BEHEOBMZZZTh 5Ty kL
LDTHB. XBIT, ROC MO FHOER (ROC-AUC) %
RDTz, b BV ROC-AUC Z1F/eNAN—RTA—2 L%
D ROC-AUC 2% 11c, W59 % ROC #hi7zX 3 1R9.
WINDT—2 Ly MZDWTH, BREUZARE E(v; ) &
W7z VAE I Lz z) ZHWESEE I D BWOMEREZ/RL
7z, FEIC ATLAS-T1w IZBWTIE, 1o EDLITFEL D &
PEREM Bl 572, LA L, BraTS-T2w IR LTI, modified
GMM WMUDFEL D & BWEREZ R L, EHICE T 2)LDif
G2 0FEFRELEL UTHWEAICRES BV ROC-AUC
MEbnizc. —Ric, T2 @D MRIIBKTHZEEND
HNDIHZNE )L E LTS T2, BT 2ET7)VEH %
Rz A 727 Vi L TARBICHIITE 5. Zhud
Z, GMM BEWHEREZ/RLUIZDE, ETNVHHEMTHZ T &
WERT 2 EEZABNS. —/ T, BraTS-Tlw lcxf LTI
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ground truth
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VAE,

U(xq; ) E(ziyx)

DAE,
squared error

AE,
squared error

modified GMM,
M (f(@i) +X)

4: A sample from the ATLAS-T1w dataset, the ground
truth of anomalous regions, and the corresponding heat
maps of the anomaly scores.

KLU E(ziyx) Tied BOFERZE 2. T1 iERm{§ cld T2
SEAAIHRIC AN ORBEDSEI X N B T2, Wi & D =k
D ORBEN R 2T REND S, o T, ERLIZHE
W E(zs; ) 3D AE ROTFER GMM I HATEGRN
BEEOV T AT — 3 VICBWTHIC RO MERER 5D,
X 41, ATLAS-T1w QY 7, BEERDDOIERT /T —
vaYy, BETIVTELNEREEZAHILLZE DERT
VAE O RS GO NEEIHSTETE LT, Th
5OEAICH U TRVEFEZ/RL TS, AE BKXU DAE
DR, F2 GMM ICDWTEFAETHS. ThHDRE
W EMGRNESE X O BB LAZ DY 7 )LD DH
EOREEICHIRTH %. VAE THBLEDULL L(xs; x) %
MAWGEE, BEmICEWEEERRLED, FnLSo
HAICBNTED2EDRFEE /R L. UL VAE D, #
HETIANZED B 2 B0 O FERE KR 2 KRR % 728D U (5 7)
ELTEWMEZHAILTWATDTHS. Uz v) DIEFICK
0, BRUZIEREREDIE £ (x; x) WG EHETRD 2 IR
M d 2 EMNHEkS. DIEDS, EREERE E(z;2) 135
Z BN EGRORSEIC BT 2 M LTl Th D, =
MR EZB MM TES C EMEROTENS.

6. &G

AWHZETIE, Hlils URETOBMAIICE TS VAE O L
WEH SRR L. CORKEIE VAE OHNBIED S log-
variance HZHL O [k < T & TF 5Nz, log-variance TN HEE
X0 ET—ROEHHEICKIST 2 T e D, Fo oIS
IR LTI 75 5. BRAIFIER LT B EZ 850 MRIICH
I BIRATEI O AT —2a MK DFHME L. #REL
T, BTN 2 E Dz, IBRLIERFEEIINGD
T—2ty MU TRWERRZ R L.

AWHEIE RS SCOPE(RZI#+ 172107101) DEFEZ2 %2
FCtrbni.
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