arXiv:2302.10904v1 [cs.LG] 12 Feb 2023

Deep Learning in Healthcare: An In-Depth Analysis

Farzan Shenavarmasouleh^1, Farid Ghareh Mohammadi^1, Khaled M. Rasheed^1, and Hamid R. Arabnia^1

1Department of Computer Science, University of Georgia, Athens, Georgia, United States {fs04199, farid.ghm, khaled, hra}@uga.edu

Abstract— Deep learning (DL) along with never-ending advancements in computational processing and cloud technologies have bestowed us powerful analyzing tools and techniques in the past decade and enabled us to use and apply them in various fields of study. Health informatics is not an exception, and conversely, is the discipline that generates the most amount of data in today’s era and can benefit from DL the most. Extracting features and finding complex patterns from a huge amount of raw data and transforming them into knowledge is a challenging task. Besides, various DL architectures have been proposed by researchers throughout the years to tackle different problems. In this paper, we provide a review of DL models and their broad application in bioinformatics and healthcare categorized by their architecture. In addition, we also go over some of the key challenges that still exist and can show up while conducting DL research.

Keywords: Health Informatics, Bioinformatics, Deep Learning, Biomedical Imaging, Internet of Things, Computer-aided Diagnosis

1. INTRODUCTION

Healthcare industry generates almost a third of all the data on the planet annually [1]. Every second, a massive amount of data is generated from all types of devices, imaging tools, patient management portals located within the hospitals and clinics, or from all the emerging Internet of Things (IoT) sensors and implants. This huge load of heterogeneous data that contains highly redundant and correlated info is called Big Data [2]. Extracting valuable knowledge from big data is inherently a difficult task. But, analyzing healthcare data enables us to take modern diagnosis and treatment to an entirely new level. It can aid doctors and clinicians in analyzing radiology images with more accuracy and direct their attention to the most important locations of the picture and thus help them find the nodules, masses, and other deficiencies that otherwise would have been missed. Aside from this, they can work as stand-alone classifiers and/or clustering tools to diagnose various diseases and even predict the malignity of them. Additionally, they can be utilized in creating novel personalized medicines and help researchers in genomics.

Over the past few decades, Machine Learning proved itself as a valuable analysis technique and researchers have benefited from all the different powerful methods that come with it, such as support vector machine (SVM), tensor decomposition, random forests, Bayesian networks, and much more, to extract useful features and discover hidden patterns within the data. However, for the most part, using these methods required engineering custom features by experts with extensive knowledge about the domain of the task at hand and this led to the emergence of a new branch of machine learning, so-called deep learning that occupied researchers with much more sophisticated tools and methods that overcame the previous shortcomings. A Deep Learning architecture can be viewed as an Artificial Neural Network (ANN) with two or more hidden layers and it is capable of extracting high-level features from data automatically and using that to perform the task, thus removing the need for expensive and time-consuming feature engineering phase while yielding a better accuracy.

With the advancement of deep learning, it is getting employed in more and more fields by researchers and it is now a must-have in most of the interdisciplinary studies. Healthcare and bioinformatics are not exceptions. A wide range of deep learning architectures has been used to analyze the massive data in healthcare throughout the years. In this article, we aim to provide a review of deep learning methods, their diverse applications for bioinformatics and healthcare research categorized by their most prominent architecture, along with the challenges that come with them. We believe that this article can serve as a starting point for researchers and provide valuable insight for future studies in deep learning in bioinformatics research.

2. CLASSIFICATION AND SEGMENTATION MODELS 2.1. Convolutional Neural Networks

The ultimate objective of computer vision is to mimic the behavior and operation of human eyes. Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) is a machine learning algorithm developed based on biological visual cortex processing and it aids computers in analyzing pictures and movies and, as a result, understanding the objects contained in them. CNNs have become the go-to technique for any work that requires dealing with media after AlexNet [3] won the ImageNet image classification competition in 2012.

CNN is a supervised deep learning architecture that employs three types of layers namely, convolutional layers, pooling layers, and fully connected layers to solve all sorts of different classes of tasks. The top five categories are Image Classification, Object Localization, Object Detection, Semantic Segmentation, and Instance Segmentation, listed in ascending order of complexity.

In an Image Classification task, usually, a single core object is present in the image, and the aim is to determine which category that image belongs to. Object Localization is a little more complex. The model’s aim in object localization is to output the position of those items as bounding boxes, a rectangular box surrounding the object, in addition to predicting the category to which they all belong to.

Object detection comes next. CNNs are capable of detecting edges and, as a result, determining object boundaries. As a consequence of this characteristic, they can be used to detect a variety of objects in a given image. However, doing so necessitates applying them to a large bunch of areas with varying scales on each image, which takes a long time. As a result, a significant amount of study has been conducted to address this problem.

It all started with R-CNN (Region-based CNN) in [4] where the authors used a region proposal module to tackle the aforementioned problem. Following this publication, the same authors went deeper and improved the model by addressing the model’s overlapping nature in previous work, eliminating unnecessary calculations, and allowing the framework to train all three concurrent models at the same time. This model was given the name Fast R-CNN [5]. Finally, Faster R-CNN [6] was proposed to fix the bottleneck that existed within the Fast R-CNN by employing Region Proposal Network (RPN), altogether making Faster R-CNN the go-to model for most of the use cases regarding object detection.

Object detection, as great as it is, is still unable to comprehend and supply us with the actual shape of the objects, and instead just provides the bounding boxes. This is where Image Segmentation shines since it solves the problem by producing a pixel-by-pixel mask for each object. The task of image segmentation can be classified into two broad categories. Every pixel in the picture must be assigned to a predetermined class in Semantic Segmentation. Furthermore, all pixels relating to a class are treated the same and are given the same color, thus differences between various object instances belonging to the same class are ignored. Instance Segmentation, on the other hand, treats each instance of a certain class as a separate entity with its own color and label.

In the case of Semantic Segmentation, deep learning solutions started with [7] where the authors presented a fully convolutional end-to-end trainable network. The big picture for architecture was for the model to have a well-known classification model such as AlexNet as encoder and then use transpose convolutional layers with pixel-wise cross-entropy loss as the decoder to upsample the result into the same size as the original image. However, since the encoder reduces the resolution of the image, the decoder failed to produce accurate masks. Thus, to counter this, the authors decided to add skip connections from earlier layers adding their values to later layers to offer required information for the decoder to properly create the masks more accurately. This approach has shown to be highly effective. Following the success of this paper, the authors of [8] presented the U-Net architecture which consists of a contracting path to capture context and a symmetric expanding path for accurate localization. U-Net gained a lot of popularity, particularly in the medical field in which we will talk more about in detail in later sections. The idea of skip connections attracted a lot of attention and caused researchers to further study and analyze them that led to the creation of architectures such as DenseNet [9], SegNet [10], and ResNet [11].

The Mask R-CNN model [12] was proposed to help image instance segmentation. It has built on Faster R-CNN by specializing in producing pixel-by-pixel masks for each object in addition to identifying the bounding boxes and class labels. It ingeniously adds another Fully Convolutional Network (FCN) on top of RPN, technically adding a new parallel branch to the Faster R-CNN model architecture that generates a binary mask for the object discovered in a given region. It’s also worth mentioning that the authors had to make minor changes to the model to address a problem with location misalignment caused by its quantization behavior. Authors in [13], [14], [15] utilize Mask R-CNN to localize, mask, and detect the type of lesions that appear in the eyes of diabetic patients.

CNNs are primarily designed for fixed-size 2D images; however, most of the tasks in medical profession use MRIs and CTs which are inherently 3D or 4D with varying sizes, and with objects being relatively very small and being positioned in arbitrary locations. The naive solution is to use 3D images themselves as they are. Convolutional layers have been reconfigured and extended to 3D kernels to create 3D convolutional networks and they proved to surpass other approaches [16], [17]. However, processing 3D images using 3D convolutional networks is computationally intensive.

There has been an extensive amount of research to enhance this architecture. In [18], authors expanded U-Net from 2D to 3D architecture. In another similar work [19], V-Net, a 3D version of U-Net architecture was presented. And authors in [20] used 3D Faster R-CNN to segment nodules. The other two commonly used techniques were multi-stream learning and 2.5D models.

Multi-stream aims to look at the data with varying perspectives, angles, directions, scales, resolutions, and even a combination of different types of data over the same period of time. Most of the time, the proposed architecture train one channel for each of the variations of the data and then concatenate them all into one main channel before doing the image analysis task such as classification or segmentation. Multi-scale analysis, for instance, comes from the intuition that blurring pictures with Gaussian Blur vanishes details that are smaller than a certain resolution. The power of multi-scale image analysis comes from the ability to change the sharpness of the image dynamically and hence look at details with different levels of resolution [21]. For example in [22] authors analyze and segment tumors in brain images using multi-scale approaches. [23] employs multiscale features to create prognostic classifiers for predicting treatment response and patient outcome. In [24] a multiscale segmentation model, namely MANA was presented for nuclei detection. Authors in [25] propose a novel multiresolution CNN and use it to detect skin lesions. And, [26] utilize dilated convolution [27] to perform multi-scale semantic image segmentation. In multi-modality approaches, researchers make use of different types of imaging and screening techniques all at the same time. Doing so provides two main advantages. First, this prevents the model from overfitting, and second, it helps different streams of data collected over the same period of data complement each other and cover the shortcomings of the others in the event of one not being able to catch a particular kind of detail about the data [28], [29], [30]. Similarly in 2.5D architectures, the researchers try to mainly convert k × k × k media into k orthogonal k × k 2D channels with possible extra ones for additional information. [31] proposes 2.5D architecture for semantic segmentation and [32], [33] use 2.5D models for analyzing brain images and segmenting stroke lesions.

2.2. Autoencoders

Autoencoder is a type of unsupervised deep learning model architecture that aims to encode data efficiently and use the encoding to reconstruct the original input with minimum loss. It accomplishes this by mapping input to itself through an interconnected neural network. Feature reduction, extraction of latent feature representations, and inferring missing data are some of the applications that autoencoders are inherently good at given their architecture characteristic.

There exist several variations on the base model each tailored for a specific task. Denoising and stacked denoising autoencoders, as their name suggests, are perfect for removing noise from the input data and can be used as a preprocessing step in all sorts of medical tasks [34], [35], [36]. Sparse autoencoders add a sparsity penalty to the loss function and even though they can have more hidden units than inputs, only a small group of the hidden units are allowed to be active at the same time forcing the model to compress related unique features to each other. Sparsity improves performance on classification tasks. Thus, they have been utilized in various classification tasks such as breast cancer nuclei detection [37], and diagnosis of Alzheimer’s [38] and Parkinson’s disease [39]. Sparse autoencoders can be stacked over each other and form stacked autoencoders which are more powerful in capturing more complex features [40], [41], [42]. Also, any kind of autoencoder with more than one hidden layer is called a deep autoencoder, again giving the model a better ability to understand inter-related characteristics among the input features. As an example, authors in [43] use deep autoencoders to classify nodules in lung images and researchers in [44] also employ them to detect different types of cells in bone marrow biopsy images.

Unlike traditional autoencoders that map the data to a single value in latent space, variational autoencoders tend to map input features into a probability distribution for each latent attribute. Given this characteristics of them, they can easily act as generative models as well by providing the possibility to interact with latent space probabilities. Generative models such as generative adversarial networks (GAN) [45] and variational autoencoders can be used for image super-resolution where a bigger or more enhanced image is needed such as in endomicroscopy [46], single molecules images [47], and in cases where low-dose CT (LDCT) scans have also been considered instead of normaldose CT (NDCT) to reduce potential health risks [48].

2.3. Deep Belief Networks

Deep Belief Networks (DBN) are a multi-layer neural network with both directed and undirected connections. Although at the first glance, it appears to have a basic neural network design, the training procedure is vastly different between the two. Deep Belief Networks are a stack of Restricted Boltzman Machines (RBMs) that have been trained greedily layer by layer and fine-tuned using the updown algorithm to learn high-dimensional manifolds of data as opposed to end-to-end training of neural networks using backpropagation. In neural networks, the layers are built on each other and each layer uses previous embeddings to create a more abstract meaning out of the data and learn higher-level features. In DBNs, however, each layer learns and encodes the entire input. Given the characteristics of DBNs, they can be incorporated in either supervised tasks as stand-alone classifiers or be used in unsupervised manners like for instance the way they are being employed in autoencoders or as generative models. DBN was employed in [49] as a classifier to differentiate between healthy and schizophreniac patients, and it was shown that it outperforms a famous machine learning technique known as support vector machine (SVM). In [50], authors utilize DBN in an unsupervised manner to create a framework for analyzing radiology images. And in [51], authors use unsupervised DBN to extract more useful latent space features for fMRI images.

2.4. Recurrent Neural Network

Recurrent Neural Network (RNN) is used for extracting patterns from sequential data and bringing in temporal features to the learning process. They can be utilized in all tasks that can benefit from this characteristic such as text processing and video processing. Since videos can be viewed as a sequence of images, in the context of biomedical imaging these models can be useful in any task that is related to the time such as analyzing the progression of diseases. RNN is the base model and in the past few years two more complex models, namely Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) [52] and Gated Recurrent Units (GRUs) [53], have been emerged to address its shortcomings such as the vanishing gradient problem and by doing so extended the ability of sequential models and gave them the ability to keep track of older data more successfully. Later, their performance increased even more by incorporating attention techniques into recurrent models [54] as well.

In [55], authors employ LSTM to create a Spatio-temporal deep learning method that uses resting state functional magnetic resonance imaging (rs-fMRI) to diagnose Attention Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD). Authors in [56] utilize same approach on fMRI images for autism disease classification. Spider U-Net [57] also utilizes LSTM to segment blood vessels in 3D using computed tomography and magnetic resonance angiography (MRA) images. In [58], authors use GRU to predict lung cancer Treatment response in patients. [59] also proposed a deep learning method for 4D segmentation of longitudinal MRI while considering the brain maturation in infant brain imaging.

2.5. Reinforcement Learning

Reinforcement learning (RL) is a machine learning approach that rewards desirable actions while penalizing undesirable ones. Doing this will force the agent to learn the best behavior, also known as policy, which leads to the most cumulative reward by utilizing Markov decision process (MDP) mathematical formulation. RL agents can constantly communicate with their environment via sensors and possible actuators and decide on their next action based on their current state. After enough trial and error, we end up with agents that know what they want in a given environment and can simply act on it to maximize their gain.

Deep reinforcement learning extends RL and enables it to deal with higher-dimensional problems by bringing deep learning into the equation. This way, data types such as images that have a relatively large number of input size can benefit from be RL algorithms as they can be fed into deep RL models without worrying about having to manually engineer the state space of the problem and avoid the curse of dimensionality [60].

RGB pixels of images cannot be used in RL to make decisions by themselves. Instead, CNNs, mostly 2D and 3D, are utilized as the primary feature extractors in the tasks that require working with media. These features can then be used to aid the model to decide on the optimal next move that enforces achieving the most expected return. In [61] authors propose Marginal Space Deep Learning (MSDL) framework that uses RL to perform tasks of object localization and boundary estimation for arbitrarily shaped landmarks in medical images. This is particularly useful in finding tumors and cysts with varying sizes and shapes in images taken from the patients and successfully locating and masking them using RL methods. This is comparable to methods mentioned in section 2.1 that perform semantic and instance segmentation. Similarly, [62] uses deep RL to perform 3D-landmark detection in CT scans in real-time. [63] make use of a deep RL model to localize organs in the body by running agents on CT images. And in [64] authors employ deep RL and Q-learning techniques for the task of lung cancer detection.

3. MORE APPLICATIONS In previous section we went through the most prominent deep learning models, saw their progression through the years, and learned about a few of their use cases mostly in the medical industry. Aside from these models, deep learning and artificial intelligence, in general, can do much more and be utilized in things other than specialized disease detection and prediction models. Just as an instance in [65], [66], [67] authors try to analyze the spread of diseases such as influenza and Covid-19 in relation to social behaviors and environmental factors. In this section, we review various tools and fields that benefited from advancements in deep learning and in return made the lives of patients and clinicians a lot easier.

3.1. Internet of Things

As time goes on deep learning gets more and more intertwined with other fields of study and medicine, military, and internet of things (IoT) are no exceptions. IoT is a system of interconnected devices that altogether aims to increase the quality of life of humans and make their lives easier. The sustainable, autonomic, and ubiquitous characteristic of IoT makes it perfect for all sort of tasks such as smart cities [68], [69], smart farming [70], [71], smart homes and grids [72], [73], and smart healthcare [74], [75]. Smart healthcare, also known as Ubiquitous health (uHealth), electronic health (eHealth), and mobile health (mHealth), enables us to not only automate a big part of traditional clinical workflow, but also sufficiently monitor patients health in a continuous and ubiquitous manner even after discharge and remotely while at their homes or workplace using modern wearables and implantable devices. Implants are utilized for tasks such as heart pacemakers [76], and glucose monitoring [77] and are usually inserted into the body by light operations and invasive methods. On the other hand, wearables are worn as accessories. They come in various types such as smartwatches, bracelets, and smart rings and are able to monitor heart rate, blood pressure, sleep time, body temperature, and much more.

Aside from monitoring features, these devices can also embed a combination of pre-trained complex deep learning models discussed in previous sections in themselves and aid doctors in detecting and predicting various diseases. Also, the collected data would be sent to a central server at fixed intervals or if a significant change is detected via the sensors. Central servers can benefit from larger and more complex data feed and hardware resources to then extract deeper patterns and features and notify the corresponding doctor if needed. Thus, personalized treatments will also be more accessible.

Building on this, various telemonitoring frameworks and systems have been proposed by researchers using different machine learning and deep learning models and diverse transmission network technologies to monitor and solve all sorts of health conditions in varying locations and importances [78], [79], [80]. For instance, [81] uses all these technologies to monitor the health of war soldiers on the battlefield that altogether accelerating the search and rescue operation if an individual is injured. Aside from this, other living assistants such as smart medicine boxes [82], [83], [84] have been proposed to track the intake of different medicines and make sure that the patients consume the correct dosage at the right time, and if any deviation occurs they would notify the patient as well as the doctor to address the issue.

3.2. Computer-aided Diagnosis

Many types of imaging and radiology techniques, such as magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), radiography, ultrasound, thermography, and tomography, provide us with detailed and valuable images that are crucial for physicians and researchers and play a pivotal role in healthcare nowadays. Before this, doctors had to do an invasive surgery to perform an autopsy if it was a need to acquire additional info about the patient’s condition. But now, imaging techniques offer several ways to prevent unnecessary surgeries and with the help from deep learning, huge multi-modal datasets can be formed using 3D and/or layers of 2D images [85], [86]. Datasets containing these images are inherently highdimensional and cannot be processed using traditional machine learning algorithms in real-time. Thus, deep learning technologies are vital to enable the analysis and visualization of such data and help physicians see and diagnose illnesses more effectively.

Computer-aided design (CAD) is essential in the development of biomedical systems for a variety of applications. It aids in the detection, diagnosis, prediction, analysis, and categorization of illnesses, as well as the management and delivery of health care. Thanks to CAD, it is now possible and reasonably simple to use data from medical imaging techniques to construct comprehensive and detailed models of patients, as CAD models are able to capture and represent a patient’s unique and complicated organ, bone, and tissue structure. Given these characteristics, aside from the usual use cases of disease diagnosis such as brain tumor [87], breast cancer [88], colorectal cancer [89], and lung cancer [90], they are increasingly being utilized in operations, particularly those involving the implantation of medical devices or prosthetics [91], [92], as well as creating interactive tools for training future doctors, and surgeons [93], [94]. Additionally, CAD models are the best approach to track the progression of diseases such as Alzheimer’s over time [95].

Advancement of deep learning has made it now a part of most of the interdisciplinary research and genomics is not an exception. Gene clustering [96], [97], gene classification [98], [99], quantitative structure-activity relationships models [100], gene expression [101], and phenotyping [102], [103] are all different areas that genomics benefited from deep learning techniques in recent years as bigger raw sequences of data can be plugged into DL models and yet more complex patterns and relationships can be found faster and more accurately. A deeper level of integration between CAD and genomics gives birth to the computer-aided drug design discipline in which on a molecule-by-molecule level, sophisticated computer modeling of molecular dynamics is employed to anticipate how medications would interact with the biological architecture of the human body. Computational models are used to simulate and occasionally depict atom-to-atom processes. This leads to creating targeted treatment and drug delivery that can target specific cells at the molecular level and as a result, increase the chance of success while considerably reducing the adverse effects of the medication [104], [105], [106].

4. CHALLENGES 4.1. Interpretability

Deep learning and machine learning techniques are wonderful for assessing data, but they might look to humans as black boxes, which is undesirable in healthcare. Because computers are here to assist the healthcare community and allow them to operate side by side with them, the models’ outputs and corresponding decisions must be interpretable by physicians and clinicians to further examine them if necessary especially if they’re wrong.

Machine learning algorithms have an easier time accomplishing this since their reasoning is typically not overly complex and hence easy to comprehend. For example, decision trees can easily illustrate their ”decision tree” to demonstrate all of the underlying factors and features that lead to a certain conclusion. Given the intricate architecture of deep learning models, this would not be a simple operation, and the judgments would be difficult to track. To address this problem, researchers are investigating ways to build rules from neural networks and attempting to identify the most prevalent routes in them in order to make sense of their decisions [107], [108]. While it comes to processing photos and videos, attention models have also been used to highlight the areas where the model focuses the most when deciding on a topic [109].

4.2. Transfer Learning

In healthcare industry incorporating expert knowledge into data is very expensive and time consuming. When the size of the database at hand is small, deep learning models such as CNNs are unable to extract enough features from the data and end up either not learning anything or getting overfit and not being able to perform well on similar unseen data. Transfer learning is the suggested method for overcoming this problem by transferring knowledge from one model to another. The human brain excels in transferring its knowledge from one activity to the next. We seldom learn a task from the scratch, preferring instead to build on previous experience with a related activity or topic and by doing so, we expedite our new learning process. Likewise, When there isn’t a good enough dataset for the destination domain, but one exists for the source domain, transfer learning is employed by reusing parts of the model which have been already trained on a similar task as the basis for the new task at hand. This method has been shown to be highly practical. Furthermore, because the pre-trained weights are used, the new model just needs to train the final few layers, and hence it saves a lot of time and computing resources. The remaining layers will be either frozen and left untouched during the training or can be slightly fine-tuned [110], [111], [112].

4.3. Data Quality

Most of the datasets that can be found in the internet do not have exact same number of instances for each of the classes. This can cause a problem in many classification approaches as the model can overfit to the class with the most number of instances and get biased [113] to yield the best accuracy possible while failing to extract useful features. Also, datasets are often noisy and have missing values in them, hence preprocessing techniques should be employed to deal with these issues and normalize the data before training our deep learning model. Additionally, sometimes we encounter the curse of dimensionality and that basically means that we have too many features and thus there’s a need to use feature extraction and reduction approaches to remedy this problem [60].

4.4. Interoperability

When it comes to IoT, the entire obtained data should be appropriately saved for future use cases. But, this is not as simple as just putting everything into a database. Central servers can exchange data with other services. However, there is no assurance that the other servers will use the same data format standards, thus some kind of standard, such as interfaces or database level rules and schemas, must be incorporated. As a result, when dealing with numerous computer systems sharing and utilizing each other’s information, semantic interoperability plays a pivotal role in the system.

Every piece of data must contain meta-information about various entities in order to provide context for the corresponding values to enable the possibility of connecting and linking these small pieces of data, as well as automatic reasoning and inference to eventually transform data into knowledge. The Resource Description Framework (RDF) [114] and the Web Ontology Language (OWL) [115], [116] are two very distinct but complementary approaches to accomplish these goals, and query languages like SPARQL [117], [118] may be used to query data from many sources all across the internet.

5. CONCLUSION Machine learning and deep learning have been a big part of every interdiciplinary research and when we talk about big data, health informatics is the first discipline that comes to mind. Given the amount of different DL architectures and the numerous places that each of them can be employed, in this paper, we reviewed the most prominent DL models and went through some of their applications. To conclude, we also debated on some of the challenges that show up when we incorporate DL in healthcare.

REFERENCES

[1] D. R.-J. G.-J. Rydning, “The digitization of the world from edge to core,” Framingham: International Data Corporation, p. 16, 2018.

[2] S. Sagiroglu and D. Sinanc, “Big data: A review,” in 2013 international conference on collaboration technologies and systems (CTS), pp. 42–47, IEEE, 2013.

[3] A. Krizhevsky, I. Sutskever, and G. E. Hinton, “Imagenet classification with deep convolutional neural networks,” in Advances in neural information processing systems, pp. 1097–1105, 2012.

[4] R. Girshick, J. Donahue, T. Darrell, and J. Malik, “Rich feature hierarchies for accurate object detection and semantic segmentation,” in Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pp. 580–587, 2014.

[5] R. Girshick, “Fast r-cnn,” in Proceedings of the IEEE international conference on computer vision, pp. 1440–1448, 2015.

[6] S. Ren, K. He, R. Girshick, and J. Sun, “Faster r-cnn: Towards realtime object detection with region proposal networks,” in Advances in neural information processing systems, pp. 91–99, 2015.

[7] J. Long, E. Shelhamer, and T. Darrell, “Fully convolutional networks for semantic segmentation,” in Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pp. 3431–3440, 2015.

[8] O. Ronneberger, P. Fischer, and T. Brox, “U-net: Convolutional networks for biomedical image segmentation,” in International Conference on Medical image computing and computer-assisted intervention, pp. 234–241, Springer, 2015.

[9] S. Jégou, M. Drozdzal, D. Vazquez, A. Romero, and Y. Bengio, “The one hundred layers tiramisu: Fully convolutional densenets for semantic segmentation,” in Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition workshops, pp. 11–19, 2017.

[10] V. Badrinarayanan, A. Kendall, and R. Cipolla, “Segnet: A deep convolutional encoder-decoder architecture for image segmentation,” IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence, vol. 39, no. 12, pp. 2481–2495, 2017.

[11] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun, “Deep residual learning for image recognition,” in Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pp. 770–778, 2016.

[12] K. He, G. Gkioxari, P. Dollár, and R. Girshick, “Mask r-cnn,” in Proceedings of the IEEE international conference on computer vision, pp. 2961–2969, 2017.

[13] F. Shenavarmasouleh and H. R. Arabnia, “Drdr: Automatic masking of exudates and microaneurysms caused by diabetic retinopathy using mask r-cnn and transfer learning,” in Advances in Computer Vision and Computational Biology (H. R. Arabnia, L. Deligiannidis, H. Shouno, F. G. Tinetti, and Q.-N. Tran, eds.), (Cham), pp. 307–318, Springer International Publishing, 2021.

[14] F. Shenavarmasouleh, F. G. Mohammadi, M. H. Amini, and H. R.

Arabnia, “Drdr ii: Detecting the severity level of diabetic retinopathy using mask rcnn and transfer learning,” in 2020 International Conference on Computational Science and Computational Intelligence (CSCI), pp. 788–792, IEEE, 2020.

[15] F. Shenavarmasouleh, F. G. Mohammadi, M. H. Amini, T. Taha, K. Rasheed, and H. R. Arabnia, “Drdrv3: Complete lesion detection in fundus images using mask r-cnn, transfer learning, and lstm,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.08095, 2021.

[16] A. Payan and G. Montana, “Predicting alzheimer’s disease: a neuroimaging study with 3d convolutional neural networks,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1502.02506, 2015.

[17] D. Maturana and S. Scherer, “Voxnet: A 3d convolutional neural network for real-time object recognition,” in 2015 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems (IROS), pp. 922– 928, IEEE, 2015.

[18] Ö. Çiçek, A. Abdulkadir, S. S. Lienkamp, T. Brox, and O. Ronneberger, “3d u-net: learning dense volumetric segmentation from sparse annotation,” in International conference on medical image computing and computer-assisted intervention, pp. 424–432, Springer, 2016.

[19] F. Milletari, N. Navab, and S.-A. Ahmadi, “V-net: Fully convolutional neural networks for volumetric medical image segmentation,” in 2016 fourth international conference on 3D vision (3DV), pp. 565–571, IEEE, 2016.

[20] W. Zhu, C. Liu, W. Fan, and X. Xie, “Deeplung: Deep 3d dual path nets for automated pulmonary nodule detection and classification,” in 2018 IEEE Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision (WACV), pp. 673–681, IEEE, 2018.

[21] B. M. ter Haar Romeny, “Multi-scale and multi-orientation medical image analysis,” in Biomedical image processing, pp. 177–196, Springer, 2010.

[22] S. Bauer, C. May, D. Dionysiou, G. Stamatakos, P. Buchler, and M. Reyes, “Multiscale modeling for image analysis of brain tumor studies,” IEEE transactions on biomedical engineering, vol. 59, no. 1, pp. 25–29, 2011.

[23] A. Madabhushi, S. Agner, A. Basavanhally, S. Doyle, and G. Lee, “Computer-aided prognosis: predicting patient and disease outcome via quantitative fusion of multi-scale, multi-modal data,” Computerized medical imaging and graphics, vol. 35, no. 7-8, pp. 506–514, 2011.

[24] M. Salvi and F. Molinari, “Multi-tissue and multi-scale approach for nuclei segmentation in h&e stained images,” Biomedical engineering online, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 1–13, 2018.

[25] J. Kawahara and G. Hamarneh, “Multi-resolution-tract cnn with hybrid pretrained and skin-lesion trained layers,” in International workshop on machine learning in medical imaging, pp. 164–171, Springer, 2016.

[26] F. Yu and V. Koltun, “Multi-scale context aggregation by dilated convolutions,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1511.07122, 2015.

[27] Y. Wei, H. Xiao, H. Shi, Z. Jie, J. Feng, and T. S. Huang, “Revisiting dilated convolution: A simple approach for weakly-and semi-supervised semantic segmentation,” in Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pp. 7268– 7277, 2018.

[28] Z. Guo, X. Li, H. Huang, N. Guo, and Q. Li, “Medical image segmentation based on multi-modal convolutional neural network: Study on image fusion schemes,” in 2018 IEEE 15th International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI 2018), pp. 903–907, IEEE, 2018.

[29] C. Gong, D. Tao, S. J. Maybank, W. Liu, G. Kang, and J. Yang, “Multi-modal curriculum learning for semi-supervised image classification,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 25, no. 7, pp. 3249–3260, 2016.

[30] E. Asali, F. Shenavarmasouleh, F. G. Mohammadi, P. S. Suresh, and H. R. Arabnia, “Deepmsrf: A novel deep multimodal speaker recognition framework with feature selection,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2007.06809, 2020.

[31] Y. Xing, J. Wang, X. Chen, and G. Zeng, “2.5 d convolution for rgb-d semantic segmentation,” in 2019 IEEE International Conference on Image Processing (ICIP), pp. 1410–1414, IEEE, 2019.

[32] K. Kushibar, S. Valverde, S. González-Villà, J. Bernal, M. Cabezas, A. Oliver, and X. Lladó, “Automated sub-cortical brain structure segmentation combining spatial and deep convolutional features,” Medical image analysis, vol. 48, pp. 177–186, 2018.

[33] Y. Xue, F. G. Farhat, O. Boukrina, A. Barrett, J. R. Binder, U. W.

Roshan, and W. W. Graves, “A multi-path 2.5 dimensional convolutional neural network system for segmenting stroke lesions in brain mri images,” NeuroImage: Clinical, vol. 25, p. 102118, 2020.

[34] L. Gondara, “Medical image denoising using convolutional denoising autoencoders,” in 2016 IEEE 16th international conference on data mining workshops (ICDMW), pp. 241–246, IEEE, 2016.

[35] A. Majumdar, “Real-time dynamic mri reconstruction using stacked denoising autoencoder,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1503.06383, 2015.

[36] Y. Liu and Y. Zhang, “Low-dose ct restoration via stacked sparse denoising autoencoders,” Neurocomputing, vol. 284, pp. 80–89, 2018.

[37] J. Xu, L. Xiang, Q. Liu, H. Gilmore, J. Wu, J. Tang, and A. Madabhushi, “Stacked sparse autoencoder (ssae) for nuclei detection on breast cancer histopathology images,” IEEE transactions on medical imaging, vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 119–130, 2015.

[38] P. Bhatkoti and M. Paul, “Early diagnosis of alzheimer’s disease: A multi-class deep learning framework with modified k-sparse autoencoder classification,” in 2016 International Conference on Image and Vision Computing New Zealand (IVCNZ), pp. 1–5, IEEE, 2016.

[39] S. Li, H. Lei, F. Zhou, J. Gardezi, and B. Lei, “Longitudinal and multi-modal data learning for parkinson’s disease diagnosis via stacked sparse auto-encoder,” in 2019 IEEE 16th International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI 2019), pp. 384–387, IEEE, 2019.

[40] H. Wang, N. Wu, Y. Cai, L. Ren, Z. Zhao, G. Han, and J. Wang, “Optimization of reconstruction accuracy of anomaly position based on stacked auto-encoder neural networks,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 116578–116584, 2019.

[41] Ş. Öztürk, “Stacked auto-encoder based tagging with deep features for content-based medical image retrieval,” Expert Systems with Applications, vol. 161, p. 113693, 2020.

[42] I. Almakky, V. Palade, Y.-L. Hedley, and J. Yang, “A stacked deep autoencoder model for biomedical figure classification,” in 2018 IEEE 15th International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI 2018), pp. 1134–1138, IEEE, 2018.

[43] K. Mao, R. Tang, X. Wang, W. Zhang, and H. Wu, “Feature representation using deep autoencoder for lung nodule image classification,” Complexity, vol. 2018, 2018.

[44] T.-H. Song, V. Sanchez, H. Eldaly, and N. M. Rajpoot, “Hybrid deep autoencoder with curvature gaussian for detection of various types of cells in bone marrow trephine biopsy images,” in 2017 IEEE 14th International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI 2017), pp. 1040–1043, IEEE, 2017.

[45] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu, D. Warde- Farley, S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio, “Generative adversarial networks,” Communications of the ACM, vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 139– 144, 2020.

[46] D. Ravì, A. B. Szczotka, S. P. Pereira, and T. Vercauteren, “Adversarial training with cycle consistency for unsupervised super-resolution in endomicroscopy,” Medical image analysis, vol. 53, pp. 123–131, 2019.

[47] A. Speiser, S. C. Turaga, and J. H. Macke, “Teaching deep neural networks to localize sources in super-resolution microscopy by combining simulation-based learning and unsupervised learning,” arXiv, 2019.

[48] J. Ma, J. Huang, Q. Feng, H. Zhang, H. Lu, Z. Liang, and W. Chen, “Low-dose computed tomography image restoration using previous normal-dose scan,” Medical physics, vol. 38, no. 10, pp. 5713–5731, 2011.

[49] W. H. Pinaya, A. Gadelha, O. M. Doyle, C. Noto, A. Zugman, Q. Cordeiro, A. P. Jackowski, R. A. Bressan, and J. R. Sato, “Using deep belief network modelling to characterize differences in brain morphometry in schizophrenia,” Scientific reports, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 1–9, 2016.

[50] A. Khatami, A. Khosravi, T. Nguyen, C. P. Lim, and S. Nahavandi, “Medical image analysis using wavelet transform and deep belief networks,” Expert Systems with Applications, vol. 86, pp. 190–198, 2017.

[51] L. Li, X. Hu, H. Huang, C. He, L. Wang, J. Han, L. Quo, W. Zhang, and T. Liu, “Latent source mining of fmri data via deep belief network,” in 2018 IEEE 15th International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI 2018), pp. 595–598, IEEE, 2018.

[52] S. Hochreiter and J. Schmidhuber, “Long short-term memory,” Neural computation, vol. 9, no. 8, pp. 1735–1780, 1997.

[53] K. Cho, B. Van Merriënboer, C. Gulcehre, D. Bahdanau, F. Bougares, H. Schwenk, and Y. Bengio, “Learning phrase representations using rnn encoder-decoder for statistical machine translation,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1406.1078, 2014.

[54] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N.

Gomez, Ł. Kaiser, and I. Polosukhin, “Attention is all you need,” in Advances in neural information processing systems, pp. 5998–6008, 2017.

[55] Z. Mao, Y. Su, G. Xu, X. Wang, Y. Huang, W. Yue, L. Sun, and N. Xiong, “Spatio-temporal deep learning method for adhd fmri classification,” Information Sciences, vol. 499, pp. 1–11, 2019.

[56] A. El-Gazzar, M. Quaak, L. Cerliani, P. Bloem, G. van Wingen, and R. M. Thomas, “A hybrid 3dcnn and 3dc-lstm based model for 4d spatio-temporal fmri data: an abide autism classification study,” in OR 2.0 Context-Aware Operating Theaters and Machine Learning in Clinical Neuroimaging, pp. 95–102, Springer, 2019.

[57] K. Lee, L. Sunwoo, T. Kim, and K. J. Lee, “Spider u-net: Incorporating inter-slice connectivity using lstm for 3d blood vessel segmentation,” Applied Sciences, vol. 11, no. 5, p. 2014, 2021.

[58] Y. Xu, A. Hosny, R. Zeleznik, C. Parmar, T. Coroller, I. Franco, R. H.

Mak, and H. J. Aerts, “Deep learning predicts lung cancer treatment response from serial medical imaging,” Clinical Cancer Research, vol. 25, no. 11, pp. 3266–3275, 2019.

[59] Y. Gao, J. M. Phillips, Y. Zheng, R. Min, P. T. Fletcher, and G. Gerig, “Fully convolutional structured lstm networks for joint 4d medical image segmentation,” in 2018 IEEE 15th International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI 2018), pp. 1104–1108, IEEE, 2018.

[60] F. G. Mohammadi, F. Shenavarmasouleh, M. H. Amini, and H. R.

Arabnia, “Evolutionary algorithms and efficient data analytics for image processing,” in 2021 15th International Conference on Ubiquitous Information Management and Communication (IMCOM), pp. 1– 8, IEEE, 2021.

[61] F. C. Ghesu, B. Georgescu, and J. Hornegger, “Efficient medical image parsing,” in Deep Learning for Medical Image Analysis, pp. 55–81, Elsevier, 2017.

[62] F.-C. Ghesu, B. Georgescu, Y. Zheng, S. Grbic, A. Maier, J. Hornegger, and D. Comaniciu, “Multi-scale deep reinforcement learning for real-time 3d-landmark detection in ct scans,” IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence, vol. 41, no. 1, pp. 176– 189, 2017.

[63] F. Navarro, A. Sekuboyina, D. Waldmannstetter, J. C. Peeken, S. E.

Combs, and B. H. Menze, “Deep reinforcement learning for organ localization in ct,” in Medical Imaging with Deep Learning, pp. 544– 554, PMLR, 2020.

[64] Z. Liu, C. Yao, H. Yu, and T. Wu, “Deep reinforcement learning with its application for lung cancer detection in medical internet of things,” Future Generation Computer Systems, vol. 97, pp. 1–9, 2019.

[65] F. G. Mohammadi, F. Shenavarmasouleh, M. H. Amini, and H. R.

Arabnia, “Impact of weather conditions on the covid-19 pandemic in the united states: A big data analytics approach,” in 2020 International Conference on Computational Science and Computational Intelligence (CSCI), pp. 418–423, IEEE, 2020.

[66] M. Hu, J. D. Roberts, G. P. Azevedo, and D. Milner, “The role of built and social environmental factors in covid-19 transmission: A look at america’s capital city,” Sustainable Cities and Society, vol. 65, p. 102580, 2021.

[67] R. A. Weiss and A. J. McMichael, “Social and environmental risk factors in the emergence of infectious diseases,” Nature medicine, vol. 10, no. 12, pp. S70–S76, 2004.

[68] F. Shenavarmasouleh, F. G. Mohammadi, M. H. Amini, and H. R.

Arabnia, “Embodied ai-driven operation of smart cities: A concise review,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.09823, 2021.

[69] F. G. Mohammadi, F. Shenavarmasouleh, M. H. Amini, and H. R.

Arabnia, “Data analytics for smart cities: Challenges and promises,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.05581, 2021.

[70] P. P. Jayaraman, A. Yavari, D. Georgakopoulos, A. Morshed, and A. Zaslavsky, “Internet of things platform for smart farming: Experiences and lessons learnt,” Sensors, vol. 16, no. 11, p. 1884, 2016.

[71] D. Pivoto, P. D. Waquil, E. Talamini, C. P. S. Finocchio, V. F.

Dalla Corte, and G. de Vargas Mores, “Scientific development of smart farming technologies and their application in brazil,” Information processing in agriculture, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 21–32, 2018.

[72] N. Komninos, E. Philippou, and A. Pitsillides, “Survey in smart grid and smart home security: Issues, challenges and countermeasures,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 1933– 1954, 2014.

[73] H. Jiang, C. Cai, X. Ma, Y. Yang, and J. Liu, “Smart home based on wifi sensing: A survey,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 13317–13325, 2018.

[74] S. B. Baker, W. Xiang, and I. Atkinson, “Internet of things for smart healthcare: Technologies, challenges, and opportunities,” IEEE Access, vol. 5, pp. 26521–26544, 2017.

[75] W. Li, Y. Chai, F. Khan, S. R. U. Jan, S. Verma, V. G. Menon, X. Li, et al., “A comprehensive survey on machine learning-based big data analytics for iot-enabled smart healthcare system,” Mobile Networks and Applications, pp. 1–19, 2021.

[76] D. DiFrancesco, “Pacemaker mechanisms in cardiac tissue,” Annual review of physiology, vol. 55, no. 1, pp. 455–472, 1993.

[77] E. Csoeregi, C. P. Quinn, D. W. Schmidtke, S.-E. Lindquist, M. V.

Pishko, L. Ye, I. Katakis, J. A. Hubbell, and A. Heller, “Design, characterization, and one-point in vivo calibration of a subcutaneously implanted glucose electrode,” Analytical Chemistry, vol. 66, no. 19, pp. 3131–3138, 1994.

[78] R. A. Shaikh and S. Nikilla, “Real time health monitoring system of remote patient using arm7,” International Journal of Instrumentation, Control and Automation, vol. 1, no. 3-4, pp. 102–105, 2012.

[79] Y. Kim, S. Lee, and S. Lee, “Coexistence of zigbee-based wban and wifi for health telemonitoring systems,” IEEE journal of biomedical and health informatics, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 222–230, 2015.

[80] A. Ingole, S. Ambatkar, and S. Kakde, “Implementation of healthcare monitoring system using raspberry pi,” in 2015 International Conference on Communications and Signal Processing (ICCSP), pp. 1083–1086, IEEE, 2015.

[81] A. Gondalia, D. Dixit, S. Parashar, V. Raghava, A. Sengupta, and V. R. Sarobin, “Iot-based healthcare monitoring system for war soldiers using machine learning,” Procedia computer science, vol. 133, pp. 1005–1013, 2018.

[82] J. Li, J. Cai, F. Khan, A. U. Rehman, V. Balasubramaniam, J. Sun, and P. Venu, “A secured framework for sdn-based edge computing in iot-enabled healthcare system,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 135479– 135490, 2020.

[83] M. R. Kinthada, S. Bodda, and S. B. K. Mande, “emedicare: Mhealth solution for patient medication guidance and assistance,” in 2016 International Conference on Signal Processing, Communication, Power and Embedded System (SCOPES), pp. 657–661, IEEE, 2016.

[84] G. Alex, B. Varghese, J. G. Jose, and A. Abraham, “A modern health care system using iot and android,” Int. J. Comput. Sci. Eng, vol. 8, no. 4, 2016.

[85] M. Feng, S. Hu, M. H. Ang, and G. H. Lee, “2d3d-matchnet:

Learning to match keypoints across 2d image and 3d point cloud,” in 2019 International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), pp. 4790–4796, IEEE, 2019.

[86] X.-F. Han, H. Laga, and M. Bennamoun, “Image-based 3d object reconstruction: State-of-the-art and trends in the deep learning era,” IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence, vol. 43, no. 5, pp. 1578–1604, 2019.

[87] B. Amarapur et al., “Computer-aided diagnosis applied to mri images of brain tumor using cognition based modified level set and optimized ann classifier,” Multimedia Tools and Applications, vol. 79, no. 5, pp. 3571–3599, 2020.

[88] R. K. Samala, H.-P. Chan, L. M. Hadjiiski, M. A. Helvie, K. H. Cha, and C. D. Richter, “Multi-task transfer learning deep convolutional neural network: application to computer-aided diagnosis of breast cancer on mammograms,” Physics in Medicine & Biology, vol. 62, no. 23, p. 8894, 2017.

[89] O. F. Ahmad, A. S. Soares, E. Mazomenos, P. Brandao, R. Vega, E. Seward, D. Stoyanov, M. Chand, and L. B. Lovat, “Artificial intelligence and computer-aided diagnosis in colonoscopy: current evidence and future directions,” The lancet Gastroenterology & hepatology, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 71–80, 2019.

[90] S. K. Thakur, D. P. Singh, and J. Choudhary, “Lung cancer identification: a review on detection and classification,” Cancer and Metastasis Reviews, vol. 39, pp. 989–998, 2020.

[91] S. W. Lee and S.-J. Ahn, “Reliability of a cad/cam surgical guide for implant placement: an in vitro comparison of surgeons’ experience levels and implant sites,” 2017.

[92] L. Herschdorfer, W. M. Negreiros, G. O. Gallucci, and A. Hamilton, “Comparison of the accuracy of implants placed with cad-cam surgical templates manufactured with various 3d printers: An in vitro study,” The Journal of Prosthetic Dentistry, vol. 125, no. 6, pp. 905– 910, 2021.

[93] S. M. Werz, S. Zeichner, B.-I. Berg, H.-F. Zeilhofer, and F. Thieringer, “3d printed surgical simulation models as educational tool by maxillofacial surgeons,” European Journal of Dental Education, vol. 22, no. 3, pp. e500–e505, 2018.

[94] B. Baillargeon, N. Rebelo, D. D. Fox, R. L. Taylor, and E. Kuhl, “The living heart project: a robust and integrative simulator for human heart function,” European Journal of Mechanics-A/Solids, vol. 48, pp. 38–47, 2014.

[95] P. Padilla, M. López, J. M. Górriz, J. Ramirez, D. Salas-Gonzalez, and I. Alvarez, “Nmf-svm based cad tool applied to functional brain images for the diagnosis of alzheimer’s disease,” IEEE Transactions on medical imaging, vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 207–216, 2011.

[96] A. Thalamuthu, I. Mukhopadhyay, X. Zheng, and G. C. Tseng, “Evaluation and comparison of gene clustering methods in microarray analysis,” Bioinformatics, vol. 22, no. 19, pp. 2405–2412, 2006.

[97] C. Wiwie, J. Baumbach, and R. Röttger, “Comparing the performance of biomedical clustering methods,” Nature methods, vol. 12, no. 11, pp. 1033–1038, 2015.

[98] D. Q. Zeebaree, H. Haron, and A. M. Abdulazeez, “Gene selection and classification of microarray data using convolutional neural network,” in 2018 International Conference on Advanced Science and Engineering (ICOASE), pp. 145–150, IEEE, 2018.

[99] H. Mi, A. Muruganujan, J. T. Casagrande, and P. D. Thomas, “Largescale gene function analysis with the panther classification system,” Nature protocols, vol. 8, no. 8, pp. 1551–1566, 2013.

[100] J. Ma, R. P. Sheridan, A. Liaw, G. E. Dahl, and V. Svetnik, “Deep neural nets as a method for quantitative structure–activity relationships,” Journal of chemical information and modeling, vol. 55, no. 2, pp. 263–274, 2015.

[101] Y. Chen, Y. Li, R. Narayan, A. Subramanian, and X. Xie, “Gene expression inference with deep learning,” Bioinformatics, vol. 32, no. 12, pp. 1832–1839, 2016.

[102] A. K. Singh, B. Ganapathysubramanian, S. Sarkar, and A. Singh, “Deep learning for plant stress phenotyping: trends and future perspectives,” Trends in plant science, vol. 23, no. 10, pp. 883–898, 2018.

[103] S. T. Namin, M. Esmaeilzadeh, M. Najafi, T. B. Brown, and J. O.

Borevitz, “Deep phenotyping: deep learning for temporal phenotype/genotype classification,” Plant methods, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 1–14, 2018.

[104] H. Chen, O. Engkvist, Y. Wang, M. Olivecrona, and T. Blaschke, “The rise of deep learning in drug discovery,” Drug discovery today, vol. 23, no. 6, pp. 1241–1250, 2018.

[105] E. Gawehn, J. A. Hiss, and G. Schneider, “Deep learning in drug discovery,” Molecular informatics, vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 3–14, 2016.

[106] R. Liu, L. Wei, and P. Zhang, “A deep learning framework for drug repurposing via emulating clinical trials on real-world patient data,” Nature Machine Intelligence, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 68–75, 2021.

[107] Y. Wang, H. Su, B. Zhang, and X. Hu, “Interpret neural networks by identifying critical data routing paths,” in Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pp. 8906– 8914, 2018.

[108] L. Fu, “Rule generation from neural networks,” IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics, vol. 24, no. 8, pp. 1114–1124, 1994.

[109] F. Wang, M. Jiang, C. Qian, S. Yang, C. Li, H. Zhang, X. Wang, and X. Tang, “Residual attention network for image classification,” in Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pp. 3156–3164, 2017.

[110] J. Yosinski, J. Clune, Y. Bengio, and H. Lipson, “How transferable are features in deep neural networks?,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1411.1792, 2014.

[111] K. Weiss, T. M. Khoshgoftaar, and D. Wang, “A survey of transfer learning,” Journal of Big data, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 1–40, 2016.

[112] W. Ying, Y. Zhang, J. Huang, and Q. Yang, “Transfer learning via learning to transfer,” in International conference on machine learning, pp. 5085–5094, PMLR, 2018.

[113] F. Shenavarmasouleh and H. Arabnia, “Causes of misleading statistics and research results irreproducibility: A concise review,” in 2019 International Conference on Computational Science and Computational Intelligence (CSCI), pp. 465–470, IEEE, 2019.

[114] E. Miller, “An introduction to the resource description framework,” Bulletin of the American Society for Information Science and Technology, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 15–19, 1998.

[115] D. L. McGuinness, F. Van Harmelen, et al., “Owl web ontology language overview,” W3C recommendation, vol. 10, no. 10, p. 2004, 2004.

[116] G. Antoniou and F. Van Harmelen, “Web ontology language: Owl,” in Handbook on ontologies, pp. 67–92, Springer, 2004.

[117] J. Pérez, M. Arenas, and C. Gutierrez, “Semantics and complexity of sparql,” ACM Transactions on Database Systems (TODS), vol. 34, no. 3, pp. 1–45, 2009.

[118] D. F. Barbieri, D. Braga, S. Ceri, E. Della Valle, and M. Grossniklaus, “C-sparql: Sparql for continuous querying,” in Proceedings of the 18th international conference on World wide web, pp. 1061–1062, 2009.