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Abstract Segmentation of brain tissues is very important in medical image analysis. Support Vector Machines( SVM) is
considered a good candidate because of its good generalization performance, especially for dataset with small number of
samples in high demensional feature space. This paper investigates the segmentation of magnetic resonance brain tissues
image based on SVM. Experimental results show that the influence of kernel function and model parameters on the
generalization performance of SVM is significant; SVM is suitably used as learning classifier of small sample size; To
segment targets with blurry edges, intensity non-uniformity and discontinuity (such as medical images) , SVM approach is a
good choice.
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B T B2 B RO B R R, B T X R AR
MGRAEIFE, WRER . XBAEKE AR
BEERAERIAMBENSHER METEINDE
JrEk, 0 DI S 4 2 2% A A 2 P 4% 4y 2 25 5 U AT LA
FBMM BB R, B, EEFEREET
BErEwmAY ., ETEENEIFEFTELR
DL 5 K 5 /ME (empirical risk minimization {8 #R
ERM) 7 W, 378 2 3 2 72 v JC o 4 1 A 2
MR AMES SRS UG MEZIEEREE,
RRlENERMER TER MM, B Vapnik % A
KB B ¥ ¥ Bl (support vector machines f& #R
SVM) B BEEEMEE¥ I LB - EFRE
RO AN ER HEERMEFL T EERR R
BT, XRMEBNTERELERITES
HiS B VC 4 ( vapnik-chervonenkis dimension ) ¥
MEM RS /MURBRER L RIERRESRR
BHEMMNERMEMEI RN ZRIFIREENRE,
AR 3K 8 B 9 AL BRI A KTk

A% H SVM F i X} B 3 #k ( magnetic
resonance fjF} MR) i1 R E K317 T 0 B LR
. NT M B RE KBS BRI GBS
SVM S8tk RER M, BT T — RIIER,

2 XHEBNTTE

2.1 SRR/

5% 3 5K R U /ML R XU B
B/MEB B R, BXFRA—FEFEAETEN
HpRE, AREW LA BB LR B,
0 5R— B a8 SR B /b B 2 30 KUY, T R B B A
RBAMATEZ DT E, R HENIGEE
BRTEASHAXMHAR, XUEAEHZME
LR FTHEFEN K EGES T L3 008 B B K H
Ez—, 20 42 70 44X, Vapnik % A48 4 it
2278 3 ( statistic learning theory & #R SLT) , X E %]
HREBREARFR TS EIAEHER, BN VC
BHPFESHER, BIHLEERNR R, (o) SHEX
B R(a)ZEEIXER, BIFRIEZAEHR, KT UER
~A

R(a) <R, (a) + cp(_’n’-) (1)

R, 0( - ) WRAEMLERE 0 2 HFRH

B NBER AR RBE MR VC 4, n R
VIR 8

KK PERBEIBEUTEES . —HTR
SRR, HTEA NGRS S B REERER
H,ATEH>EBSHERE. EFRITEIER
MaRBRHUSG REESLRBEERIRERER
BHMEBEEHEZMREPNFE, FHHEXNKENE
REB/N, UBERERABEAGBERNE BN
2N ZAIRBEERE, XRERIBHEHR
R /Mo
2.2 ZHEEN

SVM FE¥ERBVLAESITFIHISH VC £Hie
FZ5 A KBS /ML B 28 F B Bk s o

B KERRERES LB, HEATISG
BAE:{(x,y),i=1,2,,n} , Hd x,eR" 5, e
{+1, -1}, RFEZT—ELEmTRKEARES
] e S B B AR AEZS |, BP

x—p(x) =(g,(x),0,(x),,0,(x),+) (2)

X TEE B E SR P, R R A Lt
o, WA E KB EE(w,0(x)) +b=0 k¥
VWHBEARAERHS T, BLREAREE w ARE
B b, 8 THARERB:

{(W,¢(xi)>+b>1 ME 5y, =+1 (3)
(w,p(x))+b<-1 WR y =-1
BHAHMUB N

y[{w,p(x))+b] =1 (4)
Hdr i =1,2,+,n,

BAREERPERNGHEA QBT XEFE
BB R A

L(x,,w,b) = |<w9¢(xi)>+ bl

Twl (5)
MR, HTFREEINEREAFR LA BFENR
/NBEEEH A 1/ || wl|, o BY 6 2 £ 43 25 18] B ( margin)
K2/ w|, Bk, FHRAAWER S LB LT, RETE
RDARELETIRIANWIREBRBEKXWEFE
H, MR EIF RPN B w |/ BEE,
EEESTSE G, MRIGHERELREART
S REARANECEREET 4, WAE LK RF
BE—EBREMNRDEBEA, F A5 AR
B¢, 21,2, 0, MK (4) 8N
y[{w,o(x,))+b] =1 -¢ (6)
K(6) e, & & =0, MFRM R H I GEARPER
WA £ >0, WFERS R BV GRERBIRD K,
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BT 8B — A Bk A BE 8 2 268 1, 7T LUK
LR N T R AR KT K WAL
IF) R«

mm%(w,w>+ Ci‘fi (7)
s.toy,[(w,o(x))+0] =21 -¢ (8)
£=0 (9)

HP,C>0 B—1MAEXWENEF, B TEHX
ROBANEDEE, B CBX, EIRBX, B4
MRSHEEANARBERRE . /PR (T)H
BT YT R/MESRREK VC 4, Y TR
AMER (1) 85 2 T, DMERIEFT R B 2 KR BR
BRALEIZ L &AL (7) RIS 2 BUAT LUE
F G 2P a2 XU , b BPB/MER (1) 5 1
WX EEARIE R A RR D, A ERSHH
UEY, XFMBHIESERAREAFEEENE
ZHEMESI RS 2 E IFRBAETE,

i1t Lagrangian ¥, K (7) ~ R (9) WX
Iﬂ@ﬁﬂbﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬂ?%iﬂ%ﬁ@

maxF(A) = ZAi— ZZ)\/\}')’J o(x.),0(x;))

i=1 j=

(10)

s. t. i/\iyi =0 (11)
0=, =C (12)
ﬁqj,A:(/\UAz’""An)o
BRI H AL BN
W= sz,gou) (13)
Hep, B4 BB, AR K KT (Karush-Kuhn-

Tucher) ? 2]
Ady[(F,e(x))+b]-1+¢1=0 (14)
£(A-C)=0 (15)
R (14) R (15) R, 4 ¢ =0, 41 BB A B IE 5%
AHEE,0<A, < C; 2 £ #0, B BE A BEIR 4 B,
A =CXHR(13)FH, RE %0 <A, <CR,Fixt
RBLE B x, S AR W A TR, B,
R0 <A, <C A B K 325 17 & (support vector fi
B SV), BN FHERTRE S B BEE /| w]8E
AL, UL, KR BRI GRAEN - FE,
XELBRALRBRTUSH
f(x) = (W,p(2))+b
=Y Ayle(x) e(x))+ b (16)

mR(16) A, B FHESLBRERY X%
HAESEPHRARRS XRmMEBHAR, B, &
ERAVEMEEREBRS o HWEAKER, AT
ERFTEHARSENT, BERERES KN
BH

K(x;,x) ={p(x,),0(x)) (17)
MFRR(17) BB R B R, © WK R R E 2 R
B PR AR i B O 1 4 B A 2 Tl b ) — A 1R LY R
Wiz®, HitEIHLE N, BIE Hilbert-Schmidt
B, ABE—MEE W R Mercer &4, ERL AT LIE
K EE .

Wit bR AR, “EHREREAT LS R

g(x) = sgn( 2 ):,-yiK(x,.,x)+ I;) (18)

RO PHRBR I TURREEIFHE x, &
b= Y — zjiyiK(xi!xj) (19)

3 MREALEBERE

AR ERBE SVM J7 2 2 —Fh B 24 5 4 3
JE, M MR INAS BRGNS EBRTER (TR
TR R B BB B ) A KRR, Rl — X &
(one-against-all) 7 g ¥ L HE - Bl L A4 0,
3.1 fSHERE

BT AR B|BEES, BB RN FRERK
BEERBRRTNESPRBBE, FEHRER
B, Xt AR X 6 B B PR 4R, R LR A B E AR, —
B SRR IR B G R E KR IR SR AR B AR B R
M BIER AN R A PR ATEY
RRRRKEME [ YR ESBNIE E. SHHR
RBBAPE M L SRR B K E A
SRS B R ISR AEAE S SVM I Al B o

hTHRBRIAEE, FER LR ENSEE
BR— TR, R G T B R 8- BOHE LY R 3K
BERIHS MR RO AR E. BREFEKRYT R
sxs, Hp s HER WRHKESTHIEMNT :

-1 s-1

(1) REHE E-= —2 S Ku,v)

=0 v=0

(2) KEHHE
M= median{I1(0,0),1(0,1),,I(s-1,5s-1) }
Hd median| « | RARRPEBE,

B p(i,)) il FEBERKERY 4771054 6
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BRBESE A TR R, b i, j /R E SR, W i 3t
A SERERT 3 11 MBS E " I

DI ICHIICH IS
(4) H%EHE f= —2

0.0,

i

Of-FE fi= XY 6N T

i

j)zp(w)

®)VFE  fi= 33 [pGig) -p) Pp))

(MEREE  fi= ZZ #

i

OVRBE f= Y, ip.,, (D)
(10)FkE fi=- 3 pus, () log(p,, (D))

RFE fi= 3 G-, (D)

(12) 28 fo=- 3 p.,(Dlog(p., (i)
(%% fu= ¥ (=) Py (D)

CENXORD NI EXOED WD N

o, Ko, 53R p, () Fp, (i) EEMREE, N,
HEBROKESER,

B Dy MR i 2H 29 45 32 B o0 T WL SO SRR AE , B
PAICE s =5,d=1,0 43 FIH 0°.45°.90° K% 135°%
B, X BN ESENBRE, BN P ER
T 3ANRER K BERRAE AN 44 AN TR 75 1o B )R R 5038
FRIERR G W HAE N R EALE A T B

HTRERRASMETRERE FARAKE
SO TEERERFERR T /MERIEX 3 EKBFT
BT IR AR EHTIH — L EFEE, RAT
AAFREHFTH 1k

2xX-X,..-X
normal = Xm“ _ Xmin
S-S, S FEAENEE SRR EL -1,
11208,
3.2 BEHRERNSHAERE

N A SVM 4y BB, i TR AR BE L ELRHE
e 5 B S 30 R 4 R AIE 25 R B 3 A 45 P B B R Bk
5, AR, BAR 5 5L W SR A Z B B K

X min (20)

BB RREBLENHET CHTHE,BE
W ZRBEBRIT SENE T C s EiREmE
B BIBOR . BATE A REA R K(x,
2) =(x,2) , BUAL K(x,2) = ((x,2) + D)L

BB K(x,2) =exp( —”l‘—z”),;iurr,c h&

207
FRUHE, o HEHEAHRTE" . KEER
3 BN RS B Xt MR JRi B4R 8 > BRI
PMRBMIBEEZ T EIRR,

ESHCH o MEFET, RAZXHIERE",
HERMEREFAENGRAST N EANTE,BK
Brk-1 M TFERATINE B TH—-NFERTH
R,ERLASE HEAFAEFERSN T, &
HEEREHZRRE BEERZALRERDE
BENERIBH
3.3 XRHERRITIE

HEAE SVM 18 4> BB, 3 McGill k%
McConnell g B 45 0> B9 75 48 B8 E (hitp . //www.,
bic. mni. megill. ca/brainweb/) #4717 4> B LK, 3L
BRI E R K/NE 181 x 217 x 60, 1 i JEE X
3mm,LE R 2 4 T1 MNAL.3% BB S (40% B K
BRI A1 HE B MR R E SRR 26" Y] B EAT T IR
KR JRAER RS EERALN S E, KRR
VI ZhBE AR B BE DL N 2% B A L

F1RUIGEEARFCH 1500, 7 AR A% RE.
BFEBM ST 28 MR AL ERBRNZHRER
BRER, NRFPALUEE , ERARKWERNSHT B
SR REMZ IR E R K, EHEE RN Z 0%
RERZ, BHEMEREER/N . HINET R, X
R RS, — W, Y o HEN, BRIRERE
CHRTE/D, RREHEEREE C K, I%ES
REA BB /N B B, B E 2 56 KU /DS, DA T
PARER/N;FH—FE,H CEERN, ZHRERM
o WREAFERH B AT/NEERMBEE,H
FEFEEREFTY o BB, 5HEBFK VC 4R
K, BT T MEE IR EE K Y o BKRA,
EBH VCHER/D, BRTREIWMEZIHRE
ARG T, B ER AR RER SR % &
St B REA B KRR

R2AXRABHREAMB (0’ =0.5,=1000),
EARRINGHARTRHZHRELERER, Al1R
REAEG AR (0" =0.5,C=1000), X HEHK
BEE VN SGREABOE R A B, hER2 FE 1
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Tab.1 Comparative results in generalization error of different kernels and various model parameters

B %
c
R E 24
1 10 100 1000
K(x,z) =(x,2) 13.12 11.87 11.38 ) 10. 86
d=2 13.06 9.03 12.00 12.28
K(x,z) =({(x,z) +1)° d=3 9.56 12. 16 12.96 13.73
d=4 12.36 12. 14 14.98 15.83
o =2 13.49 12.55 11.80 10..32
2 _

Il - 2|2 a* =1 12. 81 12. 43 11.53 9.78

K(x,z) =exp( -—22—)
o ot =0.5 11.71 10.23 9.76 8. 68
a?=0.25 11.91 10. 61 9.69 8.77
d=2 22.06 21.95 15.98 16. 19
K(x,z) =%(x,z) +—;—(<x,z> +1)¢ d=3 32.63 27.86 28.20 26.33
d=4 17.11 15.32 15.27 15.02
d=2 22.13 28.43 27. 46 26.32
K(x,z) =(x,z) * ((x,2) +1)* d=3 24.81 22.59 18.71 22.66
d=4 23.31 18. 46 17.22 16. 43

%2 TEANGHEHETHILRELER VER/INBEABR THFT 22K,

Tab.2 Comparative results in generalization error of

different number of training examples

YA 200 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

ﬁg‘fi 10.24 8.59 9.58 8.68 8.85 8.49 9.10
0
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VIgRPEAR S

B XRFmEREISEAREANELESR

Fig.1 Tendency of number of support vectors with the

increase of number of training examples

ALLE S, EVGREAREER, XA EHEK
BREZAREELBE /D, TR, SVM FHEES

# 3 R BP-MLP™ 3 (RAI3 B4 . K
BMABY A HE BEES MR WHE4AT
AL AR N1500) B REE (RES SN
41.85 K 130) & SVM ¥ (3R A & 1 42 1) B ok 4K
a2 =0.5,C=1000,Jl ZEA% K 1500) %t MR K
HAEBR#THERERELK.

£3 TRASUAFEHERXRRLE
Tab.3 Comparative results in error ratio of

different approaches

BP-MLP

S E T £ HE SVM

HERE(%) 9.88 12.49 8.68

B2 3 MR 78Xt MR iR B R H AT 2
BIMERE, ME2 ZHEHLBRLGREN SVM T
BT MR 20 42 B AR A0 2 07T LIRS0 89 o )
g3,
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(a) Ji¥ MR B (b) BHH (c) BP-MLP (d) BRMEE (e) SVM %

B2 ARAGEHFTENIHERE

Fig.2 Visual segmentation results of different approaches
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