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Abstract: Aiming at the limitations of extracting retinal features from single-mode retinal images, we
proposed a multi-modal retinal disease diagnosis model based on multi-level and multi-scale attention
fusion network. Firstly, the multi-level attention network and multi-scale attention network were
designed for color retinal images and retinal optical coherence tomography respectively, and the fusion
features were obtained by merging at the feature layer. Secondly, the weighted loss function of the
two modes and the loss function of the fusion features were added to extract the unique and
complementary information of the two modes in order to improve the accuracy of retinal disease
diagnosis. The results of evaluation experiments on the MMC-AMD dataset and GAMMA dataset
show that the proposed model outperforms the current mainstream models and has superior diagnostic
effect.
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BB LA R RS 52 905 60 45 4 PR 1 A0 190 RS 78 L Ol MR B 4 8 AR OC 7 B8 BE 7 1% Cage-related
macular degeneration, AMD) A, Horfr, 45 I AH OGP B 50 A8 14 A7 DG IR & AR B . o UL 1 R IS 5
Bl &4 1% % @ IR iIE B 1% (color fundus photography, CFP). #i F & % 2= 41 T Wr 2 % & (optical
coherence tomography, OCT) FIHRJE 76 %K I & ¥ (fundus fluorescein angiography, FFA)SE,

1A 43 B R B9 09 11 B AL B2 W F o 40 2 41 %0 IR IR IBHE. Huang 5514 1 T —Fh i 2%
PEGI T A M BB Transformer(SSIT) o F T4 IR A0 0 0 42 PR 14 3 4. BRI OCT J2: HRJEEHE
I3 12 T 0% A B PR AR L R B R A ME 2 T Y S BRI, Chen SV 4R T — FhORT AU (9 R AF 28
Transformer M %% (FIT-Net) . ffi AL BE OCT 2 Wi B UL 98 (PMD. Elsharkawy 285 8 H T —Fp
ET UM OCT B+ H AL B2 W7 vk, Gl ok 25 0 = 24 10 009 JRE i A5 G 00 -5 S0 4 R s i 00 IR0 o 722

BT IR 5 2% s DRt UG P — A B 2502 W IR IS 9 i 15 8 A Jmy B PR 7 S B s IR 9 1oz 1 o
B A AT IR IR IZ W R FE v, SRR S 2RO F R IR S B AES  G A Hl k. BRTE A 1R
ZE T ZBEMIRIESA IS WA L 52 T —F & 1 CFP Fl FEA B J5 ik, JE T B R
FIE B A — A 45 B3 R B (Softmax) % A AT e 27 20 AR 285 AN A8 55 AR AR 5 AR RURRAE 52 B RIS 9 1Y 4
25, Li SUTHR T — Bl B R G T S (CANet) . 8 i #8 R PR 2 18] 19 PN 78 B 28 156 6 43 b IR
AL 10 525 8 FITARE DR o 1 R K

CFP AL W BE OCT S PR 15 FH 04 W AR BRI PR . Hua 585 H] CFP 45 & 50000 6 2 A T
JZE A ML R (SS-OCTAD R B 1400 199 1B 22 B 7 SR . Liu 482 $2 1 1T CFP A4 9 Ji
OCT Z54 0, B 7 BRBE B A R0 N T4 Bl 0 A Bl DR 5 P 400 190 JE5 742 1 W aff M. Han 559 ff F CFP
FIALMEE OCT X AMD BEAT 7338, AL 1 — AN RBES ST AL I RO T8 SO 2 A T2 B DX 2 A4
I P A 0% R DG PE B B AR B WP Y. Wang S8 HE T o 31 i 22 B35 36 AR 28 ) 26 (MM-CNIND L 3 52
2 RIS A 256 CFP MM B OCT JAIME B, He SEUHEH T — ol B9 2 85075 00 N I 15 40 25 1)
PSR B B R4 (modality-specific attention network, MSAN), & H H T CFP F48 M fE OCT
FUR RS R RS WHRE. Yu S R I T —F e T Transformer B9 BB 2% W45, FHFAH L
fil - CEP AR OCT 2 Wi IRBHE .

Z S IR IE W 3 12 A B A T A feff SRR AS I A AL, (BURS [R) BE2S UR AP TE RS i e MR R, W 4T
X EARBES, QB A RRAE , XN E S A R AR ST 0 DA 4R i MR IS S A2 W ROCR . B XS Bk
(R, A SCHR H— A2 T 2 )2 R 2 R B 1Al G M 48 (multi-level and multi-scale attention fusion
network, MLMSAFN) ] T Z B IR IKEER 2 M. % @ IR E EHR AL OCT #2441t 7 3¢ T 40
FRE R R R B AME L BRI, B T AN 1 3 S, FERRAE)Z HE— LRGP S
R JES 55 12 W B A 38 AR SC T B TTRRAN T -

D 3R R EBRIE T2 2R E ST M % (multi-level attention network, MLAN). fF8& T ™
#% )2 (A 0 A B 38 1 & ) (channel attention, CA)F1%5 [0 & J (spatial attention, SA), i iE & J1F|
FH A FRGE T8 22 18] B A SC PR 8 s R AR 3R 58, S N B R E R, 2 2 T 2 M 52 )2
ik, T4 290 2 B AT 7 0] BRRRAE . QT B ARAE , S ARRPERAE . IR EEARAE . DT B R
AR RS G 1 43 s M.

2) XTI RIE OCT #1122 ROE I & 1 M 4% (multi-scale attention network, MSAN). i 5 iFHh
240 22 ROBERAAE P B9 A 8805 2 R A TR RUBE A9 IR R R 23 Dy — R BVRRAE B 51, DAAS [m) RUJEE 3R A5
1% 4= )7 class token, 5l i35 T M 4515 2 H) RIS class token 3, F5 AR 4 W 45 (CNND FY JR 43 4iE
Y5 Transformer B4 AR IEA S &, T8 = AL B OCT 19 73 25 PR fE.

3) RG22 U R ) 2% R AE R 22 RUBE T B 28 B R AE 19 B Rl G AR, R RIS
PR A5 2% R ORI AL 0 I OCTT 45 2% R BUINAL . 5 il 5 R IR 1) 458 2 R ORI AR A5 B 2 i 00 2K eR . Jl
PrEOEAE 7 % . MLMSAFN A] LU R SRS AR B 0T .2 2] ZBORRHE R R . T H 5 2 150 25 R IS 5% 9
12 W B RCR.



45 ) SRR . A LT AR 4 N T A TR 2 10 2 DR W 785

1 HiFxigit

Z)Z R L RO 78 1A W 2% 25 40 A0 45 BRI BE 1) MLAN AL B OCT (1) MSAN, DL &
FABCBC X o 5 % R IR A 1 b 7
1.1 MKEN

AR WE T Z 2R E RE T EJIf G W% 0 2 88 IR R 5512 W A8 & 1 BR.
MLMSAFN £ 8 8 35E F ResNet18™, £ %F % (@ HR K R % T 22 0GE B S R4, FEEF 90 R
OCT &t T ZREFE MY, ERIEZHETRG, 15386 FR1E . TR % @ IR B8 R R js
OCT EIMR R Kk BREGHETT AL, 5 fl& RRAE 45 ¢ pR BRI . A5 2SI 2k pREL.
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Fig. 1 Framework of multi-level and multi-scale attention fusion network for multi-modal retinal disease diagnosis model
L1.1 RERRKERS X
BT R B2 Wi A 8 T FERE RS g | B L, A B T B TR A R AR SR ICRE
I IR €0 IR S R0 22 2 i 78 0 N 4% 3 28 40 455 4 BT & ) BB 3k (convolutional block attention
module, CBAM) ™" HI£E 5 2 J2 B 45 LR (Focus MLP) . 35 ANIA 2 FIEL 3 Bi7R.

R 2R

s S N RN
it N GEmeid—g . ﬁ*r &@md
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Fig. 2 Convolutional attention module
M & 2 AT 0L, CBAM 5S4 475 38 308 v 2 RS [RIVE & ). e M RRAE 19 30 08 ¢ & L A i 18 T
B E SR )E R S Y304k CAvgPool) - AE Fl i K £k (MaxPool) SR 1k K P4 R 45 AiE 43 91 45 A S
LW s B TR OR ARG R RAAE 1) B P F RS PROE. 1% I 4% R )2 B2 A B 22 2
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e (MLP). i i 4 8 ) O i B BARAE 0 A a0 B2 A9 A AR I AR SR . 3 1 1 3 ) BB SR

CA(2) =6(MLP(AvgPool(x)) +MLP(MaxPool(x))) , (D
Hod o 7~ Sigmoid BIEREL, « Tk A.
TS T T T T 34 T R R R A 45 4 L AR A EE AR B, W, bR
B HZ TG, Al g2 o) g = K. l'a—lﬂi/%fjﬂ‘%ﬁ%ﬂiijﬂ
SA(x) =6(f7" (Concat AvgPool(z) ,MaxPool(z) ])), (2)

Hirp o IR Sigmoid #UE BRE, /77 RN IEPE AR K
INRTXT BERIEE, Concat Rn iE HE#1E.

B BT B SE 45 8 — > T [ RR AR R
)3 E M A R %ﬁh&%ﬁ%%i
DUVRRAE B S5 DAGE 7 38 N RRAE Al Ak, 76 )2 [ &
BUEE B, F T BARFEME, F8 ot
RIS SRR AIE . 2 )2 B 3E N RFE 4 Ak 15 3% A

T2 AT

R JEE T4 B8 O O R AR LI
T T 9 2% fa th R R S BN N £ R 2 2 IR H3 £SsERaEEth
e, K 3, EEZ BB EH -2 Fig.3 Focus MLP module
#ﬂﬁ(layer normalization, LN — P E R L0 (GELU) P U2 . SR )5 & — )2 Dropout

2. BEilad — BAE R AT R 19 B B A B R GRS R R S R R E.
1.1.2 %HH}% OCT 2 %

NHEMME OCT 2 REFE MK FETA 52 RE Transformer (multi-scale transformer,
MSTOBEH AL M H (LD A B, £ R Transformer #5 He 6 35 52 6 i AL 5200k A B0 28 P 552
SEHINLE i . %3k R I (multi head attention, MHA) . H {# % J1 (self attention, SA) 1% /2 EAI#S.

B ETERMA RN 4 HEZ RERIEI 25 1X 1 B (Convl X D X RRAESEAT B 4E, 1E N
MST BEH A, £ 150 H T MST BH M 4 2 (MST,, i=1,2,3.4, i RxBKZH SHER,
WIEFIER AT . 4 . Z 2R . B RAT 1X1 DL K.

X1 % RE Transformer 2 E &

Table 1 Parameter information of multi-scale Transformer

Z FRAE R A R e ke AN RN
MST, 224 X224 X 64 1024 2 048 224X 224 X4 16
MST, 112X 11264 512 1024 112X 1128 8
MST; 5656128 256 512 5656 X 16 4
MST, 28X 28X 256 128 256 28X 28X 32 2

%2 R JF Transformer BHUNE 4 775, Transformer ™ i1 F B 42 i He4E Fy i A class token, 1
BRI EIMAZR D, KRR 2 € RV S — R 2, € RV PO Hah H W 4331 R i
ANBMR R R BRI SRS, C N IERL, P A BN EERIW AR, N=HW/P* A% X skl
Transformer (45561 #x A% A
Transformer 75 H Jr A 2 o i HIE & B TE M 8 K/ R D, i v 2% 2 1) E LAY . 8% 52 il
AWH S D 4E, 2, E. EE R T O 15852 1% A & B, T Transformer {4 % 45 # £k 51 R
AR, DA I R RE A B e S I 2 S 5 e A DUOR BR A B R, BN B A et E L A5 ) i ARRE TS 2
2o = (2 E,2E 2 E) +E,., EE€ R"*OP  E € RV, (3)
Z R FEEIEAR Q) B K FE (V) 43 5 [F 27 2 I SR T MOIRE M. SR A XX
SEA ) HEAUE 0 B B AR TR AT AT 2 R R . Rk SR s AT I HOF BRI, A R A A
Wt 2 S R AR URAE . AR Sk 22 ) BIE B, il AR 2. BJE R AR, T
AL 3G LT SCRIE SUE B B im AR OC R, I B R
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4 % R E Transformer & 1R

Fig. 4 Multi-scale Transformer module

MHA((z, ;) =Concat(A', -, A", -, AM)W°, (4)

A" =SelfAttention2(Q" ,K" V"), (5)

Horfr, Concat RIRIELEAE: mEM KR ZRFBEIMRT: W€ RV RIRE M ok 800 2 506 15
D, =D/M JEE4E%; Q" =2, Wi K" =z, Wi, V' =z, Wy, ZEIEE Wy € RV, Wi €

R“Pw, Wye RV P, ) Q"€ R, HEK"E€R, {HV"E R fEAER P, AWK FRR
NV MBAER IR D, FIEIH—EhRiR . 54T Scale #4F .

SelfAttention(Q" ,K" ,V") = Softm Q(K)Tj A& (6)
e en n ) N = ax .
VD

ZIZBMIERZIH— b, FEBANZREE NG, RER AL Z A, H— D EinR2Es
PEBLTT S PR AT PR R R 2 YT R AR, SR AR RN 2 B A R R A
Z RJ¥ Transformer (4526147 & 4405 J5 13580k 20— sk 22 3. 78 2 )2 A £ ki
BRI HZH e, BN ZZRAGMEZ R ER RN HERZEE. 2B MZ )2 A
i InTE—E, 26 H K. i BERH
2z, =MHA(LN(z, ) + 2, h=1,2,,H, (7
2, =MLP(LN(z/)) +=2,,  h=1,2,,H. (8)
e PEf AN K 5 R R, B S AT UL, LD Ak i — 22l — )2 Dropout EM . BEZR
T*?Tramformcr B B RRAE S HUR class token, A =2 iEH G &t LD Bk, 5%@?@5%}%%%
R, A LD B T XN R RO A RRAE 13 81 2 ) B0 R A BE AT IR A AL T R
FKoRH
Out =LD(Concat(LLD(Concat(MST, ,MST, ,MST;)),MST,, AvgPool(x))), 9)
Hor, o Fon B T 45 B RRAE, 20t — 233 fk C(AvgPooD) ;5 Out
FeR ki AR TE 5 Concat o8 % ##1E.
1.1.3 ##E
Zo AR 1 IR JEC 92 975 12 DB A TR AR 0 ™ Ak ) HR I B A B X, (DR (LR IS &
(R APR R B OCT A i B JEE 6119 S 0 275 R A S 31 A A 2 AR
SERBCHR IR . DRSO IR RSB 12 WA MR bR R B S BEEHRR
SR A A, AN hR A % IR R T S5 00 OCT g4 Mg S Linear output module
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VERC. flhn, 70 Zhde b g W TP A A OC M BB A MEHR % a A1 b, ARZEH Set® B Set'. ARk AR
JIE BRI 1~5 sk AN SF L OCT B, Set*={C", 01,05}, Set"={C",0},0%,0%,0%}, CH O
I3 F R AR ER AR R OCT. X F{(C*, 0D, (C*,OM}=1,2 H j=1,2,3,4), F 6 ¥f™
FETLXT o AR AR FOEC O B, A 12 ASSEEIECXT, T LN 2 A S I S S 48] A A
1.1.4 Zaf#Hkast

ARSI A5 R pRBICR FH 28 AR 45 2Kk PRI (CrossEntropylLoss) » 22 X

CE=CrossEntropyLossZ—LZy,'lOg Yl (10)
noi—

Hop oy, RS0 RIRER R ESE . v 2R g5 0 IR EMR 20 BOAE . » o BRI R AN EL
Sert B A K R R P PR A8 SUI Jimr o P R A IR TS 1R 9 52 3L I 358 P 1 49 3 e 2 G 52 3L
k.

SRR PR L R iR R (RS RR B R R Lo, LR OCT 4512 PREL L., F11
F AR R BREL Lion » E LA

Ly, =CE(P®,y), Gy
L. =CE(P",y), 12
Lyion = CE(PI" 1), (13
SRR PR L yeran 7E SN
Lot =a X Loy, + (1 —a) X Lo + Lisgion s (14)

Horp o IR PR TR IR IS KRR AL B OCT 2k AL L EE, v RO G5 @ X g R IC & 43 2
M ESAE, P KRG i B ORI ER KM IE, Py Roxgi's « SLMBE OCT 432 iy 35000 {F .
P KRGS 0BG FHAE 2 A BOAE. L oweran VN 250R (LIRS 43 3 BUMIIRE OCT 43 3 MRl & 53
3. G PRELAE T % . MLMSAFN 7] LU 3R B AR BT Ho2% 2] ZRUS R IEFR R,
1.2 EEtRkE

A S HER R (Accuracy) o K5 i 8 (Precision) . & A& (Recall) . F,-Score. R #1E (Sensitivity)
ARE 5 (Specificity) /BRI M 12 W6 1L (9 1 48 A5, 2030058 o
TP+ TN

Aceuracy =5 T Ep L TN N (%
Precision = %EFP, (16)
Recall:%, amn

Sensitivity = TPFEripFN , (18)

Specificity = TNTi—EFP’ (19)

F,-Score — 2 X Precision X Recall 2TP (20)

Precision 4+ Recall  2TP + FP + FN’
Horb TP, TNLFP # EN 2350 378 B . ECEAE 5 PR A i 9 44

2 XBEREHH

2.1 XWiFE
2.1.1 #H#HE#E

ST SR A S LS B BRI B e 2 MMC-AMD fil GAMMA. ¥ 4 MMC-AMD Ui 4 F b 52
MERRRH T2, TR 28 AMD 4028, %8RI 5 829 B2 & A 1 093 HARAE, I
e BAIRKES 1094 3%, B Topcon HRJEAHHLAAS ; 817 HHIREE Mk BI& S 1~5 sk M B OCT



%3 H SRR, . T 2R R IRl G R4 1 2280285 IR B 12 Wi A 2 789

A%, OCT EME I 1 289 3k, i Topcon OCT ##LAI Heidelberg OCT MHAHLIRAF. A0 AMD #47 4
SRR W, Bz BRI L S TR R A, P I 2R P R BRI BRI IR B OCT 43
B 934 5K A1 1 009 5k, BUFESES A 80 sk AN137 5K, MK HE /B4 80 sk Ml 143 5k, HHE 5 LK,
BV YA R e 450 50 45 21

Bk GAMMA HI T3 288 OGIR 7328 . ol 100 AECXF 9 3D #L RIS OCT 1 2D % iR
IR MG AL A, FOER 8 3 2850 AN IEH, 26 N, 24 gD, HA a4 3D OCT &
256 4 2D B b FI I A, B R R/ R 512992, A PR AN [R] K /N R 6 IR JEE R4 . 2 992X 2 000
F11 956 X1 934, XFiZ BG4 AT H AT 38 LB IE.
2.2 ERAFERSHRE

SEECFE Ubuntu 24 F b7 #4E, i PyTorch IR S HELL, R A PyCharm SE8 &, M4
YT HE GPU 2651 NVIDIA GTX4090s. ffi H ki #ILA4S B T B4 1k (stochastic gradient descent,
SGD) B % W28 HEAT P Ak, 52 30 i ik Ab B R /NI Ry 16, FI 4R 2% 2 F iy 0. 005, AUHE Wik RN
0.000 1, F/N¥E RN 1 X107, ] Resnet £ ImageNet b 47 I 5.
2.2 ELWHERSH
2.2.1 AR EERESMEESHHERA

FEHHEE MMC-AMD &, % 2~3 5 85180 T 1IE % (Normal) . - 4F % #H ¢ M 5% B A8 14
(DryAMD) | & PR Dk £ B 1l 487905 28 (PCV) o BRPEAFE 88 AH DGV 1 B 2 M (Wet AMD) 43 2R 75 0, RIS &1
1% (CFP) . W B 2240 T W7 2 L% (OCT) LA B 245 T 1 40 45 3.

2 ERH%REREREESG. UNBELFETHERGRSESTHE R

Table 2 Comparison results of normal classification in CFP, OCT and multi-modal %
B R F,-Score S LES
FEIRIEE & 99.0 99.0 99.7 99.0
PR PO S 51 2 AR T T 2 AR 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100. 0
8 MR I 11+ AL 190 RO 25 A T W7 2 U 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100.0
x3I TFUHEREAXEERTHESXRERCREESG. ANELZETHERGMEESTHERILL
Table 3 Comparison results of DryAMD classification in CFP, OCT and multi-modal %
S R F,-Score FSE H o %
8 IR 1514 77.0 73.9 89.0 71.0
PRI R ' 27 A0 T 18 2 AR 86. 8 92.7 99. 8 99.5
R 10 R G el 5 - R I IR 2 A0 2 AR 85. 8 92.3 100. 0 100. 0
*4 EARREREONERENXEVERKEESR. AMELZETFHERGANSESTHE R
Table 4 Comparison results of PCV classification in CFP, OCT and multi-modal %
A R F\-Score 1S Hio %
T (0 BR R B4 62.0 65.8 90. 7 70.1
RO S 51 2 AR T T 2 R 80. 4 80.9 91.1 81.4
R 10, TR PRl 5+ R 0 JIRE 2 A0 T )2 A% 82.1 84.9 94,2 87.8
x5 EUFHREXUEERTESREREREESG. ANEXEFETHERGMSKEETHHNERITEE
Table 5 Comparison results of WetAMD classification in CFP, OCT and multi-modal %
BEZs RN F,-Score 3 e
IR 15114 60.0 61.8 86.7 63.7
PO S 51 2 AR T T 22 A 79.0 74.0 87.2 69. 6
R A0, TR G TR 5+ R 0 JIKE 2 A T W )2 I A% 85.3 77.3 86. 9 70.6

& 2~%& 5 i, AMD 2R R RN TSR R, R 2 MIEHHIh, Fras
PRTEZ B 135 100%. 7638 3 T AMD 432, 2RISR/ REE 5 B 4 R 45 BB IR, B8
R E 2B RBORTELF. 23R 4 M PCV 4325, Z RIS IR BHE 0 R it ik 82. 1%, Fi-Score ik
84.9%. TEF 5 MBM AMD 7325, ZHISIRIKER M R L 85.3% . F\-Score ik 77. 3%.
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2.2.2 HE LR

6 4 T EHESE MMC-AMD FITHRSEI 25 8. 3k 6 vl L, R EIRIEEG T, L Fism
THEBE RSB S 22 BN, 78 B T M52 RN TS R R SR ) A IR /&
B HTRAE . 20 5 R R I B4R TF, Fo-Score 35 74. 5%, WHRELIRE T 1.8 N1 /0 A, MM Rk
74.0%, LIRS T 2 N HES A BINESZ)ZEMERY, 55808 Y 1E, 1453
MLAN %3 PR 2%, Fi-Score i5x3] 75.1%. MM OCT w1, 7EFELL FHRMZ R JE Transformer #iHt,
Fi-Score 8 T 1.7 AN ET A, WHEEST T 2. 1 MES A BMEREZE IR, 52 R F
Transformer BB P/, 15 5] MSAN #5 53ME R 4%, HER KI5 84.5%. Bl& R 4% MLMSAFN () i K
ik 86.4%, F,-Score ik 88. 6%, AL FILLRBIAL, MBI A B RIRTE. NI AFE, JAXFM T T
gl HAth R o B AR R — B

£6 HMLBER

Table 6 Results of ablation experiments %
P Ji ik HET R F,-Score
o MR B4 Lk 72.0 72.7
B+ BRI B 74.0 74.5
B+ BRI B B A 58 2 B IR 74.5 75.1
L 1) JE ' 2 AH 1 T J2 1B ek 81.5 84.6
Fek +LZ N Transformer 83.6 86. 3
Fezk 4 Z R Transformer + 35 FF & S A5 B 84.5 86.9
A MR TR 48—+ R I TG 27 AR T B8 2 B 5 BEL 83. 4 86. 1
B+ BT TR 84.2 86.7
B+ BT BN E R+ BN BRAS 84.9 87.3
SR+ B R B+ B i 2 R A A+ 86. 4 88.6

% R Transformer

2.2.3 WEHTFALWEREN TN
FTHH TR E MMC-AMD I o X 2B S RIKEHR IS WA R W, k& 7 o]0, 24
a=0.5 i}, MLMSAFN 7 %I 5 5 5 -,
®7 oW ESESRRERSHERNHZM

Table 7 Effect of & on multi-modal retinal disease diagnosis model %
a HEAf R F,-Score a VR F,-Score
0.1 83.6 86. 4 0.6 83.5 86. 6
0.2 84.9 87.4 0.7 82.0 85.3
0.3 85.6 88.0 0.8 84.5 87.3
0.4 85.9 88.0 9 85.2 87.4
0.5 86.4 88.6

2.2.4 H T %83tk
S A G T 45 e R I . % 8 B T i ] Resnet18, Resnet34, Resnet50,
Resnet101 B T ML HEE MMC-AMD F B3 245 R, 31X 4 B 45 B0 28 452 B0 i I8 2 B i g . i
F 8 ML, TERUE S MMC-AMD |, A SCHEH Y MLAN Fil MSAN W 454 |l Resnet18 2 Bi HY 8 47 1
AMD 2 Wi, Bl P28 TR BE (3G 0 . 2 O 2 T AN B .
R8 EHIEE MMC-AMD tRE B F WM& ExtEE

Table 8 Performance comparison of different backbone networks on MMC-AMD dataset %
[®¥] £ HEHH R F,-Score E2S W R F,-Score
Resnetl8 86. 4 88.6 Resnet50 83.8 86. 6
Resnet34 85.7 88.0 Resnetl101 84.9 87.5

2.2.5 EF A HUE AT Y
e R 2B R, R EE A MMC-AMD L FH A H08E X 6 22 )2 R &2 RO 7 2 7 il
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ZRAE RS R. 3% 9 B T (0T AR BRCRC -5 P X R ACTC A B X L5 2R R TS X v R €8 IR RS 21 8RN
LR EE OCT i 2 0 28 107 A 2 FH XS HR B 4 2 504 0o, AR i 2 9 2SN RS2 i), i — 2D 4R = 12 T
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Table 9 Comparison results between not using loose pairing and using loose pairing %
¥ 2% HETh F,-Score
ESE N REv- Wik Sel CE A CN IS 4RO ) 77.9 81.3
ZIZWEZ RIEERIIRE M % 86. 4 88.6
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Table 10 Comparison of classification results of different methods on MMC-AMD dataset %
B DR TERf R F,-Score
IR 1 5 CFP-CNN-V 71.7 77.4
COMNet-CFP % 73.1 75.0
MLAN 74.5 75.1
PRI R 27 A0 T 18 2 A5 CFP-CNN™Y 81.8 88. 6
COMNet-OCT & 83.8 86.5
MSAN 84.5 86.9
8 MR JFE PR+ A0 190 158 ' 2 A T 7 2 LA Scik[24] 69.0 79.2
EarlyFusion 77.9 85.6
LateFusion 79.2 86.9
MM-CNN 80. 4 87.2
COMNet-#! 84.9 86. 2
MLMSAFN 86. 4 88.6
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e i B 4 B ) A AU I 4. MM-CNINEYY 5 2 il COROLLAMS Jy 3k 4 1 22 58 25 MR e R A o i
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R AR OCT BRI EAME S, i 11 ] 0L, AR SO 2RSS Wi B2 4 1 A A 152 10 4 57
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Table 11 Comparison of classification results of different methods on GAMMA dataset %
J7 k% R G i % e 1k F\-Score
MBSaNet " 73.0 77.4 88.6 73.9
DKCNet™" 79.6 80.2 91.3 79.6
MM-CNN™ 78. 4 83.5 91.1 79.8
COROLLA™ 80. 1 82.6 92.3 80.9
MLMSAFN 81.0 81.5 92.7 82.3

02 //— [~PEAMD(AUC=0.91) 02 |- ,/— P AMD(AUC=0.98) 02 ,/— FFEAMD(AUC=0.99)
: L PCV(AUC=0.89) : e PCV(AUC=0.95) : L PCV(AUC=0.98)
o ko —WHEAMD(AUG-0.85) o L7 TWHEAMDAUC=0.90) o L7 T HEAMDAUG=094)
0 02 04 06 08 10 0 02 04 06 08 10 0 02 04 06 08 10
S Sk FrsebE
(A) O ERIMLAN (B) MM EOCTHYMSAN (C) BIFMLMSAFN

B 6 FRBEALHIEE MMC-AMD k5% AUC th
Fig. 6 AUC curves classified by different models on MMC-AMD dataset
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Fig. 7 Confusion matrix classified by different models on MMC-AMD dataset
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Fig. 8 t-SNE visualization results of CFP Fig. 9 t-SNE visualization results of OCT
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