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Abstract

[Objective]

To develop a Computer-aided diagnosis (CAD) system for plane
frontal hip X-rays with a deep learning model trained on a large
dataset collected at multiple centers. We also investigate the
possibility of improving the diagnosis rate of hip fractures by using
this CAD system as a diagnostic aid by a multicenter resident.
[Materials and Methods].

We included 5295 cases with neck fracture or trochanteric
fracture who were diagnosed and treated by orthopedic surgeons
using plane X-rays or computed tomography (CT) or magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI) who visited each institution between
April 2009 and March 2019 were enrolled. Cases in which both
hips were not included in the photographing range, femoral shaft
fractures, and periprosthetic fractures were excluded, and 5242
plane frontal pelvic X-rays obtained from 4,851 cases were used for
machine learning. These images were divided into 5242 images
including the fracture side and 5242 images without the fracture
side, and a total of 10484 images were used for machine learning.
A deep convolutional neural network approach was used for
machine learning. Pytorch 1.3 and Fast.ai 1.0 were used as
frameworks, and EfficientNet-B4, which is pre-trained ImageNet
model, was used. In the final evaluation, accuracy, sensitivity,
specificity, F-value and area under the curve (AUC) were
evaluated. Gradient-weighted class activation mapping (Grad-
CAM) was used to conceptualize the diagnostic basis of the CAD
system. For 31 residents and 4 orthopedic surgery fellows,
diagnostic imaging tests were carried out on 300 photographs of
hip fracture randomly extracted from the test image data set used
in the accuracy verification, and (1) the rate of correct diagnosis in
the situation without diagnostic aid, and (2) the rate of correct
diagnosis in the situation with diagnostic aid by the CAD system
were evaluated, respectively.

[Results]

The diagnostic accuracy of the learning model was accuracy of 96.
1%, sensitivity of 95.2%, specificity of 96.9%, F-value of 0.961, and
AUC of 0.99. The cases who were correct for the diagnosis showed
generally correct diagnostic basis using Grad-CAM. In the
diagnostic imaging tests, diagnostic ability was significantly
improved by using the diagnosis support of the CAD system for the
resident, and it became equivalent to the orthopedic surgery
fellows without support of the CAD system.

[Conclusions]

The CAD system using deep learning model which we developed
was able to diagnose hip fracture in the plane X-ray with the high
accuracy, and it was possible to present the decision reason. And,
the possibility of contributing to the diagnosis rate improvement
was considered in the field of actual clinical practice such as
emergency department, where residents are assumed to be in
charge of the initial treatment.

Index Terms - Artificial Intelligence, Deep learning, Hip fracture

1. Introduction

In Japan, as many as 13 million elderly people have
osteoporosis [311[32]. Fragility fractures such as hip
fractures and spinal fractures associated with
osteoporosis are also increasing, with 200,000
patients suffering from hip fractures annually in
particular [23]. Patients with hip fracture are
required to be admitted to the hospital as soon as
possible because their walking ability and level of

daily living are greatly reduced and their vital
prognosis is greatly affected [4] [9].

Many patients with hip fracture visit the emergency
department because they have difficulty walking due
to pain. In emergency department, clinicians are
exposed to excessive time and mental stress, which
can cause fatigue and misdiagnosis [2] [11]. In
previous studies, the misdiagnosis rate at the initial
diagnosis for hip fractures was said to be 7 - 14% [10]
[5]. This tendency is particularly pronounced in
emergency department where patients with hip
fractures present and initial treatment is provided by
residents [19]. Delay in diagnosis and treatment
worsens prognosis [27], and misdiagnosis can also
lead to medical litigation [2]. To prevent misdiagnosis,
radionuclide bone scans, computed tomography (CT),
and magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) as well as
plain X-rays are recommended as additional
diagnostic imaging when diagnosis is difficult [10]
[24], but they are not ones that can be done urgently
in all institutions.

In recent years, deep learning, a method of machine
learning using multi-layered neural networks, has
emerged and improved the accuracy of computer
image recognition [12]. The research which applied
this is widely studied in the medical field, and many
research results have already been published [17].
The research also advances in the field of orthopedics,
and the diagnosis of fracture by artificial intelligence
(AD using the deep learning approach is reported for
various parts including ankle joint and wrist joint
first reported by Olczak et al in 2017 [22] [15]. In
addition, a previous study reported that clinicians
can significantly improve the diagnosis rate for wrist
fractures with computer-aided diagnosis (CAD)
system using Al [20]. However, these are the results
of a single institution that developed these systems,
and since the subjects of diagnostic imaging test are
orthopedic surgeons and emergency physicians, it is
not clear to what extent they contribute to improving
the diagnostic ability of residents who actually work
in emergency department.

Therefore, in order to carry out the research which
assumed clinical use, we created a large data set of
plane X-rays of the hip fractures imaged by various
protocols collected 1in the multi-institutional
collaboration. Then, the training of the deep learning
model was carried out using the data set, and the
CAD system which could offer the judgment reason
was developed. Then, we trained the deep learning
model using the data set and developed a CAD
system which offered the decision basis. In this study,
we hypothesized that the CAD system would
significantly improve the diagnosis rate for hip
fractures among residents.



Table 1. Facility information of participating medical institutions

Gamagori Tsushima Nagoya Daini Overall P-value
City Hospital City Hospital Red Cross Hospital
Medical sphere (people) 140 thousand 300 thousand 570 thousand 1,010 thousand <0.01
Number of ambulances per year in 2019 3,351 4,380 12,726 20,457 <0.01
Number of emergency patients in 2019 14,131 13,724 37,713 65,568 <0.01
Number of residents in 2019 7 11 47 65 <0.01
X-ray generator MODEL TF-6TL-6 UD150L-40 DHF-153HII
(TOSHIBA, Japan) (SHIMADZU, Japan) (HITACHI, Japan)
Image file format .Jpeg .dem .jpeg
Image size 4892x4020 pixel 3451%2836 pixel 2039%1380 pixel
fracture (7 cases), and cases of periprosthetic fracture
(32 cases) were excluded. Finally, 5242 plane frontal
2. Materials and Methods hip X-rays taken at the time of injury in 4851 cases
(Sex: 1193 males, 3658 females, mean age at injury:
2.1 Patient Registration 81.1 years old (95%CI: 69.6,92.6)) were used for the
study (Figure 1).
This study was conducted with the approval of the
ethics committee of each hospital. This multicenter 2.2 Evaluation of the fracture type
collaborative development study collected medical
images from 3 hospitals (Gamagori City Hospital, Two orthopedic surgeons (YS, TA) assessed the
Tsushima City Hospital, Nagoya Daini Red Cross presence and the type of fracture. The Kappa statistic
Hospital) in Aichi Prefecture, Japan. The Nagoya of inter-rater agreement for the presence or absence
Daini Red Cross Hospital is an emergency medical of these fractures was 0.91. If the results differed, the
institution in a city with a population of 2.3 million. two were consulted to determine the presence of a
On the other hand, Gamagori City Hospital and fracture. To classify the fracture type, we used the
Tsushima City Hospital are emergency medical Garden classification(Garden classification stage
institutions in local cities with populations of 5 - LILIILIV : G/S I-IV) for neck fractures [3] and the old
70,000, respectively. The background of the three AO/OTA classification for trochanteric fractures
institutions is shown in Table 1. (AO/OTA 31-A1,A2,A3) [14], considering the inter-
We included 5295 cases of neck fractures or rater agreement in previous studies. Fractures of the
trochanteric fractures that were diagnosed and greater trochanter of the femur in which the fracture
treated by orthopedic surgeons using plane X-rays or line did not reach the medialcortex on MRI were
CT or MRI in outpatient visits to each institution classified as isolated great trochanter fracture [21].
between April 2009 and March 2019. Among these 5024 cases (95.8%) were diagnosed from hip frontal
5295 cases, 391 cases suffered hip fracture on one plain X-rays, 97 cases (1.9%) from lateral X-rays, and
side during the study period and subsequently 121 cases (2.3%) from CT or MRI. Table 2 shows the
suffered a hip fracture on the opposite side. We also classification of fracture types. There was a
used X-rays that included pathologic fractures of the significant difference in age and fracture type in
proximal femur due to tumors (12 cases), cases with three institutions.
osteoarthritis of the hip (K/L Grade III or higher: 84
cases) [13], images that included hip implants on the 2.3 Image capturing environment and image data
opposite side (452 cases), images that included spine extraction
implants (46 cases), and images that included
obsolete or complicated pelvic fractures at the time of Both hips were photographed using a supine
injury (93 cases) to approximate the actual clinical imaging table with both hips rotated inward. The X-
settings. Images in which both hips were not within ray generator was positioned directly above the
the imaging range (14 cases), cases of femoral shaft center of both hips, and the imaging plate cassette
Table 2. Patient background and fracture type classification
Gamagori Tsushima Nagoya Daini Overall P-value
City Hospital City Hospital Red Cross Hospital
Mean age at time of injury 81.8 814 80.1 81.1 <0.01
(95%CD) (70.4,93.2) (70.9,91.9) (67.6,92.6) (69.6,92.6)
Sex Male 340 287 566 1193 0.13
female 1,156 829 1,673 3658 0.13
Fracture Garden I/11 275 191 528 994 <0.01
type Garden II1/ TV 450 324 897 1671 <0.01
AO31-A1 489 383 509 1381 <0.01
AO31-A2 253 185 322 760 0.07
AO31-A3 54 48 76 178 0.41
Greater trochanteric fracture 96 74 88 258 <0.01
Number of X-rays 1617 1205 2420 5242
Complicat  pathologic fractures of the proximal femur due to tumors 3 2 7 12 0.80
ions cases with osteoarthritis of the hip 26 15 43 84 0.50
Cases with hip implants on the opposite side 132 125 195 452 0.05
Cases with spine implants 7 4 35 46 <0.01
obsolete or complicated pelvic fractures 23 17 53 93 0.12

¥ Age at injury and fracture type were evaluated for each image when there were multiple images in bilateral cases and time series.



Figure 1. Patient flow

was placed directly under the buttocks, and the
center line was perpendicularly incident on the
cassette in the anteroposterior direction toward the
center of both hips. The imaging conditions were 70
kV tube voltage, 200 mA tube current, 0.4 s imaging
time, and 100 cm source image receptor distance. The
X-ray generator and CR image processor are shown
in Table 1. Digital Imaging and Communications in
Medicine (DICOM) image display (Toshiba Medical
Systems Corporation, Tokyo) was used as the image
reference software, and anonymized image data were
extracted from the DICOM server. The image file
format and the size of the original image at each
institution for data extraction are shown in Table 1.

2.4 Image Preprocessing and Development of the
algorithm

We used Intel Core 17 8700 K, Ubuntu 18.04, and
Python 3.7 to perform image processing on the target
image data. Images extracted from the DICOM
server were converted into 3 channel * 8 bit JPEG
images, and both were resized to 380 * 380 pixels.
The data is not compressed. All of the resized images
were checked by 2 orthopedic surgeons (YS, TA) and
given a rectangle that included the entire fracture
site. In order to extract images with a larger area, a
vertical dividing line was placed at a position with a
50-pixel margin for the rectangle, and the images
without the rectangle were adopted as the non-
fractured site data, and 5242 images without the
fracture side were generated. The image of the side
containing the rectangle with the same size as the
non-fractured site data was adopted as the fracture
side data, and 5242 images containing the fracture
side were generated. In total, 10484 images were
prepared for machine learning (Supplementary
Figure 1).

We randomly divided the data set into three ones: a
training dataset (4242 non-fracture side and 4242
fracture side, for a total of 8484 images), a validation

dataset (500 non-fracture side and 500 fracture side,
for a total of 1000 images), and a test dataset (500
non-fracture side and 500 fracture side, for a total of
1000 images) (Figure 1).

We used Intel Core 17 8700 K, 32 GB memory, and
Ubuntu 18.04 as learning environments. Python 3.7
was used to train an algorithm for the analysis, and
deep learning libraries Pytorch 1.3 and Fast.ai 1.0
were used. Nvidia's RTX 2070 GPU was used for
learning and reasoning of deep learning. In order to
perform transfer learning [26], We also used
EfficientNet-B4 [28] which was pre-trained
ImageNet model [26] (Supplementary Figure 2). A
deep convolutional neural network (DCNN) approach
was used for the learning. The model was trained as
two-class classification, with images with fractures
as positive and images without fractures as negative.
The training dataset and the validation dataset were
used for the training.

The initial learning coefficients were increased from
0 to WarmStartup, then to about 10e-3 to lcycle, and
then to Decay. The learning time is about 10 minutes
per epoch, and the overall time is about one hour in
six epochs. We used Adam as an optimizer. The batch
size was set at 40, and the validation loss curve was
confirmed in about 1200 batches, and it was judged
that the plateau in performance was reached.
Annealing of the LR was planned and the learning
rate decay was performed in one cycle.
(Supplementary Figure 3.)

In addition to the use of Dropout (p=0.4) in
EfficientNet-B4, which is included in the model
adopted as a countermeasure against overlearning,
we performed random mirroring on the vertical axis
as a data augmentation and light and dark changes
randomly during learning. Early stopping is not used
because of LR decay.

2.5 Diagnostic imaging test

In order to evaluate the practicality of the CAD



system in actual clinical settings, we conducted a
diagnostic imaging test for hip fractures with and
without diagnostic aids using a CAD system in
clinicians. Clinicians included are residents (a young
doctor who has graduated from medical school and is
working as an intern in Japan) and orthopedic
surgery fellow (Orthopedic surgeons with 6-7 years of
clinical experience before taking the specialty exam
in Japan) who have obtained consent and cooperation
at each institution. The total number of residents was
31 (10 in the first year of residency, and 21 in the
second year of residency) and 4 orthopedic surgery
fellows.

2.6 Considerations
2.6.1 Accuracy evaluation of the learning model

The diagnostic accuracy of the trained training
model was evaluated for the test image dataset.
Evaluation items are accuracy, sensitivity, specificity,
and F-value. We also calculated the receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) curve and measured
the area under the curve (AUC).

2.6.2 Visualization of the basis for diagnosis of CAD
system

The gradient-weighted class activation mapping
(Grad-CAM) [25] was adopted to conceptualize the
basis for the learning model's diagnosis of a fracture.
The show-heatmap-function of Fast.Al
(http://www.fast.ai) was run on the training model to
obtain the heatmap. To investigate the practicality,
we calculated the calculation time for the whole
process of the inference and the generation of heat
map for one image of test data. The calculation
method is the average time per image of test data
divided by the calculation time, which was deduced
from 1000 images of test data. An orthopedic surgeon
(YS) evaluated a heat map accuracy whether the
fracture site on the original image was included in its
activation area or not. The evaluation method was
based on the previous research [6]. The intra-rater
agreement in the evaluation is determined over a two
week period, with a Kappa statistic of 1.0.

2.6.3 Diagnostic imaging tests for clinicians

In reference to the previous study [20], 300 images
(133 on the non-fractured side and 167 on the
fractured side) were randomly extracted from 1000
test image data used in the accuracy evaluation of the
CAD system. The images consisted of only the
unilateral hip used in machine learning and included
136 images of the right femur and 164 images of the
left femur. The accuracy of the CAD system for the
300 images used in the diagnostic imaging test was
calculated with 95% confidential interval (95%CI). A
diagnostic performance of CAD system was accuracy
of 96.7% (95%CI: 96.1,97.3), sensitivity of 95.8%
(95%CI: 95.1,96.5), specificity of 97.7% (95%CI:
97.3,98.1), 7 false negatives and 3 false positives. The
accuracy of the CAD system for the diagnostic
1maging test images was disclosed to the test subjects
in advance when performing the diagnostic test.

The outline of the diagnostic test is as follows.

(1) Each of the 300 images is duplicated.
(2) The same duplicated image is shown consecutively.
(3) The first image is presented with the choice of

"with/without fracture" as the image without
diagnostic aid from CAD system, and the answer is
asked.

(4) The second image is the one with CAD system's
diagnostic aid, and the results of the CAD system's
diagnosis are added to the choices of "with/without
fracture" and asked to answer.

(5) The above two sets of diagnostic tests are
performed on 300 cases.

Tests were performed on a total of 600 images
described above.

We calculated the mean rate of correct diagnosis,
mean sensitivity, and mean specificity in residents
and orthopedic surgery fellows with and without
diagnostic aid from CAD system. In addition, the
average regular examination rate for each year of
residency (first year and second year) was also
calculated for the residents.

2.7 Statistical analysis and software

The statistical software EZR was used for the
statistics [16]. The Mann-Whitney U test was used
for normality and non-parametric in the Shapiro
Wilk test, and the Fisher's exact test was used to
analyze the categories. Significance was set at p<0.05.
Scikit-Learn (https:/scikit-learn.org/) was used to
analyze the accuracy of the training model. A 95%CI
was calculated for each value.

3. Results
3.1 Accuracy evaluation of the learning model

The learning accuracy of the learning model was
accuracy of 96.1% (95%CI: 94.9,97.3), sensitivity of
95.2% (95%CI: 93.9,96.5), specificity of 96.9%
(95%CI: 95.8,98.0), and F-value of 0.961 (95%CIL:
0.950,0.972). The ROC curve was as shown in the
figure, and the AUC of 0.99 (95%CI: 0.98,1.00)
(Figure 2).

Figure 2. ROC Curves
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Figure 3. The images that the CAD system misdiagnosed

a-c) CAD system incorrectly diagnosed (false negative)

a) Cases that even we orthopedic surgeons are at a loss to decide

b) Presumed cases in which a non-orthopaedic surgeon could be
wrong

c¢) Cases that even non-orthopaedic surgeons are not confused by
the diagnosis
d-f) CAD system incorrectly diagnosed (false positive)

d) Normal image.

e) A case after implant removal

f) A case of deformity healing after conservative treatment

On the other hand, the CAD system misdiagnosed
39 images in total of 1000 images. A total of 24
images with fractures were diagnosed as "without
fracture" (false negative). The images consisted of 21
fracture types with relatively slight displacement
(neck fracture (G/S 1,2); 8 fractures, trochanteric
fracture (AO31-A1); 4 fractures, fractures of the
greater trochanter of the femur; 9 fractures), and 3
fracture types with relatively large displacement
(neck fracture (G/S 3,4); 1 fracture, trochanteric
fracture (AO31-A2,3); 2 fractures). A total of 15
images without fracture were diagnosed as "with
fracture" (false positive). There was a case of hip
fracture with deformity after conservative treatment,
a case after nail removal, and 13 cases with normal
image (Figure 3).

3.2 Visualization of the basis for diagnosis of CAD
system

Table 3. Results of the diagnostic imaging test on 300 test images

Figure 4. Visualization of fracture detection area using Grad-CAM,

The CAD system in this study was able to extract the feature
points of the images that diagnosed the fracture appropriately
(left: original image, right: Grad-CAM image showing the basis of
the fracture site as a heat map). From yellow to red, the
diagnostic basis of the CAD system is strongly evident.

In the accuracy verification using Grad-CAM for
images with fractures, all the images that were
correctly diagnosed depicted feature points
consistent with the truly fracture site (Figure 4). The
average inference time per 1 image including Grad-
CAM was 1.17 seconds.

3.3 Diagnostic imaging tests for clinicians

The results of the diagnostic tests in residents and
orthopedic surgery fellows are presented in Table 3.

Residents' accuracy, sensitivity, and specificity were
all significantly improved with diagnostic aid from
CAD system. (mean rate of correct diagnosis of 84.7%
(95%CI: 82.2,87.2) — 91.2% (95%CI: 89.5,92.8) ;
p<0.01, mean sensitivity of 83.4% (95%CI: 76.0,90.9)
— 90.6% (95%CT: 83.9,97.2); p<0.01, mean specificity
of 88.7% (95%CI: 82.1,95.2) — 93.4% (95%CL:
89.5,97.3) ; p<0.01).

Orthopedic surgery fellows’ diagnostic ability was
not significantly improved with diagnostic aid from
CAD system( mean rate of correct diagnosis of 91.3%
(95%CI: 89.5,93.00 — 93.0% (95%CI: 89.9,96.1);
p=0.37, mean sensitivity of 95.5% (95%CI: 94.8,96.3)
— 95.2% (95%CI: 92.9,97.5); p=0.82, mean specificity
of 89.5% (95%CI: 87.0,92.1) — 92.5% (95%CI: 89.1,
95.9); p=0.22).

The residents’ mean accuracy of diagnostic ability
was significantly improved by the diagnostic aid from
CAD system in both first and second year. (first year
residents’ accuracy: 82.1% (95%CI: 78.6,85.7) —
91.2% (95%CI: 89.3,93.0); p<0.01, second year
residents’ accuracy: 85.9% (95%CI: 83.9,87.9) —
90.9% (95%CI: 89.3,92.6); p<0.01)

Efficient- Residents Orthopedic surgery fellows
NetB4 Without With P-value Without With P-value

Al-aided Al-aided Al-aided Al-aided
Accuracy (%) 96.7 84.7 91.2 <0.01 91.3 93.0 0.37
(95%CI) (96.1,97.3) (82.2,87.2) (89.6,92.8) (89.5,93.1) (89.9,96.1)
Sensitivity (%) 95.8 83.4 90.6 <0.01 95.5 95.2 0.82
(95%CI) (95.1,96.5) (75.9,90.9) (83.9,97.3) (94.7,96.3) (92.9,97.5)
Specificity (%) 97.7 88.7 93.4 <0.01 89.5 92.5 0.22
(95%CI) (97.3,98.1) (82.1,95.3) (89.5,97.3) (86.9,92.1) (89.1,95.9)



4. Discussion

In this study, we show that an Al-based CAD system
can achieve high diagnostic accuracy for hip fractures.
Then, we were able to generate a heat map for the
fracture site to provide a diagnostic basis. In addition,
a diagnostic test for hip fractures, which was
performed assuming the use of a CAD system in
actual clinical settings, showed that the diagnostic
ability of residents was significantly improved by
diagnostic aid from CAD system using Al and was to
be equivalent to that of orthopedic surgeons.

The diagnostic accuracy of Al-based CAD system in
this study was as good as that reported by others, and
it was possible to show the highest AUC among
previous studies for hip fractures [6] [29] [1] (Table 4).
The first strength of this study is that a large amount
of learning data was secured. Although large data
sets are considered the key to success in machine
learning [8], the number of data that can be collected
is limited in the case of single-center studies, and
training on small data sets may result in
overlearning [30]. The majority of the published
studies on Al so far have been conducted by a single
institution, and only 6% of them reported assessing
the utility of data extracted from different
environments [18]. The advantages of multicenter
research are 1) the ability to collect a large amount of
data, and 2) the ability to conduct research from data
obtained from different conditions and environments
to conduct reasonable medical research which
assuming the use in actual clinical settings [18]. In
this study, almost all images of hip fractures from
multiple institutions were used, and about 10,000
images of machine learning data were generated
from about 5,000 cases. This allowed us to prepare a
dataset that included a wide wvariation of hip
conditions for each patient, including individual
differences in pelvis and femur. By preparing
sufficient training data, the training model was able
to correctly diagnose patient-specific information
other than fractures as "negative", such as implants
on the opposite side of femur or spine. And, in this
study, high accuracy was achieved even with
different radiographic equipment and image file
formats at multiple institutions. We believe that this
study will contribute to the practicality of the CAD
system, considering that the CAD system will be used
in actual clinical settings with versatility in the
future.

On the other hand, there were 3.9% of images (39

diagnose correctly, and 24 of them were misdiagnosed
as "no fracture" despite the presence of a fracture. In
the diagnostic imaging test in this study, the
sensitivity for fracture diagnosis was comparable
between the learning model and orthopedic surgery
fellows (95.8%: 95.5%). This suggests that Al does not
have image diagnosis ability beyond those of
orthopedic surgery fellows.

Second, our system was able to provide a diagnostic
basis by generating a heat map for the fracture site.
And, the results were consistent with the fracture
site indicated by the orthopedic surgeon. It was
necessary to solve the "black box problem" unique to
Al when assuming its practical application. Deep
learning used in image recognition realizes the
classification for the data which cannot express the
feature quantity explicitly originally, and the reason
of the judgment is uncertain, and human cannot
understand and interpret it. This is called the black
box problem [7]. In this study, we used Grad-CAM to
visualize class-discriminative regions on the x-rays
when the learning model judged. When evaluated
against this, the class identification region was
consistent with the fracture site. This could provide
areason to actually diagnose a hip fracture, although
it is still unclear which of the image information the
learning model based its decision on, such as the
fracture line, bone marrow edema, and soft tissue
contrast. This may increase the reliability of the Al
proposal when CAD is used as a diagnostic aid.

Third, in this study, residents were able to
significantly improve the rate of correct diagnosis,
sensitivity, and specificity of diagnostic imaging with
diagnostic aid from CAD system, and they became
equivalent to orthopedic surgery fellows. In addition,
the CAD system significantly improved the rate of
correct diagnosis regardless of the year of residency.
There are many medical support systems based on
machine learning that show high accuracy at the
research level and are considered to be useful for
medical treatment. However, in reality, the
effectiveness of the method has not been evaluated
when it 1s actually implemented in clinical settings
[15]. As shown in Table 4, in previous studies on CAD
systems using Al for hip fractures, no assessment has
been made of how CAD systems affect clinicians'
diagnostic abilities [6][29][1]. Overall, the results of
this study suggest that the learning model does not
replace the clinician's task of image diagnosis, but is
an approach that improves the clinician's diagnostic
skills, and may be particularly useful in situations

out of 1,000 test data) in which the AI failed to such as the emergency department, where
Table 4. Litrature review
Year  Institute Numberof Numberof Images Model of  Accuracy Sensitivity Specificity ~AUC Grad-  Clinician
patients hip including transfer CAM  test
images implant on learning (AT-aided
hip or spine  (parameter) test)
Adams 2018 1 NA 805 excluded GoogLeNet 90.6% NA N/A 0.98 no no
etal[1] (6.8M)
Urakaw 2018 1 1773 3346 excluded VGG_16 95.5% 93.9% 97.4% 0.969 no no
a et al (138M)
[29]
Chenget 2019 1 3605 3605 included DenseNet- 91.0% 98.0% 84.0% 0.98 yes no
al [6] 121
(8MD)
Current 2020 3 4851 10484 included EfficientNet 96.1% 95.2% 96.9% 0.99 yes yes
Study -B4

(19M)



consultation with specialists is not possible.

There are several limitations of this study.

First, the present dataset includes cases of
pathological fractures caused by metastatic bone
tumors, but does not include cases that do not have
fractures but have osteomyelitis. It is desirable to
consult a specialist as soon as possible in such cases,
but the CAD system developed in this study may not
be able to point this out.

Second, the image needs to be divided as a
preprocessor. A CAD system that can diagnose hip
fractures without preprocessing from X-rays of both
hips should be redeveloped using the learning model
obtained in this study.

Third, the external validity is not guaranteed. This
study 1s a retrospective evaluation performed
through a web interface similar to PACS used by
clinicians for medical imaging. It is possible that the
incidence of "with fracture" images in clinical
practice differs from the frequency of diagnosis in
actual clinical settings. Prospective studies using the
PACS system in an actual clinical setting should be
carried out in the future.

Fourth, the criteria of the diagnostic imaging test
was the presence or absence of fracture, and it is not
possible to evaluate whether the clinician was able to
answer correctly based on the fracture site.

5. Conclusion

Our CAD system using Al for hip fracture has
become an imaging tool with high diagnostic
accuracy as well as providing a diagnostic basis. In
addition, it 1i1s possible to contribute to the
improvement of the rate of correct diagnosis in actual
clinical settings such as the emergency department,
where residents are assumed to deal with the initial
treatment.

6. Acknowledgements

This study was approved by each institutional
review board and all experiments were performed in
accordance with the ethical standards laid down in
the amended declaration of Helsinki. This study was
conducted with the approval of the ethics committee
of each hospital. The authors declare that they have
no conflicts of interest.

7. Conflict of interest statement

The authors, RG and AK, are employees of Search
Space CO.Ltd, a startup company, the eventual
products and services of which will be related to the
subject matter of the article.

The all authors do not own shares in the above
companies. SH, the last author, represents the Al
research division in the nonprofit organization (NPO)
Nagoya Orthopedic Regional Healthcare Support
Center, (https://www.fracture-ai.org/). NPO Nagoya
Orthopedic Regional Healthcare Support Center, Al
Research Division is a research division established
for multi-center collaborative research._ With the
exception of two Search Space CO.Ltd employees and
one NPO employee, the other authors received no
compensation from these organizations.

8. References

1. Adams M, Chen W, Holcdorf D, McCusker MW,
Howe PDL, Gaillard F. Computer vs human: Deep
learning versus perceptual training for the detection
of neck of femur fractures. J. Med. Imaging Radiat.
Oncol. 2019;63:27-32.

2. Berlin L. Malpractice issues in radio: Defending
the “missed” radiographic diagnosis. Am. J.
FRoentgenol 2001;176:317-322.

3. Bjorgul K, Reikeras O. Low interobserver
reliability of radiographic signs predicting healing
disturbance in displaced intracapsular fracture of the
femoral neck. Acta Orthop. Scand. 2002;73:307-310.

4. Boonen S, Autier P, Barette M, Vanderschueren D,
Lips P, Haentjens P. Functional outcome and quality
of life following hip fracture in elderly women: A
prospective controlled study. Osteoporos. Int.
2004;15:87-94.

5. Chellam WB. Missed subtle fractures on the
trauma-meeting digital projector. Injury.
2016;47:674—676. Available at:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.injury.2015.11.001.

6. Cheng CT, Ho TY, Lee TY, Chang CC, Chou CC,
Chen CC, Chung IF, Liao CH. Application of a deep
learning algorithm for detection and visualization of
hip fractures on plain pelvic radiographs. Eur. Radiol.
2019;29:5469-54717.

7. Fogel AL, Kvedar JC. Artificial intelligence powers
digital medicine. npj Digit. Med. 2018;1:3—6.

8. Giger ML. Machine Learning in Medical Imaging.
J. Am. Coll. Radiol. 2018;15:512—-520. Available at:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacr.2017.12.028.

9. Grimes JP, Gregory PM, Noveck H, Butler MS,
Carson JL. The effects of time-to-surgery on
mortality and morbidity in patients following hip
fracture. Am. J. Med. 2002;112:702—709.

10. Hakkarinen DK, Banh K V., Hendey GW.
Magnetic resonance imaging identifies occult hip
fractures missed by 64-slice computed tomography. /.
Emerg. Med 2012;43:303-307. Available at:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jemermed.2012.01.037.

11. Hallas P, Ellingsen T. Errors in fracture diagnoses
in the emergency deparment - Characteristics of
patients and diurnal variation. BMC Emerg. Med.
2006;6:3-17.

12. He K, Zhang X, Ren S, Sun J. Delving deep into
rectifiers: Surpassing human-level performance on
imagenet classification. Proc. IEEE Int. Conf
Comput. Vis. 2015;2015 Inter:1026—-1034.

13. Inoue K. Prevalence of hip osteoarthritis and
acetabular dysplasia in French and Japanese adults.
Rheumatology. 2000;39:745—-748.

14. Jin WJ, Dai LY, Cui YM, Zhou Q, Jiang LS, Lu H.

Reliability of  classification systems for
intertrochanteric fractures of the proximal femur in
experienced orthopaedic surgeons. Injury.
2005;36:858-861.

15. Kalmet PHS, Sanduleanu S, Primakov S, Wu G,

Jochems A, Refaee T, Ibrahim A, Hulst L v., Lambin
P, Poeze M. Deep learning in fracture detection: a
narrative review. Acta Orthop. 2020;3674.

16. Kanda Y. Investigation of the freely available
easy-to-use software “EZR” for medical statistics.
Bone Marrow Transplant. 2013;48:452—458.

17. Kermany DS, Goldbaum M, Cai W, Valentim CCS,
Liang H, Baxter SL, McKeown A, Yang G, Wu X, Yan
F, Dong J, Prasadha MK, Pei J, Ting M, Zhu J, Li C,



Hewett S, Dong J, Ziyar I, Shi A, Zhang R, Zheng L,
Hou R, Shi W, Fu X, Duan Y, Huu VAN, Wen C, Zhang
ED, Zhang CL, Li O, Wang X, Singer MA, Sun X, Xu
dJ, Tafreshi A, Lewis MA, Xia H, Zhang K. Identifying
Medical Diagnoses and Treatable Diseases by Image-
Based Deep Learning. Cell. 2018;172:1122-1131.e9.
Available at:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2018.02.010.

18. Kim DW, Jang HY, Kim KW, Shin Y, Park SH.
Design characteristics of studies reporting the
performance of artificial intelligence algorithms for
diagnostic analysis of medical images: Results from
recently published papers. Korean <. Radiol
2019;20:405-410.

19. Leeper WR, Leeper Td, Vogt KN, Charyk-Stewart
T, Gray DK, Parry NG. The role of trauma team
leaders in missed injuries: does specialty matter? /.
Trauma Acute Care Surg. 2013;75:387-390.

20. Lindsey R, Daluiski A, Chopra S, Lachapelle A,
Mozer M, Sicular S, Hanel D, Gardner M, Gupta A,
Hotchkiss R, Potter H. Deep neural network
improves fracture detection by clinicians. Proc. Natl
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2018;115:11591-11596.

21. Moon NH, Shin WC, Do MU, Woo SH, Son SM,
Suh KT. Diagnostic strategy for elderly patients with
isolated greater trochanter fractures on plain
radiographs. BMC  Musculoskelet. Disord.
2018;19:1-9.

22. Olczak J, Fahlberg N, Maki A, Razavian AS,
Jilert A, Stark A, Skoéldenberg O, Gordon M.
Artificial intelligence for analyzing orthopedic
trauma radiographs: Deep learning algorithms—are
they on par with humans for diagnosing fractures?
Acta Orthop. 2017;88:581-586.

23. Orimo H, Yaegashi Y, Onoda T, Fukushima Y,
Hosoi T, Sakata K. Hip fracture incidence in Japan:

Estimates of new patients in 2007 and 20-year trends.

Arch. Osteoporos. 2009;4:71-717.

24. Rehman H, Clement RGE, Perks F, White TO.
Imaging of occult hip fractures: CT or MRI? Injury.
2016;47:1297-1301. Available at:
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.injury.2016.02.020.

25. Selvaraju RR, Cogswell M, Das A, Vedantam R,
Parikh D, Batra D. Grad-CAM: Visual Explanations
from Deep Networks via  Gradient-Based
Localization. Int. J. Comput. Vis. 2020;128:336-359.
26. Shin HC, Roth HR, Gao M, Lu L, Xu Z, Nogues I,
Yao J, Mollura D, Summers RM. Deep Convolutional
Neural Networks for Computer-Aided Detection:
CNN Architectures, Dataset Characteristics and
Transfer Learning. [EEE Trans. Med. Imaging.
2016;35:1285-1298.

27.SM T, BM H, PL B, TL B, J A, ZJ B. Preventable
mortality in geriatric hip fracture inpatients. o/ Bone
Jt. Surg. 2014;96:1178-84.  Available  at:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25183587.

28. Tan M, Le Q V. EfficientNet: Rethinking model
scaling for convolutional neural networks. 36th Int.
Conf. Mach. Learn. ICML 2019. 2019:;2019-
June:10691-10700.

29. Urakawa T, Tanaka Y, Goto S, Matsuzawa H,
Watanabe K, Endo N. Detecting intertrochanteric hip
fractures with orthopedist-level accuracy using a
deep convolutional neural network. Skeletal Radiol.
2019;48:239-244.

30. Yamashita R, Nishio M, Do RKG, Togashi K.
Convolutional neural networks: an overview and
application in radiology. [Insights Imaging.
2018;9:611-629.

31. Yoshimura N, Muraki S, Oka H, Kawaguchi H,
Nakamura K, Akune T. Cohort profile: Research on
osteoarthritis/osteoporosis against disability study.
Int. J. Epidemiol. 2009;39:988-995.

32. Yoshimura N, Muraki S, Oka H, Mabuchi A, En-
Yo Y, Yoshida M, Saika A, Yoshida H, Suzuki T,
Yamamoto S, Ishibashi H, Kawaguchi H, Nakamura
K, Akune T. Prevalence of knee osteoarthritis,
lumbar spondylosis, and osteoporosis in Japanese
men and women: The research on
osteoarthritis/osteoporosis against disability study. /.
Bone Miner. Metab. 2009;27:620—628.



Supplemental figure 1. Image preprocessing

Step 1) For all 5242 plane X-rays, a rectangle of the shape including the fracture area was assigned by orthopedic surgeons.

Step 2) A margin of 50 pixels from the rectangle was set up and a dividing line was inserted, and the image without the rectangle was used
as the non-fractured image.

Step 3) The image of the fractured side is the same size as the non-fractured side and includes a rectangle.

Supplemental figure 2. Configuration diagram of EfficientNet-B4 model

The EfficientNet-B4 model used in this paper combines the depth, breadth, and input resolution of neural networks with the best efficiency
to performance ratio in existing studies. It was adopted because the number of parameters is small compared to other learning models, the
model is simple, and it is suitable for transfer learning.



Supplemental figure 3. Machine learning process

025 1

//\ = Train

v Validation
ra
0.20 - / \
rd
ra

015 1

Loss

010 4

005 1

000 4

T T T T T T T
o 200 400 GO0 800 1000 1200 1400
Batches processed
Learning processes in training and validation image datasets. 1 batch = 40 plane X-ray images, 8484 training image datasets were trained six

times, and the errors confirmed by the validation image datasets became smaller and smaller as the training progressed. The training time
was about one hour.



