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Abstract: Traumatic brain injury (TBI) is a major global public health issue characterized by high incidence, disability,
and mortality rates, and its complex pathological mechanisms and significant heterogeneity have brought great challenges to
precise clinical diagnosis and treatment. In recent years, as an emerging interdisciplinary field integrating medical imaging
with high-throughput data analysis, multimodal imaging omics (MIO) has provided a novel perspective for deciphering the
pathophysiological mechanisms of TBI and realizing individualized precise diagnosis and treatment by integrating multi-
source data (including structural magnetic resonance imaging, functional magnetic resonance imaging, positron emission
tomography, and computed tomography) and leveraging machine learning and deep learning algorithms. This article
systematically reviews the latest advances in the application of MIO in TBI research, with a focus on radiomic feature
extraction methods across different imaging modalities, multimodal data fusion strategies, and their clinical application
value in TBI subtyping, efficacy assessment, and prognosis prediction. Furthermore, this article summarizes the key
challenges in current research, such as high data heterogeneity, weak model generalization, and difficulties in clinical

translation, and discusses the application prospect of federated learning and explainable artificial intelligence in future TBI

ESTIR :Pev4E pg h 8 S RHE 5 B (2024-ZDYFJH-627) ; BEPG 48 1w T & WAl (RN B R B A H L

75 B #5:2025-12-02; f& B H #§ : 2026-08-07

EE RN A (1999—) B AR A BE BRI , A58 7 [m R AMERE I G RFST o Email: 770854365@qq.com,

BIEMEE: T /Mg (1989—) , 5, B0 F 98 A, 294 B 0, BF 98 J 1m0 O A 28 T 51 A 461 495 B A 22 D9 B 19 L Bl 5 I R BF 9% o Email:
441975169@qq.com,

- 86 -



2026,53(4)

WA, 25 2RSS R A~ R P45 13 A6 O 2

http://www.jinn.org.cn

studies. By reviewing the existing research findings, this article aims to provide theoretical foundations and technical

references for precision medicine research on TBI.

Keywords: multimodal imaging omics; traumatic brain injury; machine learning; deep learning; prognosis evaluation;

federated learning

B4 P % 351 457 (traumatic brain injury, TBI) &4 BkE
il P 5 B0 S AL Sk 1) 2R 22—, JEHAE P AR R
PR fad Y JERATI AT, AR AR R TR
3 5 000 77, Ho b 24 80% S % B A 493 1 i 45 497 (mild
traumatic brain injury, mTBI)™', {H EJ{# 2 mTBI L 7T fE 7]
A8 T 2 DN R R A B 1 g B el 8GR AT R O XL
1, TBI s AR HH R 25 2%, BB AE JEUR PR AL
A5 [ 0 P AT IR R | kTR Al R A5 (diffuse
axonal injury, DAD) ], WAL HERE G 4k & PG EE I v
ey S IERR AR | AU A 28 S RE SN I e e
(blood-brain barrier, BBB) il TR I 284 {4 )y fiig [ pig &4
X TP g R B4 B S M S BUR I R R I 2 A TS 22
SR IR AR LT T R PR

1L Geth 28 AR 7 K A A SR HLAJZE WU (computed
tomography, CT) Fl % #i 7 H 4k A 1% (magnetic resonance
imaging, MRI) L 7E 2CPEIADEAN T g 1 0l i -8 47 7 1
HAT S, (BRI RO A R i 0 AU 2L B 2
P 24 T e e 7 TIAFAE SRR o 249 109%~20% A mTBI &
HAEH B CT/MRI b2 B (G PRI R S A7 12, B
JI R “ B B AR o ARG A o el R U 4D
R R RRAE (— B G i o BOARE R IRFFIE S ) L # 14]
1555 A6y R 42 4 0 e AR ACHEY . 2R R 1R 4L
(multimodal imaging omics, MIO)#t— 454544 TIRE
SRR I N A 7 R e N TR R
(artificial intelligence, A7, 2 TBIAY 4 5t X E W) R
TEFRAE T AT RE " AR SCHE RGO AR SCHk i S At |, 3
MIO 7E TBU BALH] L lh RIZ W I35 DAk b 5 N FH R fe
I 53 BT FC i PREE AR5 A D5 1] o
1 NENRRBSOE

AT HAG R GEVF M BN ZE 2R Ay B A e &k B
2020 (preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and
meta-analyses 2020, PRISMA 2020) )+ B E47 SCRik 5 1k |
PUORAE A 5 14 7] 6 5 1 5 W) 38 . A % B L 4
PubMed . Web of Science #% 0> & £ . Embase M Cochrane
Library, 3R 2 1) R H] 38006 5 A ihial 455 1907 =0
( “Traumatic Brain Injury” OR “TBI” ) AND ( “Radiomics”
OR “Multimodal Imaging” ) AND ( “Machine Learning” OR
“Deep Learning” ) AND (“Diagnosis” OR “Prognosis”) .
SO FR AR (B PE A5 5 OR Pt il 451493 ) AND (AR 4H 2
OR ZHLAAR) AND (B2 ] OR IR 24 >] ) AND (i2 Wt
OR )5 )
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CT P& AT B R AEAS AL 465 1l i X B CT (X1 7
2 w4 — B gt A4S T T A A
FRAE CANAARRR BKTE B2 ) LA KRR T K B S A 4 [ (gray-level
co-occurrence matrix, GLCM ) 8% K & Vi 42 45 [4 ( gray-level
run-length matrix, GLRLM) A SCEREAE . SR, CT M # 2
LU B A R, H A B A S PR 1 G\ BE DT AR AR TRt
CT 20 % W13 5 2 PRI 0 A 5 TR SO i HE O pL ] Y
G fT

M Z N, 45 4 % 3% Ik AR (structural magnetic
resonance imaging, sMRD) $&1L T RE 68 F CT AEKZH LN E
BE o T1HIAURAR (T1-weighted imaging, TIWI) 5 T2 JiliAX
1% (T2-weighted imaging, T2WI) HE % i Wi b X 43 JK Ji
5B WA RS W 52 81 (fluid -attenuated
inversion recovery, FLATR) JU| A] 75 % #0 il i B A5 5 . 1™
B % 55 K R BT B A TR AL o R ORI AU &
(susceptibility weighted imaging, SWI) X} f# i i 1L 4% A B2
J& 2 mTBIf DALKE I P SCHEAR 72 sMRT A ZH 2= FAE I
it B TS BB R AR R AR S R R 5 IR LA B
GLCM ZU 3145, ot AL i 40 BUE 35 2 U 48 43 T
R,

P Hsk B2 A 1% (diffusion tensor imaging, DTI) 18 12 il
KT 1) SR B A ORI L & RO A
FRET A AR SRR b o R A A R R A6 4% 1) 52
M 4y % (fractional anisotropy, FA) B3P 8 % (mean
diffusivity, MD) | il [i1] P HUR (axial diffusivity, AD)fI{%
[P H% (radial diffusivity, RD) . 7£ TBIH, FA & A1ERE
MD T /& BRI R 05 1 2 I G i, JU I WL
JDFRIGAA | P9 28 K b T 55 DALLF K X3, Sl itk — 25 s iR f%
G kAR TR 0 52 LT AU i 22 ) SR R, 7 e B2 A%
(diffusion kurtosis imaging, DKI) FlI# 22 58 J7 [m] 2§ #0E F1
2% 1 B 12 (neurite orientation dispersion and density
imaging, NODDI) %5 S 28 HUBRALZ Wi gk 5 | A o DK@ 1t
AW J3 2 B Al A e S0 R, 0 b R ER LR T R A
S NODDT WU REAS fift 1) H) 2400 A AR 3R % B2 I 1) 0 P AT
A K o E05E B B AR o 0 SR T s M 2880, AT
SEORG U Dol 2R 25 5 A TR K i

) BE #E 3 IR B 1% (functional magnetic resonance
imaging, fMRI) #£ F Ifil. & /K *F K #i (blood oxygenation
level dependent, BOLD )&, 2 TBIJi [ fini 9 26 e 2H AF 5%
AT LAIE O . 8 2 fMRI (vesting-state fMRI, rs-
fMRI) JC 75 52 1 A TARF 5 AT 55, 300 20 ) i ) e i 422 1Y)
“% , ml IR R — EobE (regional homogeneity, ReHo) | 1%
ﬁ%%ﬂﬁlﬂg(amplitude of low frequency fluctuation, ALFF)
SECHEE bR . AN BT IR AR HNE I o b (/i
JE P T RO M ARG S ) RE 6% B 1k 4 A 9 2% 1Y 2K
REREER, BFFER W, b 22 5B TBIR 5 e S

W 2B BRI R 2% (default mode network , DMN) 5 #7458
il [ 2% (executive control network , ECN) 22 [8] B T it i 4%
AT, X LR R B AR b 5 B I REIR A 7
JEARE

1F L F & A 87 2 433 (positron emission tomography
PET) W53 F )2 THEAN 14548 5 DI RESAAR Z 8] (g AL
W2 E ., F A H (translocator protein, TSPO )7 B
FR AT S R 28 RAE B AT , P S A 0 T A
A3 T v 28 1 4R S A D) Ay A2 A 1) 042 Pk i 114
S PEAG AR AL T AT BE . PET EIER A 4 “FFRAE B b o b B
U {H (standardized uptake value, SUV) & H:A74E ZH4h
SO BVESR BN IE SE 5 e R AR N 5 KRB K- )
HASE, B T RO B R A e i
2.2 ZRESHIERS R

B Rl A MIO ST 141527 B SCREER 1Y, A% 0 Pk
STE T AT A RCE SR IEA R B4 5 BERIVE
il S B AR o AR RS AR BB B, R a]
o NEUR GRS FRER AL SO GRS =26, K
B E FEFRTEAR R SRR KT BB [R5
a3 B BCHE RN &, A AL & 205 B RGBS
PEATRAESR I . X Fh SRS A D0 FATE T REAS B s it )
454 5 DR QI B9 23 T8 X I OC 28 4 T 1 DK = AR 2
ffp S . SR, Fh T AN RS AR 25 1] 7 PR A5 1 LE e
SNASVE FAFAE2E 5, UGG 5 0 BC NS B BRI
FLPCHE DR 28 22 BRI T WAL , s A AL A T SE 1R o e
TIE G5 il 5 2 8 DA 25 D i PRI v 3 S i iy 4 R
Jei o G ER IR SRR I e 7 T 5 T ARAIE 18] B, P AR
Gk, 08 B 25 B B9 U R AR 15 B, (B3 51 R 4 i R
HE 5 DSR4 A SR i S A, 7 A A R
N ARE 23 5 3 5 80 51 B DL S AL U 5 45 2R A PR
HATRE F AL A 1 58 HAR

FRAEGL Rl G 2 BT TBI Z 88058 v d5c o iz
FRSREMS o 207 VR B S A S I IS4 TG b 23 31 B ey
YERFAE , SR 384 B B R 15 287 J7 R RRAIE 1] 5
% J5 i AL #% 2% 2] (machine learning, ML) #5417 )|
Y. TETBRERIET 38 5 T X SRR AT Z-score
B HEAL LATH B i 49 22 5%, JF R FH ComBat SE4H U RS 1E 5875
THERZ O BRI R M S BT . S T AR AR B AR A0
FHREA i, 38 T A5 B /N 48 5 i 5 1 $E 5T (least
absolute shrinkage and selection operator, LASSO) ¥ F i
4343 Bt (principal component analysis, PCA) 47 [ 4, LU
kA AR IOME” R U5 KUBS: o PR R RE A8 R AR
JEOR B SRS M IE AR (R B (H Y RSB B 2 i, AR T
PEAITHIN S A0 I

PSR Rl R I A MR 227 S, B S HE
M7 AT AR A F R TN R AR B e SR IR B e
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B DU 5% Stacking B B2 2] Jr B ax el L
HEATHE G A9 R R o R WS I e KR e T4 4
PEGF, RIS R — 3 e e (AN 5 DA Sl R 58
B PET $99 ) , FAREASATS A 37 it F500 | AN 52 0 5 1
RS Ik oAb R TR RS AT LUK Bl 5L
PR RO TR AT S — 2R . HORBRIETE T T Ak
TSR] R )2 28 HAR ., B ST X R A 1 Y 7
SRARX RS o FESCBRBFFE R, Rl SR W 19 328 45 i AT A
AR KR RS SE R Sl R Al B S Z BN R . X T
bl RS HAEARRIE Th S RRIE R AL G 45 5
JUAR 14 A8 SCHG UE T B 13 5 X T 2 O UM TR
F BB A i 2 SRR A 1 LS SR 3 B, DSR4 e
SRR R AR S LS A

2.3 AI&%

TE AT TARG A, AL R HH 3 A RS AE 2 ]
FEHE TSR T 58 0o R I B 9 A% O 55 1B 5T
ML 353 4 52 5 1] 12 1 (support vector machine, SVM) | i
HLAFM (random forest, RF) A LASSO &5, 75 R W 5815 21 2%
WFFE G s AL, X RO T LRI RS
Bopi e, A B R o kTR A i b @S
B TG, 22/ NEAS TBLIF5E T A7 A AN
(B el e RF 85 2 BRUCSER , BEAS A R0Ab PR AE
[ ARG R IR BLRRAE B MR HE Y A B TR ¢
HERAR AR )

PEAER R 22 3] (deep learning, DL) B URFEHL K
HitfEsh T MIO R & . BFMZ M 4% (convolutional neural
network , CNN)FEAH R H/sksz B AU E LML, 75 =4
BE2E AR A SRR AR ) vh R BB, B RS M J5LAR CT 5
MRIECHE i 3] i £ R 22 2 UM G AR AIE | sl A 1 0T 1Y
FIRME TR SHX) TBIFFSE 458 528 5 DIRe e80T AF
[él"J f)[?, >U( R f£ i{% ?E E ?jj éﬁ ﬁ—% %% (connectome autoencoder,
ConnectomeAE) 35 XU53 37 0 28 ZUAR B AR AR HE H , HCREAS 73
S Ab PREEF 48 20 5 D) e E LB , T A 2R A ]
SCPAFERLG . IEAE, Transformer BT DL HBE K A% 4 JRy s
FIHLH A = 4B b KR B 0 28 RO G &
FEARFR RS R R S ot FR B R e

EAR B R, TOI R ARk B )2 L RE
AT REPE I 2R I R L AL DGR BT, PRI, S T 1Y
5 B4 LE DA BP0 38 SR S0 o At 25, B 1) g s e L v
eSS mBEERNREAFREARY , X B ¥
(federated learning, FL) oA N 70 X AE TBI Z vl
WFFE R B R ZEE 1 kA
3 MIO 7 TBUREEHHIARPHIN A
3.1 MERESHMIETHRGRIE

M2 GAE ST TBIAK AP AT5 (19 R%0 38715 . TSPO-PET
456 DTIAFSE 7, TBL AR A5 1 A TSPO 48 HUHY 2 X 3 5
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Jo P A0 © B E S 5 4 A% 40 ML PR [ AN 1 4 A 2R - 18
(interleukin-1 B, IL-1 B) 9 IR BE R - o (tumor necrosis
factor-at, TNF-a) | ZR IR /K- 52 IEAH G, W] 52 M 28 R i
FERERTERI AL . BLAh, Al MRISCHRHIE S PET A
FEIER AL AT X 43 TBLJS B8 T2 SRS T2, 4t
SARYT A (] B PR AL TR AR
3.2 RMKEHSHETTEG

TBUAALB IR Jri N 2 21, B 2 T 304 i 2y RE 1 2% 1
SEA . rs-MRIFFFLR , R 25 TR A EIK A
1], DMN | 28 i M 4% (salience network, SN) A1 ECN 2 [8] i
Uite i ik AR, A2 I D) R4 ) 2 BRI
BVEIITF AR TR AR AERE 28 R0 R/ N s
WAk . IMRIS DTIRY Z RS R G itk — a8, F BT
Y TR 1 S AL 58 B VE (DTS b ) o2 4E 15 D) 58 1% #2 (IMR1 48
)Rl . EET RN BN NS R | B s X245 5
SRR AR TS M O AR Y B AR 5 AR A
NI REMRSZ AR BEAR O , S 28 LR R il 2 R 43R Y 7
SRR T RIS SR
3.3 MEBBGRNZ RERBR

TBI A4 G 25 ¥ 40 00 8 4 2B T Al L RN ZH 2K, o L
MRIAELLUN o o 24 O AR £ A il DKT.NODDI AJ 42
PEEE SRS AN 0 BT AR B o AR 2 D5 R T A 2
e RS T B S Wl 2 0 R S R IR R H R A
T R W S AR A 2R S/ 0 A
J e 2 AR 2 A TSR — AR 1 OCHK B, 9 40 MRI
SUHRHE P B AT KA AP 5 I H Wh i 22 5%
4% (neurofilament light chain, NIL) 2 K 5 A G 412
AR AE ATV Ry il AR A 405 (R W A AR b kR
WLSZAG ~ IO 31 14 22 RURE I 23 #r , A7 B 148 7% TBIAZ
F B9 AR B4 e SIORS TS B A R
4 MIO 7 TBIIGERIZTS PaV#tRE

TBI ) PR ¢ B 55 93 ILHE R EL A A vy 19 S o Pk ik il
Pl RS T KTl © [ 5 A [ i B RS —— AR [R] ) 522
Dbl v] 8 T BOBSR A [ 9 DRSS Jag , T AR AL A RE IR 75
J FT RE B 56 42 AN 6] A BOUL s BRSO . MO SR X
TR Z5AE) I 2l e 0 2465 DI e 1) 5 1 20 I e ), TEAE TR
Z\ 30 TBI WY RA2TT A2 . IRAME GRS WS
DX, I B84 B Sl 174 S B 3 R 5 DO HE T 1 B L 248
SRR T R  HE R 5 A TR LA SR R
AL MIO Wl R BE AR SR A T — B 4 i “ BT B T
HLAG , #E3h TBISYT 250 9K 3 1) Kt 9K 3l 258
4.1 FHESHSTRSE

LI e XS TBI ™ 2 32 1 1Ak 1o J3E A A ot
HRf B2k 18 3% (Glasgow Coma Scale, GCS)VE4Y, SRV
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IR RAGE T B IR 55 s sh R, PR H.
TCTR I Wil 2L 2R OB 5 R . 940, 2 4 GCS P43 [F]
K35, — 4 T REAUR R G R IS S5 A e, 5 —
4 W] BE O FETE )32 16 DAL, 30FP 3L T 28 42 19 43 780 )y v
AR TR . MIOE A 450 ThRe S o F 2 m
ZURME B, W T TBIIS B s A Sk,
7 mTBI (32 Wr v J2 B Sk (2

21 80% K TBIJ& T mTBI, H A A 24— o & 7EH
FLCT K A5 o 52 B (HUIG IR b 50 3 B0 R4 3k A
WA I 2 i sl A E R, B BRI 9 “CT B E mTBI” o 33X &
BB RAR K EHZ WS T, T GE & R AT AN
(A 19 J 2 A A, 2 188 i O e 23R 1 P 1 XU o
MIO T fif 3 — MERAR AL T — 0 41 RL B4 R DTT Y
FA PR vs-fMRT B 5 BEE 2240 B , e % S50l 4 2 w5 B
TQICTEEEE 0 A F B 05 B W 25 D e 2 L. 6T
LB AERRAE R A MILASERY 7 [X 53 mTBI H8 5 e e X
RN IS R R 7] 35 90% LA b, it i TAE 4 —i 1512
Wi REE . X FM2WIRRE A BR T  AS IR T4 B0 (143
i, SEA 25 R A EE () B AME B R B A 4R
——DTHE7R TR Y FETL, 1T MRS T H 5
AL X D BB 4, P 25 R B T SR B “ A -
TRE R AGAFAE , (5 R A5 405 TCARE T

A E A R, MIO #fESh T TBT A “IIf AR 43 50 i) “ 54
P IR sh WA 43 R UL AR . ARS8 TBT 20 8 (AN i
o ) F BRI S Bk B R GCS PR, SE A 2
W T NTER AR T T . R T RAR UL RRAE 1 TC W
BT DFIE A RENS K TBLER R 73 A M s e 3k
AN RIS B9 N FESE A, 5, — 2830 # DLA 1 5
R | JDFARAA FA {5 2% 31K S DMIN 2J) 8 3% 45 32 i o
FRIE , S B A P 5 I P T D AR A O 12 IGR |
VE TG A 22 5 55— 0 280 0] LA 4 fii /R V8 47 1fn 6 D K
Ji %% RGP K LI, X H 8 A AR T RO
By WG AT AR, ek, 845 BT 5% i 7l 5 MRTZCHE
FROES ISR AR bR 5, U AR R 9 RE Ol 1 < R

i AU 7MY, 3k 2H A T R DR ) BT AR T T AR A
TP 35 TR 1 o B T R R T AR I R R R A
fof s PR 25 A BEAZ T X AN ) S0 284 3 2 AR i W Oy 6 5
TSR M , ECIE SCPE TBT ARG BT
4.2 FEEMG 56T im R T

U PPAG 2 TBLIRG R B OIRT , B R BB
JE IR D K8 U R DL KR e o SR,
TBI (4 10 f5 52 Ji A P 400 4 7 S AR BEE A i M B 2 1y B A~
22 5 A5 Z2 TR 2552 ), T E B AR R . MIO REAEAE
— 6 TC AN A W bR AR W, A T A A I M 2 T R
S5 EI ERMME . ABERI I 268 MR R
Y 2 RRAE LA A AR R K b PR B AR B 1 B AT A o
SERENME LA N AT REE 0 B 5 IR 5435 61
H 09 & H 17 BF BUS &2 32 97 R i (Glasgow Outcome Scale
Extended, GOS-E) PF4rAHC > . HARTF g kL A BBk
R LA i B S, i 7R o A5 200 2 A e XU
Ve 5 T DRAIRAA | PN 9 S5 S B 2T 4 ok 1 FA (AR, I R 25
15 B A% 338 8% 2 B, 1532 2 SN0 2y e B Ak 2% U0 AH G .
DA 2 A R AE A RF 8 SVM S 5005 , n] I
HH RRG BE A TS O A AL LXK Ay RGP TR S5 A8 R UG
FRIRE 1 T B AT G (A I PR T A58 (A IMPACT B )

DL HY i i i — 25 32 T+ 1 U PEAG 9 B 3 ik
- EREEE . 5 ARG ML T 1) I 84 HR XA [R], 3T
= Y BT 28 W 4% (3D-convolutional neural network , 3D-
CNN) BT BE IS HH2 N R CT R 81 rh A Sl 5 TiJs
AT NFARAE S o 910, A AF 55 FH 3D-CNN 43 B A
BE A9~ 45 CT(non-contrast CT, NCCT) BI& , s D i 1
TBIEE I F AT HIFR, H AUCIEIL ] 0.93, Ailfi Rk
BRAT T 52 B AR TR 1Y BRI PR HR ]
DL LS R BT, 3 A e R U2 ) 4% B BB o TS AN R ]
JE IRZH 252 R 72 0 B A6 B 3 A, DA T B 4 T M VP A
P17 1) SR P, B B AR AR SR 5 TR Z Al g B
fRAEERE™, AR O A 2B S F MIO 78 TB1 2
Wr ST AR (LR 1) .

F®1 MIOZE TBIZ W S HUE M B A&

Y& (%) I 15 A BRAES SRk Rk ERX S R )
Rau, % (2023)""" EA N DTI(FA+MD)  ComBat+SVM  mTBI % %) Z 4k £ FAM ; % % & DTI £ ComBat £ EJ& SVM 2 %
Chilamkurthy, % (2018)?" 313 318+ NCCT CNN%&& R CT A &A% 8 Shienl ; RALBEDL 3% 2] 55 4 £
55T, % (2025)) 36 ﬁggﬁiﬁ;é SHAP+ML &% TBI RAP 454 T ; SHAP f 1 ML i it X 4 G AF 4
Abdelrahman, % (2022)Y 52(26+26) DTI PCA+SVM M TBI vs. 4 B3R £ s PCA R4 ) SVM &4k B %71
FEZ, F(2025) 189+50 %A A& MRI LASSO+RF  TBIZ& #14% 2 2 48 (mRS) FAM ; LASSO 45 42 2 2+ REAL A 4k
F N (2026) 262 NCCT SVM+RF+ANN TBI i H 775 #F4% ; = Fb 45 46 ML A 45 % 32 FFFm) b 4

& CT=1F LUK B A s DTI= #K  Mfes DL=3R & 52 5T s FA=&- &) J+ M 5 30 MD=-F 34 7 8 5 ; MRI=AZ 2 ki s ML=AL % 2 5] ;NCCT=-F
1 CT; RF=FAALAAR ; SVM=Z & B HL; CNN=£AR4 2 M % ; RAP=/& /) Jo 1@ 48 % 35 30 ; mTBI=42 % 4145 PE I 4745 ; mRS= B Rankin ¥ % ;PCA=% A&,
2o H7 s LASSO=3 /N 4 30 ¥ 4 55 i 48 51 s SHAP=7) -4 hm b i ; ANN=A LAY 2 W 2% ; ComBat=7 & % W 5 bR R 69 AR IE 77 %
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TRYT IS S AR A SRR AR Sh A A8 Ak, W] UE BEVTAL 259
X LR B AR . B, 7452 R PE S5 /Y TBI
BH T IR YT HT S MRI Y 4 SRR IE——11 GLCM
B4 (Entropy ) AT TR 8 X W R N o R
T B WG R 43 A B AR B ST Sk 0 2 ik 20 2 008
SER ZEALARR R A BB RYT R A T IR R 25
FIREARHE TR MRS . RZ & SLE T =
HIE RS, M ES 167 O80T M iR 7 48, AT
WG TR 2 g D AR R o X FPEE TR 4124 1 24
RTINS TBL RS HE F 25 5 4E TR 24 H8
4.3 FARHXI%HEE

JRUE R ZH TBLE A PR SF IR YT BRI AT RS i , (R AE 12
PR ST I e A58 FL 5 LA G P9 I e 7 A o 2 1 7 e
B A 2 S b R R A AR RS 5 X
KR ENTF ARG B E IR . MI10 it @l CT
(14 15 25 18] 20 PR M 045 185 MRT A D RE AR 8HE B, i 4b
BREE AR T — U B, £ HRE 08 0S5 o
RT3 P o 2 i 42

P2 A RS It b S AE TBT AR 5 H LAY IR & P
A ARG 8 KR 5K 10%~20% , 58 5 149 15 40 5
A M FFELB A 5 . AL G AR RTIEAL Z 4086 CT 43
L i ek 25 A BB P2 R, e LA A ) 50 1 1 A48 =
AR . MIO b e AR AR TR S - R CT i A i R T
A5, BREIRUI i 0 IS 4 2 25 2 AR AE CHN TR SRR R ) e &
PRERAE (AN LAY RE A ST ME /AT 45 B ), 45 A ML,
A I A R A1 AR R R A R AU R
T R RS B R R R TR 40 1 Yk B S | 9
B RR R E] REAS PR T AR R

T G DA AL P 68 7 AR R T 2 R AR 2 B A 1Y
W75 A T T I A X ML B R T, R AT RE A EE
BEEIK MG . MIO 38 3 il A CT Y = 2 3 2 i M
S IR DR AR A it A AT AR B K MR iz 8l /
e A= RN A R VA (= S O =R N N N R e T = R S 8
Bk A ST — R BE RERETE ILA 45 OS540 A A
P T AR A B AR, T A 3D T ENBE A i A 2
SRR B AR R 2R A 2K R, e KRR B U/ B U
PR

WEAR X6 A I T AR H B G TBT R, 516
AR I TR, KT Fii 9 AR A | o8 i 1t 378
W KA T RE R LR . ARG IE A MR Z R AR
WEAL B WA FE AR A R A . 36T CT =4 dE A Ll 4R
HE A3 A, AT LIRS T 4 RO g DX sk g gty =56 AR LR R S
Pl R 3K Sy 2850, 1 i 2ok 3 ) T AR R4 s S AR
R A S 58 95 VTS Y A M R B ) Bl 3R ek Tk

« 01 -

(polyether ether ketone, PEEK) B4, X Ff > PEALE AN
IR T TR S Y S WL B AN AT 3 2, B AR R A
PR IR RN AR ) ) oA S b TR B
TESNAEIT RAE M KR BB TS Skt 2 D) e B4 E
SR A ) A
5 IRRELEIE SREHLA
5.1 HiEERELSHRRN

24 e KA STE T8 5 e o AN BT LG
FHFAZ B #5T 7 (GE Siemens ., Philips) #3758 5 (1.5 T
vs. 3.0 T) FH S S8 (2 )5 T 52 I Ji) | [m1 308 ki) 258 )
FEEE RZES , RN AR A FRE 2 A SR E Y it
YOBNL” S R BE rhiZ ARE ) . R ARE
Wy k5 7 W bR UE K 4B 1 (Image Biomarker Standardization
Initiative, IBST) T4 HAFAE T M9 58— bivfE"™ (LU R
A8 v 4 S TR AT XE LA B o Ee A, 1o Jo A T A A e«
TBISZ AR 1Y N TR i T S22 96 5w 1 P 2 T S Pk 5 AR A
B R A, HAR ] —SePExE R ORIIE . KR AL PR ik
B[ 3 AR PR 4 25 B (GDPR) | fedt B 56 7T 48 4 i 3%
5 (HIPAA) IR T 2 oo il 252 | S 3 2 B
FEREA i /)N (L i <200 ]) |, M RSP RR e iY) DL ASE Y
ko
5.2 #BEZUASIIE XK

BE“F s AR AL 2 T 50 8l A AR /RS R Y 1)
R R R R TR AR R I R 5 e A i U
B RICATEINGAE Bt s (B At 4E |
RIKERE . HATZHC KRR B Z ) 4% 1 SR B IE
ZALRETIAEBE . AR BB T BT R T A i %2 >
(transfer learning) F1 7G> (Meta-learning ) 5% B , F| F 7%
FI AR BB A b 30011 2 0 AR A g/ o [ 2 B Al
R AR ST, Ti) Fof 3 2o 5040 5 O O A 5 Tk 2 A ot 400
[
5.3 FIBRALSRNMEEEESR

DL A58 2 3 5 H L R SR AR, e SR i R ke = 3B B
JE | B A LA S A A R T A AR L X 2 FEL A AL
Il R V% M 09 4% 0 i 2 — o TR BN T4 fiE (explainable
artificial intelligence, XADH AR BAEFTIFRBAGE WS B
Jim AL 2 3% 3G Wk B (gradient - weighted class activation
mapping, Grad-CAM) AT M4 AR Y 56 v 1) B ok, X35, sl il
id  SHapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP)
Interpretable Model-agnostic Explanations (LIME ) 45 J5 ¥ &
P A REAE T A BTRREE > B an AR SR -5
=AY TBI PP AR 5G4 BRI AIF 5 v v F SHAP i 16 4
Tk, 5 90 e i DX 3B 52 1 2 2 A DR B e, i A
AUC 3% 0.96, 2 7T fifg B 412476 TBIH (4 v st B2 41 1y ol
AL BEAE A ITHE AT AL PRSRARE , A R SE AL
] Y BB R
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i PR L S AR 1 P I, FLAR A T B
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B RUR USRI R AR AR MO B R 0 S 5 OE
B bAL 2 b g k55 25 R A FRIE TS B R &
[ &AL, BESE B T 22 vhuC AR AR AL 25, SUARTIE T
Bl FA 4 Bl E A B o8 2l 7e wh 28 R 15 Uk 7

ey 7

FHFL, WA 25 5 Bon HopE e e A vh XN 2k . 4k, B
B 58K Z2 Fp ATRELRL R FH T TBIZ B 5 5 1A, MIO
55 ALTE il 453403 W RO SR 1) TAE AR WL 2, [ 2
A EEAR PR SRR L (W 2) o Aok 3T FL
(1) 22 0 TBL AR AL 24 IR BR B, 45 5 25 4 BRofL RIS
WA AR AR TF 2 4 TR R FE FL A% 5 48k 9 336 7
Al 1 B ALV, B S S BRI R 30 ) G B A%

ZAEA AL TAEUR - AHRCHE 3\ B PR R SR 1) 2

i = \
7 DT ) (PEED | EEEE
* NCCT T T
o CTH:M o F R =
* £ 5 MRI(T1/T2/FLAIR/SWI) o MR R IF - R T [ TR AR : PQWET[E%
* DTI (FA/MD), fMRI (ReHo/ALFF) " o ‘ -DT1/ MR 7 o FEH L&
« PET (TSPO) U:i it ' o IRJEERFAE: o JORERE
o A G - CNN / ConnectomeAE o
s B (NFL/GFAP) SR TE A = RhA R
o Ilfi Pk 5% (GCS/GOSE) —1
: \ ( « T el {25 o £y
NEDREE WY \(Fzei] (mane) ) | LS50
FRAELR b &

@ R

® WaFRHH 2

1
- HUE
o TR
- HTH

(om  ms [

o BLEAR AR AL
(BCHS 5] / e

BT

]

¥ fir tH I AR

« fE4EML: SVM, RF, LASSO

* {R[¥E2A>]: 3D-CNN,

Transformer

 XAIFEHL: SHAP, Grad-CAM

(fegem ][ B3 | xa | \_

=

B2 MIO 5 ALE f G545 16 Rk R o TAERAZR

®2 AUREE TBLSH SHUS M PR 23ttt

Y% () A/ ik e i) HAE BRAES EHEI%  AUC
Rau, % (2023)!"" ComBat+SVM mTBI %5 (=4 %) CENTER-TBI % 5 DTI(FA+MD)  81.4 0.88
ComBat+SVM mTBI % £ CENTER-TBI % *F«>  DTL(FA+MD)  66.4 0.71
Chilamkurthy , % (2018)"" CNN 4 A&, JUE CT /& 248 F A M) 313 318+47 NCCT — 0.93
3t 4 (2025) SHAP+ML( £ fi5 ) & A TBI RAP #4 #c faml 3641 NCCT(ffim)  81.8 ~0.96
Abdelrahman, % (2022) PCA+SVM 12 PETBI vs. f& B 3T IR 5241 (26+26) DTI 90.5 0.93
FEZ, (2025 LASSO+RF TBIZ #4b 2 2 4 (mRS) 189+50 41 %A MRI 86.7 —
FoNE 5 (2026) SVM+RF+ANN £ %, TBI & 8 F5 745 262 4 NCCT 90. 84 0.905

JEAUC=W & T @ 4R ; CT=3 LUK B M s DTI=3 405K B AR s FA=5& 8 511 530 MD=-F 34 ¥ 4 5 ; MRI=# 2 3R R M s ML=#L % 52 5] ;NCCT
=F 32 CT; RF=MAL A Ak ; SVM= 3 H &) 3 AL ; CNN=KARAY 2 M % ; RAP=/E /) 1@ A48 % 35 3 ; mTBI=% & 414 M % 3145 ; mRS=7 & Rankin % & ;

PCA=F s 5 H7 ; LASSO=3x /N 3t M 45 55 i 35 3 F s SHAP=2) -4 hnbh s ANN=A LAY 2 W 25
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ATk, AR AUCHALH A AR AR — R T R LARIME ZI8AT; ~ R T 4. BARK AR BRA AL 04,
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