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[ Abstract)
oncological diseases. Artificial intelligence (AT) has been widely applied in the field of medical image. Among

PET, as an imaging modality, holds significant value in the diagnosis of neurological and

these, deep learning (DL) techniques, including convolutional neural network (CNN) and generative adver-
sarial network (GAN), have been extensively utilized in medical image processing. This review examines
the latest advancements in the application of DL to PET image processing, focusing on key areas such as im-
age enhancement, image reconstruction, attenuation correction, and image conversion and synthesis. This
review aims to provide a reference for future research on PET image processing based on DL technologies.
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NI A8 (artificial intelligence, Al) B SZ B AR
SIRE T 5 O T B R A BR A R AR S R i
FHUST AT AL By PG AL B 70 48 055 T/ N AL A R R
& SUV TR i A 45 A W br i A5 555 T T ARtk
& ARG R EEIT TAE AR,

PET WA 6] 67 R 7R B R AR AR E B, B 32
FIREFZM WA EH BEESESFEWHE R, 22
PET EUZIER 3 HFRZ R SUV iR 22 UG E 5%
(B0, AT Sy 42 e G e DA R A 1 5 g AR R AR 1o
AR, IRE2E 2] (deep learning, DL) & AT 453 A9 — ML
T4 2, B B & M 4% (convolutional neural network ,
CNN) A= AT BT 2% ( generative adversarial network, GAN) &
AR DL HORTEEUG 3 #) 4328 B A g b 45 LUz 0
FH o DL O3 1 He i 21 3 1 2% > BE 7, 7T LA 2 A JR
BRI v 2 2] 2R IWL SC R TR AN TR HRRAE L X
FPRFPE(ETS DL 7Ef# PET BEHRAL S b i BHR BT 42 T 8
ST 22 5 IE A o) S B LA i AR L TR, DL A
AT UGS A SRS HEE (A0 PET/MR \PET/CT) , i i B5 5545

ISR IS Rl 7E— AR ms Wi i

ASCEER LA DL FAR AR ALTE PET FIRAL L
NI, 4R 1F DL 7E G5 | G i i E 5 R
e 5 G WAF T T R HE R, IF X DL 78 PET 4587 H] Hh i
Ik 4 1) R 2 Jo Jy ) AT B T S (3R 1)

— E5igE

LR RGBT, RIS SR R AVEy PET 1814 b 2 v
WEENEZ —, ETEE S TR BUR RN LB So B 5
SRk = BRI 08 BT R A B, DL BRI BT R 7S
P o3 B 98 PR 8 A5 R Tt R AR X T H AR X R
Rifig AL BRI K, FET DL 1 MG w128 7 s R
FH . DL AR W] L) i o 301l 252 ) PET WG %
AR P AR IE S 2 R e B A5 R 4 v IRHR AR R L 5 20 B, D
DR, Cui % R FH IR BE KR S5 58 ( deep image prior,
DIP) W42 T "F-FDG PET/MR %% H % - 75 H ( con-
trast to noise ratio, CNR) , I 3E A F (46.80+25.23) %, .3
DXt B4 Hh 1 1oy T A He VR AR AT 25 45 7 5 . Gong 45
it P T SR A AR 2 S B0 A R R0 e R 1 A 0 AT
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R 1 PET FURALIR P AYTRE - >] (DL) AR

N 4TIk N FEI5 Ik N FERARIR
[SEES: i v G o U-Net, DIP it PET BAZ S P AR ARAE S 45805 B, SSIM, PSNR,CNR
PRAET 5 A A R G s
AR G U-Net, GAN FT CNNUZ1OD GANT 9T 5 1o IR Bt 4% i 2 4 SSIM, PSNR, NRMSE
R R
PR3 A HEEER GAN T E 3% B BB AF i PET A%, AN 58 ol 24 il A i SSIM, SNR
T 1 1 o e 2024
IE DNk CNN, GAN TEH AHEAE iR A DL &R RIS AR LAY 48 PSNR, SSIM, MSE
T4 PSNR F1 SSIM[!1,25-28]
UG AR I 76 CT T it IE CNN YRR I A T2 IE PET A2 BUAS 1R J5 PET, AS K #t SSIM, PSNR
cT E1%[29—32]
MR {5 B F R E  U-Net,Cycle-GAN  FET MR {5 S PET 20 2 %k, gk MR {55 KA LT RMSE
TR I [ 33
FIGER 56 M AR A 54 CNN,GAN LB PET MR, CT 25525 ) A 1 {50 i 3641 SSIM,, ICC

1 DIP IR EMZ IG5, GAN A AP 45 , CNN S5 B 22 W 4%, PSNR A I (A {5 M L1, SSIM. A 5 M4 AR ALLPE 5 550, CNR Ry X Eb B2 -1
7, NRMSE g H—1L 375 M 22 | SNR {5 LG, MSE 937515 2% | RMSE N34 07 ik 2% ICC M4 A5 R %L

AR R T 1 R R A G | R A R L IR
SCERT VR B A HE B . Hashimoto 250 #5443 T DIP
i) PET QA )5 ik, 45 R R WL 7 B4R 15 1 K115 CNR
11.7, Liu %" SR HBEFAR8005 55 |00 S 2 2% (prior infor-
mation-guided reconstruction network, PIGRN ) #5725 JE 1G4
PS55I IEME BRAT T A BT Y 4 B PET BUR, (514 1L
(peak signal-to-noise ratio, PSNR) 5 25 F A BUTEFE £X (structural
similarity index, SSIM)43-7lli5%] 31.849 8 dB 1 0.975 4,

2NN BURIRE . B2k A i R v, S /R
BT REE  WVT TT BE R R B M TR S B AR, D T
SRR PET SR 82 84 A MR 75 JFFE AR KR it . DL
I — ) B 3t TR I BB, CNN  GAN 4§ 28 it DL 4%
TR LB FH (00 e PR 30 oo R PRV T S
WFFE NG U-Net 7 F1 GANT7 MR 30 31 45 9075 1)
EUG IR AR ETR & CT F 8 3R15 09 B8, 3k 7 T DL
BRI 1 5 PR R A9 5 B PET RIS i vl
Pk (ERTRIREY ) B 250 i A B B IR R 1 A7
TE—E 225, LR AU b 34 AL 1 1o A i 5
HE MR,

iH i 2 )R G TR ALERAE , CNN AT LUA 350 > 2 BRI
RRIEZRR  IF 52 BUGHIR AR 2 R A HE T K &2 . Spuhler 551
F MM BT 9 CNN AL, S8 10% 7] B PET B8
52 IR PR AR 1 53 FER2E T 4.990.68 ,PSNR 2 (31.55+
1.31) dB,SSIM 24 0.951 3+0.015 4, Pan %5032 PET U-
Net B8, S 25% 314 T 451 PET IR EE R4 SSIM
0.975,PSNR 4 35.851 dB, Chaudhari %" HF 5% T % T
125(25%) 45 PET 4 HY DL B8 2 L hubBRIE, %5 ¥
A I RGO B8 38 0 S A I R U S 0.94 47 Ol 0,98,
SERMER R ORI  Lin 487 i =4k U-Net SR 25 &
LR g, SE 109% R BT 19 PET BRI T 3RA35 1
. (signal-to-noise ratio, SNR) & 4.2, IH—AL ¥4 5 #R 1% 22 (nor-
malized root mean square error, NRMSE) 4 96.3% , Ciborowski
SEUOTRFSE T LT SubtlePET 3% i R 4t (66% ) PET 15114
RAE TENFIE X B DL A5 BE A R4 R AR 75 O suv

WIRETE 6.5% 247, A 7 T 4 e KW R (H %A% (or-
dered subsets expectation maximization, OSEM ) {7 H! & 4
— 3,

GAN 38 13 Az BLAS FH) 51 5 2 (8] 08 % B I 25 ok 2% >0 B
B 2 AT TR PET RS PKE . Zhou %517V 4 iy
Cycle-WGAN BA ] STHUITHEL PET(1/106) BURWKE % H
%) NRMSE ,SSIM ,PSNR 431l #2 /%5 ( 17.15£3.27) %, (0.30+
0.22)% . (2.1121.67)%, Sanaat 2" 21 T 5 T Cycle-
GAN MK (12.5% ) PET BHGIKE J7 3k, X FFIE il |
o 45 X SRR AL Y SUV 25 B IR R 0.01% , R 5
SRR RERD, Lei B H Cycle-GAN FLAL, 3T
12.5%F 8T PET #dE el & PET BRI %05
SR ZEHN NRMSE 43914 (1.43+0.14) %H1(0.52+0.19) %,

DL A RIZEAG T i PET UGS H R B K A A T g
7, ALl U-Net ZFIBIHN Cycle-GAN XA F 37,
U-Net BEARIZER AT 18 FH 85500 T M IER IR & A H 22
T, Cycle-GAN ZEXTt o 45 36 TR Ze L5 56 R | BEFEMRAR
FliE (<1%) F A BB R 360 27 i EUR .

—_.BBEZ

PET S ASIERIAE T 4 R 467 22 7 B3 700 A B A X 38
A BN R AR R O SR O R R SR i S LB (B B R &
I AR 07 R BCH B XA R B R AR L, &b
() PET B gy iR A G i d ik 5 ARk . Bdmik vl 2
UEPE R (filtered back projection, FBP) | B2 38 15
(back projection filtered, BPF) | B B3 1 (convolution
back projection, CBP) L[S0 pRT E{% TR F
A F KA SR (maximum likelihood expectation-maximization,
MLEM) fi1 OSEM"™" | 3T DL #551(%) PET 8445 & & 5 vk
IERWT AT IS . DL B A% 7 A5 I ity g B A 7Y
FIRTHE T, BB R R EHE h 2 S B3 5 R Z 1l Ak
LRPEMLET I R BUAE Sy I WA e i A MG S @ e v, 3
TG R SO 5 M R AR AR ) BT MR T R S
WO, MRAE DL A AJ7 sORA] AR A G 4 dE A (n
B B AR A PET B1R) 45 1E Wk 5 2 (4N 4E OSEM
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SEHEZR TSI DL BSR4y i) k3, AL Jr I AK
S A 9 T S VA RGO 8 R 5 A A 45 T 114 R 5
$RAL TR R AR

LR B, DL HORA T b3 i $2 i — b e 5 5C
BRSPS i T AR PP R O B TR T, 00 8 A 5
MEBIRZ B 554, PET EHR & @l B w4 2 2,
FIF DL AR 5 it 2 7 SR A2 B 1 MG AE 5 8 i R ] 1Y)
il B 5 2R 17T i B0 R4 T A 4 e TR RN Higgstrom £ [20]
T —FoBr s R PET BURE @A T IRESH
ISR AT AR 45 @ 3 PET 1E 5% B8R 7R S i A FT L $2
fi i PET [E1% 45 R W2 RAREL T OSEM  FBP 45 i gt
J SSIM 43l 55 1% . 11% , PSNR #2/5 1.1 dB 55 3.8 dB,
Wang 5 Liu" " $& i —Fh FBP-Net #5511 1 42 3 T 1F 5% [ 52
P PET FEUR £, % B4L1) PSNR 2 23.98 dB,SSIM 24 0.941,
B F BT U-Net I Deep-PET XFFE41, Gong %' 2T Patlak
HALS Logan AT HE H A Jo) PR TR 2 S6 96 U7 WE 047 i 0 2 25
PET B AR TALSE 7 i 72 F-FDG FI' C-VL 22 B AL & W)
B( Pittsburgh compound B, PIB) il i rf JR 0 H T Y SNR,
Hu %™ £ F 3 # Wasserstein GAN ( Wasserstein GAN,
WGAN) , FIFTIE X UG B He A PET B, Fir 412 Hh AR o 4
263 i PET EURAGE Iy 0.01 s, A1 T X JR 4L, B 5 P AR
TEMGE N, Whiteley %> 42 1 Fast-PET [€{5 f g4
R AT OSEM A J5 125, PET 8 8 gt i (] 4
H1/67,

2 AN, Gl e A E SR h g | A DL A AT LA
F IS0 0RO 8 8 R > i il 7, (AL 15148 PSNR | SSIM
SEERR . Gong S5 IR T — M REEFE 2 CNN BERIIR 4 3L
R A Z MLEM R AQHE AHE R | 25 R SR W2 A R Rt 25410 7
[ 50 7 {5 BA R 1% 40 55 . Mehranian F1 Reader!™ #5 1 19
HIT-J 1) 3 24 9 22 5 KA (forward-backward splitting expecta-
tion maximization, FBSEM) 753 , % 15 £k | 301 28 5 KAk Al
G EAEE RS R B CNN 52 K 22 2% > 1R Sk 1E )
T, 75 2 RS T SO T4% 58 b5 K5 56 390 B2 85 R AK (maxi-
mum a posteriori expectation maximization, MAPEM ) #1 OSEM
Jrik, HOF- £ NRMSE 43 1 14.4% 1 13.4% , & % K T
MAPEM(17.7% ) F1 OSEM (20.7%) , Liu %" H & B5E5(E
BG5S 5 2 M %% (prior information-guided reconstruction net-
work, PIGRN) FI ] FBP FISAFEy Je i A, 456 XURUEE F1 531
7%, 9250 PSNR 3% 31.85 dB,SSIM 3% 0.975 4, W 4 F U-Net
il Deep-PET, Hu 55" 3 T 41 J 404 (19 PET 48,
FHFRZE ) U-Net Z5HG 1 1E N 55T, 75 25 ik PET #
UHHE R B HAE S List-mode fix A BRB 1L B 78 22 1F
WAk 7735 B = 19 PSNR 5 SSIM(27.18 dB 55 0.836) , Farsani
ST PR INIET cGAN ALY PET MR A AESE, RN 1%
PSNR #2155 T 33% , #1771%#% (mean square error, MSE ) [k T
75% ., Sanaat 2512 4% 4 Cycle-GAN 22 #5 ¥E4T VI 45, T8 &2 F-
FDG PET EUZ , IrfG B FE 2 A F8 A5 AR T H Al Uy 75, SSIM
ik 0.96,PSNR £ 33.6 dB,

= BBEBKRIE

PET AR50 8 3 B 7= A i B 1) y DG F7E 2k AR
S R H IR SRS S S 25V R B R 2, Pk

AR 5 38 A ZE VAL 1F W] T BR L AR A sE e, BT DL 7
500 PET U0 E (95 B 8 . 1 28, 4 A B0 A1 1m0 A6 45
MR DRI BT AT 2 51 7 A A A TN 45 SR 5 LR, R A Ak
PRBIT A ARG R s e, B R Tl A% % 1A T A )
# st 2 YGE R L AR B E UK e ME

PET/CT H A CT IR 3R 41 21 A0 27 B {5 8., 7 i o i
SR T R HU (B8 v S 2R R (w {8 , 3 TR
T PET BURI AL I, o BUERAR(E L 2 —Fh 4
FE, EEMTHRHASAMEHANEWAZIE, 2T DL I
PET/CT JEI 1E W] LAAE KIS CT B4, {3 T PET %%
A e R T AR - i 37 X CT AR AR B 45l AN (B 00 1
B Liu 257 48 DL 3800 IE AR AR5 i A bl CT % 3k
FIMGHE PET FEALTE 15225/ N T 1%, Arabi % 3T 4 Fh
TSP R 2R BRI 25 CNN AR SEPUREE T CT B
PET RIS EIFFEHi 4653 SUV M2 /NF 9%, Lord 551 7
XU I R 7€ HP A DL A A S B Ga-1,4, 7, 10-PU 4 2%
Bt he-1,4,7,10-PU 2 FR-D-E N ERR 1-WE R 3- 72 8-
B K (1,4,7, 10-tetraazacyclododecane-1, 4, 7, 10-tetraacetic
acid-D-Phel-Tyr3-Thr8-octreotide, DOTATATE) 4= & PET/CT
AR B TERE IE , 45 3R B /R 55 PSNR 145 (52.86+6.6) dB,
TR AT TG CT MR R A 320804 15, ik 2> i 3
RS BARKG AT R, Liu 2 IR L T —FhIR EE 4 B
F i Do) 25 MR 5 3 2B RO CT EMER SE L F-FDG PET figi
PR (R BE IR IF | FEES TARME CT B4, i T R AT 1%,
Yang %57 3T U-Net W4 EE0E(T PET/CT JC CT 44 F Y
FEASIE , %455 PSNR 4 (36.3+3.0) dB,SSIM >4 0.98+0.01,

5 PET/CT R[], PET/MR [El 1% i 55 W 5 1E X 25 7 T
(1) MRIAE5 E R % B R IR T R, 5y 52
RETCEIEX IR ; (2) MRI X5 4 4UE S 855, M LA
Wttt HAN R R (3) = - RA LT E S 2555
N, G ER L, BT, 2T MRI A TEI8AL IE ( MRI based
attenuation correction, MRAC) J5 15 A0 45 2t Tt S M 4H 41
SyEIFN DL 19773, Jorh DL 5 3B 4F R #2 F+ MRAC 5 &
FHEAE T B E R, 285 MRAC 5 EMELIRE CT 5
MR EI5(5 B 22 18 By I 2, DL BRI TARYE R K 2
ARS8 BT 45 S B A 98 07 30, Yang %67 $2 IR CNN
(deep CNN, DCNN) 8 SE I 2 3% IF , #H %% T- MRAC, SUV
WREN(4.0£15.4) %, Lei 55 —Fh Cycle-GAN 571,
FET MR EURHEAT AR IE PET RSS20 IE |, RERS7E
2 IR R PR 2 R 22 P AR 0.1% , R W% 7 2 B IR R
AIATPE S HER P, Jahangir 25 SR XGHE 18 DL AR R 52 91
PET/MR FEJHAIE , 45 3 8 7R & i X3 %) SUV 4 5 AR iR 22
(root-mean-square error, RMSE ) A M 0.157+0.08 , 3FHA T HAE
s PET EHG iR FRI0

M EgERSEK

T DL AR SHAS RIS ] PR A5 L B R A ok
T PET AR A HEZEME, 16,7 T DL 1Y BG4 sl Y
(40 GAN SR M 45 ) ol FH AN &R HE R &0 B EE
BB R 4 B PET BGRB8, 1R & R s i i
W] FPE R 7E PET BIGCR AR i 2 b {fi DL 7Y
AT AN TS 43 A F2 8 X 3o 4%, 40 o 2 R 0 i st 1 D
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BEER T 5, AR FHR 4 5 6 LT DUR 4 Y
IR B 5GSBS AN - i A R T
2 DL BRItk BRI, CNN fil GAN 5§ DL BERIE S
TR 2R B o I B 2 UG et 5 PR P 2 B2 T

Choi % il 1f PET PR UIZRA —A> GAN BERY i
LT PET G AL BARR (1) MR EZ , 45 53 A A A pl &
15 5ESCE% SSIM 9 0.91£0.04, Kimura 2571125 Cycle-
GAN 581 S H0 PET PR S5 B PR 9 PR 22 T e Ak 3k
FIF 78 Bl 2 BOHE A RO . Kang 2E0% 38 H I 3 A= A R0 45
(deep generative network , DGN) BEH | I T 52 80 A ] 4% 5
PET B ZIa15e40, A" F 5" C B AL PRI RAFH—
HME, Guo &P T MR FF I F HEARIC (arterial spin la-
beling, ASL) 5 T,.T, JNAL T, 45 & Hiki L3 ( cerebral blood
flow, CBF)¥#la 528 PET/MR 34 i) PET FUSA il 45 2R
RWIITHH] U-Net £8 5142 )8 [ 4% SSIM AT 3% 0.854+0.036,,
Chen 55 il R R4 2 41 DL B8 3T PET 55 MR #ds 92
B CBF ZE{L T . Matsubara Ll (g B U-Net BEEIELT PET
5 MR Ha AT I 2, S 80 4052 B0 BOmn , 2H P9 AH G 2R 8
(intra-class correlation coefficient, ICC) >4 0.597+0.082,

A RESFRE

FEREH] DL BALEAT PET 54 BEA 5T, PET FI{R
MR8 VPN 0T 2 B B G RN T Sk, AR
PSNR il SSIM S5 bR Al T 1k 1 14 4 it (HCHC TG A vEAf
Sk PET RS HY IO R, th T PET BRURAE B
M5 i RIAR AR, 5 2t — B WF 5838 1T PET 1 3F4 J5
¥, 4 Bland-Altman 5347, SUV 45 £5 2 P4 R v FE 11
—BCMESIHT, ASOIE PSNR I SSIM 55 4% S8 46 b 7E PET 144

AR M, 5 — PR SO S A BRI, PET %X

P AR IBCZ e AR 0 S % 0 DRI AR S o R B ok 5 | 5
BREA R E F BN, X R T DL BRIz AkBE Ty, BT
DA IR 27 > B R (0 GAN BERLAE i PET $odis ) 5%
T3 G figp ik — )L, (5 B3k A i 22 475 T BE 2 W) folc el 6 7 £
ROR . BEAh BRI 5 o B rP O 2 AL RE gt J2 i £ il T
PEZR, AR BRI SR &SRR
SR BEMG d FBCRE S A A RG22 53 52 B 4
oA BT A B R AR E Pk 51z 1k RE

AT E S RE T LRI W (D) dEZd
ZWAE ZBHCT I RIS E A B 4 $E FHRRE ALY 2 1k
REJT ;5 (2) FENEAGE B PR BT G S WA TR AR IR &R | LU 5 v
WA DL ATAUTE PET thi R B ; (3) #E— B IR B AR A
(U Transformer ZEM4% ) 7E PET EMG&] 3658 ST 45
HRYEE F . ITAESK, Vision Transformer 1 Swin Transformer %5
AR AEBR 2R 5 5 MRS ORI 73 B 4 08k AT 55
i i R IRAE PET IR ROL 43 e plisrk
RED . piAh  HAh S DL AL 41 Diffusion #08) JR-A 45 FE
% (Hybrid CNN-Transformer ) %% 15 2% % 26 224 ( 411 MobileNet ,
EfficientNet % ) 124 PET AR AL T 58 i

INVBE

AT DLAE PET FRAE B 54 57 e 5 2 7E 1
B PG IR | PR 45 AR T Y R
JLAF HET DL BEAUIAAAEZ AL BE T3 R AR IR A 52 [ 46 1)

IR A e ARG T LA B I RA2 T R FTRE, A 2
DRk AR = DT MBI 58 N B3 B B 4H O D 12 2 AR W 5 B {1 B
KEHER BT T A

Flasm  FrAfEE S IR fR o8

EETEAER  Eoh . SCHUE I G SURS R DL iSO T 7
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