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ABSTRACT

Current methods for searching brain MR images rely on text-based approaches, highlighting a significant need
for content-based image retrieval (CBIR) systems. Directly applying 3D brain MR images to machine learning
models offers the benefit of effectively learning the brain’s structure; however, building the generalized model
necessitates a large amount of training data. While models that consider depth direction and utilize continuous
2D slices have demonstrated success in segmentation and classification tasks involving 3D data, concerns remain.
Specifically, using general 2D slices may lead to the oversight of pathological features and discontinuities in
depth direction information. Furthermore, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, there have been no attempts
to develop a practical CBIR system that preserves the entire brain’s structural information. In this study,
we propose an interpretable CBIR method for brain MR images, named iCBIR-Sli (Interpretable CBIR with
2D Slice Embedding), which, for the first time globally, utilizes a series of 2D slices. iCBIR-Sli addresses
the challenges associated with using 2D slices by effectively aggregating slice information, thereby achieving
low-dimensional representations with high completeness, usability, robustness, and interpretability—qualities
essential for effective CBIR. In retrieval evaluation experiments utilizing five publicly available brain MR datasets
(ADNI2/3, OASIS3/4, AIBL) for Alzheimer’s disease and cognitively normal, iCBIR-Sli demonstrated top-1
retrieval performance (macro F1 = 0.859), comparable to existing deep learning models explicitly designed for
classification, without the need for an external classifier. Additionally, the method provided high interpretability
by clearly identifying the brain regions indicative of the searched-for disease.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Brain magnetic resonance (MR) images, which can be obtained without radiation exposure, are frequently
employed in the diagnosis of neurological disorders.1 The acquired images are stored in the picture archive and
communication system (PACS),2 where they are utilized for diagnostic support and research purposes.3 Typically,
image queries within large-scale databases are performed through text-based retrieval. However, this method
relies heavily on the physician’s expertise and experience to define appropriate labels and also necessitates an
extensive number of annotations, leading to high costs. Consequently, there is growing anticipation for developing

∗1Data used in preparation of this article were obtained from the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI)
database (adni.loni.usc.edu). As such, the investigators within the ADNI contributed to the design and implemen-
tation of ADNI and/or provided data but did not participate in analysis or writing of this report. A complete list-
ing of ADNI investigators can be found at: http://adni.loni.usc.edu/wp-content/uploads/how_to_apply/ADNI_

Acknowledgement_List.pdf.
∗2Data used in the preparation of this article was obtained from the Australian Imaging Biomarkers and Lifestyle flag-
ship study of ageing (AIBL) funded by the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO)
which was made available at the ADNI database (www.loni.usc.edu/ADNI). The AIBL researchers contributed data
but did not participate in analysis or writing of this report. AIBL researchers are listed at www.aibl.csiro.au.
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content-based image retrieval (CBIR)4 techniques that enable the retrieval of similar cases based on image input.
To realize practical CBIR, it is necessary to obtain a low-dimensional representation of brain MR images that
possesses the following characteristics:5–7

i. Retention of brain structure and pathological features (completeness).

ii. The ability to conduct searches using the representation itself (usability).

iii. Continuity of data in the feature space (robustness).

iv. Superior readability of the results derived (interpretability).

Several approaches utilizing machine learning have been proposed for acquiring low-dimensional representa-
tions of brain MR images.6,8–11 Muraki et al.7 introduced Isometric Feature Embedding for CBIR (IE-CBIR).
The low-dimensional representations generated by IE-CBIR are beneficial for CBIR as they facilitate disease
retrieval purely based on the distances between these representations without needing external classifiers. In ex-
periments involving Alzheimer’s disease (AD) and cognitively normal (CN), IE-CBIR achieved disease detection
capabilities comparable to the most advanced diagnostic methods, focusing solely on diagnosis. Although this
demonstrates that IE-CBIR possesses, to a certain extent, the aforementioned characteristics (i), (ii), and (iii),
there is room for further improvement regarding the interpretability of the representations.

In addition, while applying 3D machine learning models to brain MR images has the advantage of directly
learning the brain’s three-dimensional structure, concerns remain regarding the generalizability of these mod-
els. Although diverse training data is essential for 3D models, acquiring data in the medical field is highly
costly. Moreover, 3D models are more complex than typical 2D models, leading to higher risks of overfitting and
increased computational costs.12–14 To overcome these challenges, it is necessary to enhance the model’s gener-
alization performance while efficiently using limited data. Consequently, in research targeting 3D brain images,
the use of 2D or 2.5D models has been reported to yield superior results in common tasks such as classification
and segmentation.9,12–17 However, there are significant concerns regarding the use of 2D slice information for
CBIR. For instance, even if a patient has a particular disease, many slices may not exhibit pathological signs, and
searching based solely on those slices would naturally yield inappropriate results. To the best of our knowledge,
no research has attempted to develop a practical CBIR system that retains the overall structural information
of the brain while utilizing 2D slice images, nor has the feasibility of such a system been thoroughly exam-
ined. Therefore, the objective of this research is to overcome the aforementioned concerns through appropriate
processing, ultimately aiming to realize a more robust and interpretable practical CBIR system.

2. RELATED WORK

Kruthika et al.18 proposed a CBIR (Content-Based Image Retrieval) system targeting Alzheimer’s disease us-
ing 3D brain MR images and Capsule Networks.19 Unlike conventional CNNs, Capsule Networks enable the
extraction of low-dimensional representations that take into account the relative structural information within
the brain. While these low-dimensional representations are robust against rotations and data transformations,
their interpretability is not guaranteed. Arai et al.10 attempted dimensionality reduction for brain MR images
by employing a 3D extension of the convolutional autoencoder (CAE) to enable CBIR for brain MR images.
They successfully obtained a 150-dimensional low-dimensional representation, reducing the number of elements
from approximately 5 million per case to about 1/30,000 while retaining critical information necessary for dis-
ease identification and preserving brain structural details to a certain extent. This study focused solely on the
completeness requirement for CBIR, as mentioned earlier. Subsequently, Onga et al.11 proposed a method to
derive low-dimensional representations by applying deep metric learning20 to the representations obtained by
CAE. This method effectively reduced the influence of domain gaps caused by differences in data collection
centers (domains), a significant issue in large-scale data analysis. It achieved this by responding more strongly
to disease-specific features rather than individual differences, such as brain wrinkles, which are not inherently
significant. This method utilizes the distances between the obtained low-dimensional representations, embody-
ing the completeness criterion required for CBIR, where similar diseases share similar representations, while also



offering the advantage of usability. Nishimaki et al.6 proposed a method called localized variational autoen-
coder (Loc-VAE) to acquire low-dimensional representations with enhanced interpretability for CBIR in brain
MR images. Loc-VAE builds upon its backbone, the variational autoencoder (VAE),21 inheriting its feature of
completeness. Additionally, it leverages the independence of each dimension in the low-dimensional represen-
tation and the robustness of the embedding derived from the continuity in the neighborhood of the data, thus
addressing robustness. Furthermore, by introducing a novel loss function that restricts the information in each
dimension to specific local regions in the original image, the method significantly improves the interpretability
of the low-dimensional representations.

On the other hand, as an approach treating 3D data as a collection of 2D slices, Emre et al.14 proposed a
two-stage model comprising a 2D CNN applied to individual slices of 3D data and an aggregation mechanism for
the slice-level feature representations obtained by the CNN. Using retinal OCT data, they developed a model to
predict the progression of age-related macular degeneration (AMD), reporting superior performance compared
to 3D models. Chen et al.22 proposed a whole-brain segmentation method using three consecutive 2D slices
as input. This 2.5D approach, which processes bundles of 2D slices, has been widely adopted, particularly in
segmentation tasks. It offers several advantages: reduced computational resources compared to 3D models, fewer
training samples required, reduced risk of overfitting, and better preservation of inter-slice information compared
to 2D methods.

In the broader field of machine learning, Chen et al.23 introduced a method called Baseline++, which utilizes
prototypes24—representative vectors for each class—and trains a model based on the cosine similarity between
the obtained low-dimensional representations and these prototypes. This approach replaces the commonly used
linear classifier in classification tasks with a distance-based classifier. By doing so, prototypes are optimized to
maximize classification performance, forming clusters based on each class and minimizing intra-cluster variability.
Data points within the same class are mapped to similar low-dimensional representations, enabling classification
without the need for a separate classifier. This makes the model highly compatible with CBIR systems.

3. MATERIALS AND METHODS

3.1 Datasets

For model training, we used the publicly available the Alzheimer’s Disease Neuroimaging Initiative (ADNI)
2.25,26 The ADNI was launched in 2003 as a public-private partnership, led by Principal Investigator Michael
W. Weiner, MD. The primary goal of ADNI has been to test whether serial MRI, positron emission tomography
(PET), other biological markers, and clinical and neuropsychological assessments can be combined to measure the
progression of mild cognitive impairment (MCI) and early Alzheimer’s disease (AD). For up-to-date information,
see www.adni-info.org. For this study, 1,884 CN cases and 1,003 AD cases from the ADNI2 dataset were used
for training.

For model evaluation, we used data from ADNI2 that were not included in the training set, comprising 66
CN cases and 55 AD cases. To assess the model’s generalizability, additional datasets were employed, including
352 CN cases and 91 AD cases from ADNI3, 452 CN cases and 260 AD cases from the Open Access Series of
Imaging Studies (OASIS) 3/4,27,28 and 235 CN cases and 45 AD cases from the Australian Imaging Biomarkers
and Lifestyle (AIBL) dataset. AIBL study methodology has been reported previously.29 For all datasets, a single
image per patient was used during testing.

3.2 iCBIR-Sli Overview

Fig. 1 illustrates an overview of iCBIR-Sli. In iCBIR-Sli, each 2D slice image x extracted from a 3D brain
MR image is processed using VAE to obtain its low-dimensional representation z. Based on the set of obtained
low-dimensional representations, our framework is performed by conducting distance-based nearest neighbor
retrieval using Baseline++. In other words, our framework extracts features using a 2D model and performs
distance-based searches against disease prototypes obtained from Baseline++ using a so-called 2.5D represen-
tation, which is a concatenation of a certain number of low-dimensional representations from each slice. This
hybrid processing framework, combining 2D and 2.5D approaches, demonstrates excellent interpretability of the

www.adni-info.org
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Figure 1: Architecture of iCBIR-Sli and probability map generation for result interpretation.

results. By calculating the distance between the low-dimensional representation of each slice and the correspond-
ing slice of the class prototypes Pk (k = 1, 2, · · · ,K), the probability of each slice belonging to various diseases is
determined using the Softmax function. These probabilities are then aggregated across three directions, enabling
the generation of a probability map for each disease category at the 3D voxel level.

3.3 iCBIR-Sli Implementation and Training

The backbone of iCBIR-Sli, VAE, is a generative model that transforms each data point into a probability
distribution. As a result, the obtained low-dimensional representation z preserves the brain MR image data
while providing a continuous representation in that space. However, since VAE is an unsupervised learning
method, the disease label information is not considered in the resulting low-dimensional representation z, making
it unsuitable for CBIR as is. The conventional approach of introducing a supervised learning classifier for similar
case retrieval does not account for the interpretability of the low-dimensional representation z, thereby reducing
its usability for CBIR. To address this, iCBIR-Sli applies Baseline++, a method that replaces linear classifiers
commonly used in the final stages of discriminative models with distance-based classifiers, to the low-dimensional
representation z. With this approach, the low-dimensional representation z obtained by VAE from the input
slice x is used to detect the disease class whose prototype Pk is closest in distance to z, based on the principles
of Baseline++. As with Baseline++, the initial value of the prototype Pk for each disease class is set as the
average value of z belonging to that class. In this context, the vector z and the prototypes Pk for the k classes
are normalized to have a magnitude of 1, and the similarity sk of z to class k is calculated using cosine similarity
R:

sk = R(
z

||z||
,

Pk

||Pk||
) (1)

The estimated disease class s∗ for this slice is determined as the class with the highest sk:

s∗ = argmax(sk) (2)

Note that this process is the same when processing multiple slices that will be used later. Next, we introduce an
error term for training the prototypes Pk. The predicted probability vector p of each disease class for the input
x can be expressed as follows, using S = [s1, s2, · · · , sk, · · · , sK ]⊤:

p = Softmax(S) (3)

The difference between this value and the corresponding disease class label t (a one-hot vector) is computed as
the cross-entropy loss C, which is then used to train each prototype Pk and the encoder to construct a more
refined low-dimensional representation:

C = CrossEntropy(p, t) (4)

As a result, the low-dimensional representation z is learned to approximate the prototype Pk=d of the correspond-
ing disease class d while preserving the original brain structural information. This allows for disease retrieval



Figure 2: Visualization of probability maps at each cross-section (ξd = 0.8). The yellow highlights indicate the
areas that have been visualized as the basis for the diagnosis.

based solely on the distances between the low-dimensional representations z, without the need for an external
classifier, offering a significant advantage for the realization of CBIR. Finally, the loss function of iCBIR-Sli is
as follows:

L = D(x, x̂) + βDKL[q(z|x)||p(z)] + γC, (5)

where D is the reconstruction error, for which the mean squared error (MSE) was used in this experiment, and
DKL is the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between the estimated generative distribution q(z|x) obtained
by the encoder and the prior distribution p(z), which is assumed to be a normal distribution for z. These
terms constitute the loss function of VAE, with D encouraging accurate reconstruction of the input and DKL

regularizing the latent space. The β and γ are hyperparameters, respectively. Based on this loss, the training of
the encoder, decoder, and the disease prototypes Pk used in Baseline++ is conducted.

3.4 Similar case retrieval using iCBIR-Sli

As previously mentioned, since each slice may often lack the necessary information, iCBIR-Sli performs searches
using consecutive slices. Specifically, the low-dimensional representations zi (i = 1, 2, · · · , Nsection) of each slice
obtained from VAE are grouped into blocks of n slices each, and m slices slide these blocks to construct a total
of J box-shaped regions across each cross-section. The low-dimensional representation of j-th block, bj (j =
1, 2, · · · , j, · · · , J) and the corresponding k-class prototype at that position, uj,k, are simply the concatenations
of the low-dimensional representations and prototypes of the respective 2D slices. Within each block region, the
disease most closely matching the prototype is identified following the same procedure as outlined in equations
(1) - (3).

bj = [z(j−1)m+1, z(j−1)m+2, · · · , z(j−1)m+n]
⊤ (6)

This process is repeated for all blocks, and if the number of diagnoses for a given disease d exceeds the predeter-
mined threshold value ξd, the input image is classified as having disease d. Additionally, if this process is applied
to each cross-section and pathological features are detected in at least the pre-specified number of cross-sections
r (r = 1, 2, 3), the input image is deemed to exhibit those pathological features. In this experiment, we adopted
r = 1.

Next, we describe the generation of probability maps for each disease, with an overview provided in Fig. 1b.
As illustrated, the process of generating disease probability maps differs from the block processing used in similar
case retrieval methods. The probability of each disease class for each slice is calculated using equations (1) –
(3), and these probabilities are aggregated across cross-sections. Subsequently, the results from the three cross-
sections are integrated to generate the probability map for each disease at the 3D voxel level. In other words, this
approach provides a high level of interpretability (iv) for the results of CBIR. In practical CBIR applications, the
probability map for a disease is output when the disease is present in the search results for a given cross-section,
thereby providing a rationale for the search results.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We conducted a retrieval evaluation experiment for AD using the iCBIR-Sli framework with ADNI2/3,25,26

OASIS,27,28 and AIBL.29 For comparative analysis, we employed two methods: a 3D-CNN model exclusively



Table 1: Classification (neighborhood search) performance for each model.

ADNI225,26 ADNI325,26

Precision Recall F1 Precision Recall F1

3D-CNN 0.818 0.818 0.820 0.802 0.758 0.862
IE-CBIR7 0.914 0.762 0.873 0.812 0.793 0.878

iCBIR-Sli† 0.905/0.909/0.844 0.760/0.600/0.760 0.856/0.784/0.831 0.838/0.847/0.826 0.703/0.586/0.729 0.856/0.784/0.831
ensemble 0.840 0.840 0.859 0.777 0.791 0.864

OASIS27,28 AIBL29

Precision Recall F1 Precision Recall F1

3D-CNN 0.802 0.762 0.830 0.440 0.841 0.726
IE-CBIR7 0.848 0.669 0.813 0.514 0.841 0.771

iCBIR-Sli† 0.817/0.888/0.868 0.655/0.568/0.685 0.796/0.781/0.826 0.402/0.654/0.454 0.818/0.758/0.871 0.697/0.820/0.737
ensemble 0.787 0.786 0.832 0.356 0.909 0.661

†: coronal/sagittal/axial cross-section. Unlike other approaches, iCBIR-Sli has the unique ability to visually
present the basis for diagnosis.

specialized for disease diagnosis and IE-CBIR, a state-of-the-art CBIR model specifically designed for superior
retrieval performance. Tab. 1 presents a comparison of the retrieval results of our proposed and comparative
methods.

In ADNI2, iCBIR-Sli achieved a top-1 retrieval performance (macro F1 = 0.859) comparable to that of exist-
ing deep learning models specialized in classification based solely on the learned low-dimensional representations.
In ADNI3 dataset, the proposed method achieved performance comparable to that of CNN. For OASIS dataset,
it outperformed both CNN and IE-CBIR. Regarding AIBL dataset, although the overall performance in the
ensemble setting decreased due to the recall-focused configuration with r = 1 and the limited number of AD
cases, the sagittal view achieved superior performance compared to other methods. In addition, both IE-CBIR
and iCBIR-Sli possess the advantage of enabling disease retrieval solely through the obtained low-dimensional
representations. However, the proposed iCBIR-Sli surpasses IE-CBIR by providing a clear localization of the
brain regions that serve as evidence for the queried image. Fig. 2 illustrates the probability maps generated by
iCBIR-Sli for correctly retrieved AD cases, highlighting regions with an 80% or higher probability of being associ-
ated with AD and overlaying them on the input image. The highlighted regions correspond to the hippocampus,
aligning with well-established medical knowledge. This demonstrates that our model can visually present the
specific areas it emphasizes during inference, providing an interpretable output. This result indicates that a
practical CBIR system that retains comprehensive structural information of the brain, previously unattempted,
is achievable by effectively utilizing 2D slice images.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proposed the iCBIR-Sli framework to realize CBIR for brain MR images. To achieve practical
CBIR, it is essential to obtain low-dimensional representations that satisfy the following criteria: completeness,
usability, robustness, and interpretability. Our experiment demonstrated that iCBIR-Sli achieved performance
comparable to or exceeding that of existing 3D techniques, successfully obtaining low-dimensional representations
that meet the aforementioned requirements. Notably, the unprecedented interpretability of iCBIR-Sli lies in its
ability to provide voxel-level probability maps that pinpoint the specific regions deemed. Although this study
only involved two classes (AD and CN), we believe that iCBIR-Sli can be adapted to a wide variety of diseases
beyond specific conditions. Future work will include validating its performance when additional disease categories
are incorporated.
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[13] Roy, S., Kügler, D., and Reuter, M., “Are 2.5 D approaches superior to 3D deep networks in whole brain
segmentation?,” in [International Conference on Medical Imaging with Deep Learning ], 988–1004, PMLR
(2022).

[14] Emre, T., Oghbaie, M., Chakravarty, A., Rivail, A., Riedl, S., Mai, J., PN Scholl, H., Sivaprasad, S.,
Rueckert, D., Lotery, A., et al., “Pretrained Deep 2.5 D Models for Efficient Predictive Modeling from
Retinal OCT: A PINNACLE Study Report,” in [International Workshop on Ophthalmic Medical Image
Analysis ], 132–141, Springer (2023).

[15] Liu, M., Maiti, P., Thomopoulos, S., Zhu, A., Chai, Y., Kim, H., and Jahanshad, N., “Style transfer using
generative adversarial networks for multi-site mri harmonization,” in [Medical Image Computing and Com-
puter Assisted Intervention–MICCAI 2021: 24th International Conference, Strasbourg, France, September
27–October 1, 2021, Proceedings, Part III 24 ], 313–322, Springer (2021).

[16] Avesta, A., Hossain, S., Lin, M., Aboian, M., Krumholz, H. M., and Aneja, S., “Comparing 3D, 2.5 D, and
2D approaches to brain image auto-segmentation,” Bioengineering 10(2), 181 (2023).

[17] Nishimaki, K., Onda, K., Ikuta, K., Chotiyanonta, J., Uchida, Y., Mori, S., Iyatomi, H., Oishi, K., Initiative,
A. D. N., Biomarkers, A. I., and of Ageing, L. F. S., “OpenMAP-T1: A Rapid Deep-Learning Approach to
Parcellate 280 Anatomical Regions to Cover the Whole Brain,” tech. rep., Wiley Online Library (2024).

[18] Kruthika, K., Maheshappa, H., Initiative, A. D. N., et al., “CBIR system using Capsule Networks and 3D
CNN for Alzheimer’s disease diagnosis,” Informatics in Medicine Unlocked 14, 59–68 (2019).

[19] Sabour, S., Frosst, N., and Hinton, G. E., “Dynamic routing between capsules,” Advances in neural infor-
mation processing systems 30 (2017).

[20] Oh Song, H., Xiang, Y., Jegelka, S., and Savarese, S., “Deep metric learning via lifted structured feature
embedding,” in [Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition ], 4004–4012
(2016).

[21] Kingma, D. P. and Welling, M., “Auto-encoding variational bayes,” in [2nd International Conference on
Learning Representations, ICLR 2014, Banff, AB, Canada, April 14-16, 2014, Conference Track Proceed-
ings ], Bengio, Y. and LeCun, Y., eds. (2014).

[22] Chen, X., Jiang, S., Guo, L., Chen, Z., and Zhang, C., “Whole brain segmentation method from 2.5 D brain
MRI slice image based on Triple U-Net,” The Visual Computer , 1–12 (2023).

[23] Chen, W., Liu, Y., Kira, Z., Wang, Y. F., and Huang, J., “A closer look at few-shot classification,” in
[7th International Conference on Learning Representations, ICLR 2019, New Orleans, LA, USA, May 6-9,
2019 ], OpenReview.net (2019).

[24] Snell, J., Swersky, K., and Zemel, R., “Prototypical networks for few-shot learning,” Advances in neural
information processing systems 30 (2017).

[25] Mueller, S. G., Weiner, M. W., Thal, L. J., Petersen, R. C., Jack, C., Jagust, W., Trojanowski, J. Q., Toga,
A. W., and Beckett, L., “The Alzheimer’s disease neuroimaging initiative,” Neuroimaging Clinics of North
America 15(4), 869 (2005).

[26] Weiner, M. W., Aisen, P. S., Jack Jr, C. R., Jagust, W. J., Trojanowski, J. Q., Shaw, L., Saykin, A. J.,
Morris, J. C., Cairns, N., Beckett, L. A., et al., “The Alzheimer’s disease neuroimaging initiative: progress
report and future plans,” Alzheimer’s & Dementia 6(3), 202–211 (2010).

[27] LaMontagne, P. J., Benzinger, T. L., Morris, J. C., Keefe, S., Hornbeck, R., Xiong, C., Grant, E., Hassen-
stab, J., Moulder, K., Vlassenko, A. G., et al., “OASIS-3: Longitudinal neuroimaging, clinical, and cognitive
dataset for normal aging and Alzheimer disease,” medrxiv , 2019–12 (2019).

[28] Koenig, L. N., Day, G. S., Salter, A., Keefe, S., Marple, L. M., Long, J., LaMontagne, P., Massoumzadeh, P.,
Snider, B. J., Kanthamneni, M., et al., “Select atrophied regions in alzheimer disease (sara): An improved
volumetric model for identifying alzheimer disease dementia,” NeuroImage: Clinical 26, 102248 (2020).

[29] Ellis, K. A., Bush, A. I., Darby, D., De Fazio, D., Foster, J., Hudson, P., Lautenschlager, N. T., Lenzo, N.,
Martins, R. N., Maruff, P., et al., “The australian imaging, biomarkers and lifestyle (aibl) study of aging:
methodology and baseline characteristics of 1112 individuals recruited for a longitudinal study of alzheimer’s
disease,” International psychogeriatrics 21(4), 672–687 (2009).


	INTRODUCTION
	Related work
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Datasets
	iCBIR-Sli Overview
	iCBIR-Sli Implementation and Training
	Similar case retrieval using iCBIR-Sli

	Results and Discussion
	Conclusions
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

