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Abstract. We propose a supervised learning approach for detecting
landmarks in cardiac images from different views. A set of candidate
landmark points are obtained using morphological operations and graph
cut segmentation. The final landmarks are determined using random
forests (RF) classifiers which were trained on low level features derived
from the neighborhood of annotated landmarks on training images. We
use features like intensity, texture, shape asymmetry and context infor-
mation for landmark detection. Experimental results on the STACOM
LV landmark detection challenge dataset show that our approaching is
promising with room for further improvement.

1 Introduction

Cardiac magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) has acquired great significance
because MRI enables complete analysis of cardiac function. To overcome high
inter-observer variability in interpretation of images there is a need for automatic
detection of cardiac landmarks (like apex, mitral valve). Further, such automatic
detection can act as a good initialization for LV segmentation.

Stralen et al. [12] proposed a method for detecting left ventricle (LV) long axis
and mitral valve plane in 3D ultrasound images using circular Hough transform
and dynamic programming. Fourier Mellin Transform (FMT) was used in [11]
for LV localization. The template and search image are transformed into a rota-
tion and scale invariant representation using FMT. This enables fast landmark
detection using a cascade of linear detectors. In [5] a classification method to
detect structures in ultrasound images is proposed. Haar features are extracted
and fed to a boosted cascade of weak classifiers for detection. Karavides et al [6]
detect landmarks in 3D echocardiograms using Haar features and two cascades
of Adaboost classifiers. Lu et al.[10] adopt a similar approach, but with the addi-
tion of steerable features. Apart from the heart, other anatomies also appear in
the same slice which can lead to ambiguities in landmark detection. To resolve
such ambiguities context information was used in [9]. Context appearance is de-
rived from its local image features like shape and appearance. The method aims
to exploit the correlation of appearance and shape between different landmarks.
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We propose a learning based classification approach for LV landmark detec-
tion that makes use of local appearance and context features. Local appearance
information was derived from intensity, texture and shape features. Context
information was included in the form of difference in curvature values over a
neighborhood. These features are learned from a set of annotated training im-
ages identifying the landmark locations. The rest of the paper is organized as
follows. In Section 2 we describe our feature extraction and landmark detection
approach, followed by results and discussion in Section 3, and conclude with
Section 4

2 Method

Our approach to detect landmarks consists of two stages. First we automatically
segment the LV or RV as the case may be. All the edge points on the segmented
LV/RV are examined for landmark points using random forests (RF) classifiers.
This gives a set of candidate landmark points, and the two points (for mitral
valve and right ventricular points) or one point (for apex and base central axis
points) with the maximum votes is selected as the landmark points.

2.1 Segmenting the LV and RV

Although there are many methods in literature for LV segmentation, we desire a
method that requires minimal user involvement and is fast. We use a combination
of morphological operations and graph cuts to obtain the LV boundary from a
test image. All the image intensities in the training and test set are normalized
to lie between 0 and 1 using the 95−th percentile intensity value such that all
intensities above this value are 1. The test image (I) is first thresholded such
that pixels with intensities above th are set to 1 and all other pixels are set to
0. The threshold is given by

th = μ+ γ × σ2, (1)

where μ is the mean image intensity, σ2 is the standard deviation and γ = 2 is
a constant set empirically by testing over a large number of training images.

The morphological image opening operation (erosion followed by dilation) is
applied to the thresholded image Ith using the imopen function in MATLAB
to get Iopen. For imopen a disk structuring element of size 3 is generated us-
ing the strel command in MATLAB. All the connected components in Iopen are
extracted. For each cluster of pixels we determine their intensity distributions.
Previously, in the set of normalized training images we manually identify re-
gions of the LV/RV and determine the intensity distribution over its pixels. The
intensity distributions of the connected regions in Iopen are matched with this
reference distribution using the Bhattacharya metric. The region with the closest
match to the reference distribution is the region of interest (ROI).

One limitation of thresholding is that neighboring regions of the LV are also
clustered with the LV, and imopen is unable to remove the connections between
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Fig. 1. Results of different stages of LV segmentation: (a) Original Image; (b) thresh-
olded image; (c) morphological opening; (d) connected components; extracted edge for
(e) LV and (f) RV; search areas for (g) ACA and (h) BCA

these regions. The pixels in the extracted region (from Iopen) are again assigned
labels as ROI or non-ROI using graphcuts [3]. The ROI intensity distribution
previously calculated is used to determine penalties for ROI label. Similarly a
reference distribution for non-ROI regions are also determined to calculate the
penalty for non-ROI label. Note that only those pixels in the extracted region
are labeled and not all pixels in the image. This gives a segmented ROI in which
we identify the edge points. These edge points are then further classified as
landmark or non-landmark using a trained RF classifier.

Figure 1 shows the results of different steps for extracting LV in a long axis
(LA) image. Figure 1 (a) shows the original image followed by the thresholded
image Ith in Fig. 1 (b). Figure 1 (c) shows the image after morphological image
opening (Iopen) and Fig. 1 (d) shows the extracted LV region using connected
component analysis. As pointed out previously neighboring anatomical struc-
tures are also extracted. The result after graphcut segmentation is shown in
Fig. 1 (e) with the edge points identified by the red line. This approach also
works well for the RV insert points (Fig. 1 (f)). However for the apex and base
central points, we do not apply graph cuts. After extracting the desired region
using connected components, the center of this region is determined and a search
area is defined as a bounding box of size 25× 25 around this center. Figures 1
(g) and (h) show the search areas (red rectangle) for base and apex central
points. The candidate search points are then classified in the next stage using
RF classifiers.
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2.2 Landmark Detection Using RF Classifiers

The training set provides us with annotated images that identify landmarks on
the mitral valves (MV), right ventricular inserts (RVI), centers of apex central
axis (ACA) and base central axis (BCA). For each of the annotated points we
extract features from a 35 × 35 neighborhood and use them to train the RF
classifier. The following features are used for training.

Intensity and Texture Features: The mean, variance, skewness and kurtosis
of intensity values are calculated for the patch around the landmarks to get the
first set of features. Texture maps of the patch are obtained along four directions
(0◦, 45◦, 90◦, 135◦) using Gabor filters. Gabor filters conform to the receptive
field properties of cortical cells, capture rich visual properties like spatial fre-
quency characteristics and orientation, and are robust to noise by incorporating
Gaussian smoothing. The Gabor filter bank is represented as

gγ,ω(x, y) = aγg (aγ (x cos (ωψ) + y sin (ωψ)) aγ (−x sin (ωψ) + y cos (ωψ)))
(2)

where γ = 0, · · · , Γ − 1, ω = 0, · · · , Ω − 1. The mother function g is a Gaussian
defined as:

g(x, y) =
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Γ = 4 is the total orientations, Ω = 2 is the number of scales, the rotation factor
is ψ = π/Ω and the scaling factor is a = (Uh/Ul)

1/Γ−1. Uh and Ul determine the
frequency range of the filter bank andW is a shifting parameter in the frequency
domain.

In [7] texture anisotropy was used as a feature to identify tumorous regions
in brain images. While they calculate anisotropy using local gradient differences
and gray level dependence histograms, we use entropy to measure anisotropy.
The texture maps are divided into 8 equal parts corresponding to 8 sectors of a
circle, and entropy determined for each sector. Figure 2 (a) shows an illustration
of the sectors in a circle that are used to compute the entropy. A higher entropy
value indicates wider distribution of texture values (hence high anisotropy), while
low entropy indicates lower anisotropy. The texture anisotropy for sector r is

TexrAnisotropy = −
∑
tex

prtex log p
r
tex. (4)

prtex denotes the distribution of texture values in sector r. Values of tex lie
between 0 and 1. Thus the number of texture features are 32 (8 entropy values
from each of 4 oriented filters).

Shape Asymmetry: We extend the concept of asymmetry (or anisotropy) to
shape features. Here instead of texture we operate on image curvature values.
The entropy of curvature values is determined from 8 sectors of each slice to give
us 8 values for shape asymmetry. If the curvature values have a wide distribution



Landmark Detection Using Learned Statistics 119

it indicates greater asymmetry in shape, leading to a higher entropy value. On
the other hand low entropy values indicates less shape asymmetry. The shape
asymmetry measure for a sector r is given by

ShaperAsymmetry = −
∑
θ

prθ log p
r
θ. (5)

prθ denotes the probability distribution of curvature values in sector r. Values of
θ lie in the range {−180◦, 180◦}.

Context Information. Belongie et al. [2] proposed a shape context method
using distribution of relative distances for matching shapes. In [13] Tu propose
“auto-context” which integrates image and contextual information from a set
of trained classifiers and use it to segment brain structures from MRI. Auto
context was used by Li et al. in [8] to segment the human prostate gland from
computed tomography (CT) images. Object interaction priors were used in [1]
for inter-vertebral disc segmentation using graph cuts. Context comes from a
variety of sources. Since the human anatomy is standard, and image acquisition
procedures are the same presence of one organ leads to a strong cue about the
presence of another organ in medical images. We aim to capture the contextual
relationship between the landmarks and its neighborhood through curvature val-
ues. Basically context information provides information of one set of objects from
another set of objects. Previous works have incorporated statistical models from
large training data to include context information. However, these approaches
require complex modeling and inference methods. For every labeled landmark
we examine a neighborhood of 35×35 and sample a few points from it. The sam-
pling location are shown in Fig. 2 (b) (red ’X’s). From the image center rays at
intervals of 45◦ are drawn, and points are sampled on these rays. The maximum
distance along rays at 0◦, 90◦, 180◦, 270◦ is 17 pixels (since the neighborhood is
of size 35 × 35) and points are sampled at distances of 2, 7, 12, 17 pixels. The
maximum distance along rays at 45◦, 135◦, 225◦, 315◦ is 17

√
2 = 24 pixels and

points are sampled at distances of 3, 8, 13, 18, 23 pixels. This gives 36 sampled
points on each slice.

At each sampled point we calculate the difference in feature values with re-
spect to the central point (i.e., the landmark pixel) and include it in a feature
vector. This gives 36 values for a single slice.

Cont = f(i)− f(ni), ∀n ∈ Ni (6)

where f is the feature value, ni is the sampled neighboring points, andNi denotes
the whole in the neighborhood of the labeled voxel i.

For context information we can use any or all of the previously mentioned
features (intensity, texture or shape). However in practice we find that shape
context features provides the maximum discrimination ability in comparison to
other features. Inclusion of intensity and texture context features increases the
length of the feature vector (also the computation time), but does not lead to
a significant increase in accuracy of landmark detection over shape features.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 2. (a) Illustration of sectors for entropy calculation in texture anisotropy and
shape asymmetry; (b) sampling locations to derive context information

Therefore we include only the shape context features in the final feature vector.
Here we clarify that to derive context information we use only shape features,
while for incorporating low level information we use shape, texture and intensity
features. The final landmark(s) among the candidate points are those which have
the maximum number of votes by the RF classifier.

3 Experimental Results and Discussion

We use the database of STACOM LV landmark detection challenge workshop
2012 [4]. The training data consists of 100 patients with the images acquired
in the LA and SA. Our classifiers were trained on features derived from all the
100 datasets. We test our method on 4 validation datasets of the STACOM
landmark detection challenge - validations sets 1, 2, 3, 4- a total of 80 patients.
The extracted feature vectors for each point are 80 dimensional (4+32+8+36).
While the manual annotations gave us positive samples, we automatically extract
background points in the landmarks’ vicinity to get sufficient negative samples
to train the RF classifier. For each landmark type (MV,RVI,ACA and BCA) we
have different sets of classifiers. All the classifiers had 50 trees.

For every dataset there is only one ACA and BCA point, while there are many
RVI and MV points depending upon the number of acquired images. In order to
calculate the error measures the Euclidean distance between the detected land-
mark and the actual landmark is determined. The performance is summarized in
Table 1. Figure 3 gives the error distributions for each type of landmark point.
A major percentage of the errors is within 10 mm for all cases. However there
are cases of high error, particularly for MV points.

Figure 4 shows the detected landmarks by our method (green ’x’) and the
actual landmarks as red ’x’ for patient number 95. Visual results and error
measures show that our method is promising and detects landmarks quite close
to the actual position. We implemented the whole method in MATLAB on a
Pentium Core 2 Duo, 2.66 GHz processor. The average time to detect landmarks
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Table 1. Average error measures for landmark detection on 4 validation datasets
comprising 80 patients. Values are given for mean±standard, minimum, maximum and
median error. Values are in units of mm.

Mean±std min max median

ACA 5.66±5.39 0.60 33.48 4.16

BCA 7.01±7.99 0.25 52.28 4.51

MV 5.67±5.83 0.02 64.66 4.19

RVI 6.79±5.49 0.14 45.56 5.44
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Fig. 3. Distribution of landmark errors for: (a) ACA; (b) BCA; (c) MV; (d) RVI

in a 192× 152 pixel image was 23 seconds, thus indicating scope for a faster and
efficient approach. The generation of candidate landmark points took less than
2 seconds on an average.

Importance of Different Features. Figure 5 shows error measures for differ-
ent feature combinations on the training dataset. For single features Int performs
worst and Cont gives the best results. For two feature combination the lowest
error is given by Cont + Shape. In the case of three features, all combinations
having Cont give similar results highlighting the discriminative power of context
information.

Our method also has limitations. It is particularly sensitive to the accuracy of
segmentation as it provides candidate points for landmark detection. Segmenta-
tion accuracy depends upon threshold value, efficacy of the image opening step
and of connected component analysis. We select γ = 2 (Eqn. 1) after visual ex-
amination of the results over more than 50 images from SA and LA views. The
disk size in the imopen operation was fixed through similar examination.

Initially we tried to localize the ROI using a machine learning approach.We di-
vided the training images into 64 square blocks and extracted the previously men-
tioned features for blocks containing the annotated landmark (landmark block) as
well as blocks not containing the landmark (background blocks). Context infor-
mation was derived with respect to the central pixel in the block. If a test block
is denoted landmark by the RF classifier, we subdivide it into 4 sub-blocks and
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 4. Results of landmark detection: (a) MV (average error= 2.6 pixels); (b) RVI
(average error= 1.9 pixels); (c) ACA (average error= 1.2 pixels); (d) BCA (average
error= 2.1 pixels)

Fig. 5. Error measures(mean and standard deviation) for MV detection using different
feature combinations.C-Context;S-Shape;T -Texture;I-Intensity

check for the presence of landmark from these 4 sub-blocks. Finally each pixel of
the identified sub-block is analyzed for the presence of a landmark.We extract fea-
tures from a 35×35 neighborhood of each pixel and train different set of classifiers
for each stage. But such an approach required many computations in MATLAB.
Since our features use entropy based measures sufficient samples are needed for an
accurate feature value. Thus smaller blocks give erroneous values. Alternatively,
larger blocks result in more computations when we analyzed each pixel’s neighbor-
hood. This approach gave fairly good results for LV and RV landmarks, but poor
results for ACA and BCA points as there were not sufficient samples to train a ac-
curate classifier that can distinguish between landmark and background blocks.
In order to overcome this limitation we used morphological operations and graph
cuts to find a set of candidate points for each landmark.
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4 Conclusion

We have proposed a method to detect landmarks in cardiac MRI using a com-
bination of graphcut segmentation, low level feature information and machine
learning techniques. An initial set of candidate landmark points is obtained by
thresholding, connected component analysis and graphcut segmentation. The
final landmarks are identified with the help of RF classifiers trained on man-
ual annotations of landmark points. For accurate landmark detection low level
image features like intensity, texture anisotropy, shape asymmetry and context
information was derived from neighborhoods of annotated landmarks. Training
was performed on data from 66 patients. Results on 5 test patient databases
show our approach is promising for the purpose of detecting the appropriate
landmarks. But there is also scope for speeding up the detection of candidate
points as well as identifying the final landmark.
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