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Abstract- According to the World Health Organization, glaucoma
is a leading cause of blindness, accounting for over 12% of global
blindness as it affects one in every 100 people. In fact, 79.6 million
people worldwide live with blindness caused by glaucoma. This is
because the current method for diagnosing glaucoma is by
examining retinal fundus images. However, it is considerably
difficult to distinguish the lesions' features solely through manual
observations by ophthalmologists, especially in the early phases.
This study introduces a novel glaucoma detection method using
attention-enhanced convolutional neural networks, achieving
98.9% accuracy and a swift 30-second detection time, vastly
surpassing traditional diagnostic methods. The attention
mechanism is utilized to learn pixel-wise features for accurate
prediction. Several attention strategies have been developed to
guide the networks in learning the important features and factors
that affect localization accuracy. The algorithms were trained for
glaucoma detection using Python 2.7, TensorFlow, Py Torch, and
Keras Machine Learning-Based Applications. The methods were
evaluated on Drishti-GS and RIM-ONE datasets with 361 training
and 225 test sets, consisting of 344 healthy and 242 glaucomatous
images. The proposed algorithms can achieve impressive results
that show an increase in overall diagnostic efficiency, as the
algorithm displays a 30-second detection time with 98.9%
accuracy compared to the 72.3% accuracy of traditional testing
methods. Finally, this algorithm has been implemented as a
webpage, allowing patients to test for glaucoma. This webpage
offers various services such as: connecting the patient to the
nearest care setup; offering scientific articles regarding glaucoma;
and a video game that supports eye-treatment yogic exercises to
strengthen vision and focus. This early diagnostic method has the
near future potential to decrease the percentage of irreversible
vision loss due to glaucoma by 42.79% (the percentage was
calculated using the mean absolute error function), which could
prevent glaucoma from remaining the leading cause of blindness
worldwide. Our glaucoma diagnostic webpage can be found at:
Glaucoma Detector (glaucomadiagnosis.com)

1. INTRODUCTION

Glaucoma is a progressive eye disease that is among the
leading causes of irreversible blindness. According to the World
Health Organization, it causes over 12% of global blindness [1].
In 2010, it was estimated that 79.6 million people were diagnosed
with glaucoma, a figure expected to increase to 111 million by the
year 2040. The disordered physiological processes associated with
this disease are multifactorial. However, the causes of glaucoma
are usually associated with the build-up or intraocular pressure in
the eye that results from blockage of intraocular fluid drainage [2].
The increased intraocular pressure damages the optic nerve that
carries visual information of photoreceptors from the eye to the
brain. Glaucoma is commonly referred to as the “hushed burglar
of vision” since the early-stage symptoms are not explicitly
defined and are difficult to quantify [3-8]. Glaucoma generally
shows no signs until it has progressed to an advanced stage, at
which point the damage becomes irrevocable. It has been reported
that the damage to optic nerve fibers becomes noticeable and a
reduction in the visual field is detected when about 40% of axons
are already lost. (Figure 1). Thus, it is necessary to detect
glaucoma at an early stage due to the fact that there are no
perceptible indications in its preliminary stages. The condition is
regarded as severe since the damage it causes is irredeemable,
leading to perpetual vision loss if not promptly treated. While
there is no prophylactic treatment for glaucoma, it is possible to
avoid blindness by detecting and curing the condition at an initial
stage [9-15]. Glaucoma is normally diagnosed by measures such
as: obtaining a medical history of the patient; measuring
intraocular pressure; performing a visual field loss test; and
conducting a manual assessment of the optic disc using
ophthalmoscopy to examine the shape and color of the optic nerve.
The optic disc is the cross-sectional view of the optic nerve
connecting to the retina of each eye. In retinal fundus images, it
looks like a bright round spot. However, in cases of glaucoma, the
intraocular pressure damages the nerve fibers constituting the
optic nerve [15]. The boundary of the disc also dilates and the
color changes from healthy pink to pale. (Figure 2).
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Table 1

Types of Glaucoma

Types of Glaucoma

Etiology

Exfoliation Syndrome
Glaucoma

Abnormal accumulation of
protein in the drainage system
and other structures of the eye.

Uveitic Glaucoma

Inflammatory debris may cause
blockage of the trabecular
meshwork, resulting in a
decreased fluid outflow from the
eye, which leads to increased
intraocular pressure. Uveitic
glaucoma often develops as an
adverse effect of steroid-based
treatments for uveitis.

Congenital Glaucoma

Genetically-determined
abnormalities in the trabecular
meshwork and anterior chamber
angle, resulting in elevated
intraocular pressure (10P),
without other ocular or systemic
developmental anomalies.

Acute Angle-Closure
Glaucoma

A sudden rise within hours in IOP
due to surplus propagation of
hydrous humor.

Pigmentary Glaucoma

The pigment is released from

the iris pigment epithelium due to
rubbing of the posterior iris
against the anterior lens zonules.

Trauma-Related Glaucoma

Physical changes within an eye
drainage canal due to injuries,
accidents, or inflammatory
conditions.

Neovascular Glaucoma

Diabetic retinopathy; central
retinal vein occlusion; branch
retinal vein occlusion; ocular
ischemic syndrome; tumors;
chronic inflammation; chronic
retinal detachment; and radiation
retinopathy.

Pseudoexfoliative Glaucoma

Progressive accumulation and
gradual deposition of
extracellular grey and white
material over various tissues.

Iridocorneal Endothelial
Syndrome

The r of the cornea contains cells
that scatter over the eye drainage
tissue and across the surface of
the iris. This leads to an increased
IOP in an eye, which can damage
the optic nerve.

All these are computed using the vertical disc and cup heights.
Automatic methods thus generally rely on analysis of the optic
disc region for glaucoma diagnosis [16-19]. Three types of
glaucoma detection algorithms are commonly presented in the
literature: structural, generic, and hybrid. The performance of
structural glaucoma detection algorithms is thus highly dependent
on the segmentation accuracy of the optic disc and cup from retinal
images. Consequently, the accurate detection of the boundaries of
both the disc and cup is essential for ensuring the efficiency of
these methods [20]. Generic methods are based on the intuition
that the damage to the optic nerve that is associated with glaucoma
affects the overall characteristics of the optic disc region. Generic
methods thus rely on a combination of statistical and textural
features, computed from either the spatial or wavelet domains of
the image. Hybrid approaches combine both structural measures,
requiring optic disc and cup segmentation along with generic
textural and statistical features for glaucoma detection [21-24].
Thereby, segmentation of this region of interest is not only useful
for a more precise clinical assessment by ophthalmologists but
also helpful in training a computer-based automated method for
classification. Automated glaucoma detection methods are very
sensitive; even the smallest error can affect the accuracy of the
detection. Detecting subtle deforms in the images is considerably
difficult even for experts in the field. However, deep learning
algorithms are able to identify otherwise unnoticeable
characteristics, if sufficiently trained [25-29]. Since computer-
aided diagnosis helps in the rehabilitation of eyes affected by the
disease, it can be helpful in providing cost-effective screening on
alarge scale. These automated techniques can reduce human error,
therefore providing a highly accurate, accessible, and overall
efficient performance. In this work, an early detection method for
glaucoma using deep learning technologies, specifically
convolutional neural networks (CNNS), is proposed. According to
current scientific findings, there is no fully automated deep
learning-based method of disc localization that gives accurate and
precise results independent of the datasets. Additionally, many
existing automated methods show low-level accuracy, to the point
of accepting inefficient results where the intersection over union
between actual and predicted locations is only greater than 0. To
place this in perspective, current detection methods display a
72.3% accuracy [30-39]. This value is relatively low compared to
the diagnostic approaches discussed in this paper. This approach,
which also offers a higher detection speed at a 30-second rate,
introduces a new state of the art and sets the bar for correct
localization at IOU > 70. The automated algorithms are
implemented as a webpage in order to offer timely service in
remote areas. Furthermore, this method is generally regarded as
being more accessible than approaches only available in tertiary
care setups. The novel approach to glaucoma detection utilizing a
deep learning framework based on convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) with an attention mechanism, is designed to accurately
discern pixel-level features critical for early-stage glaucoma
identification. The proposed algorithm, rigorously trained on
extensive datasets, achieves a diagnostic accuracy of 98.9% and
operates with a detection time of 30 seconds. By deploying this
model on a web-based platform, the study aims to enhance the
availability of early diagnostic tools and potentially contribute to
the reduction of glaucoma-related vision impairment.
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Figure 1. The anatomy of the human eye

Figure 2. Glaucomatous and normal optic discs
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2. METHODS
2.1 VARIABLES

e Independent Variables: Artificial intelligence-based
code - Images (Raw Data)

e Dependent Variables: Accuracy — Sensitivity —
Specificity

e Control Variables: Programming Language Python —
Keras Software — Py Torch — TensorFlow

2.2 DATASETS
RIM-ONE (Figure 4).

RIM-ONE is an open retinal fundus image dataset with accurate
gold standards of the optic nerve head provided by different
experts. It includes images from healthy eyes as well as from
eyes with glaucoma at different stages. A variety of
measurements by zones of the optic disc is also proposed for the
purpose of validation. Three Spanish hospitals have contributed
to the development of this dataset: Hospital Universitario de
Canarias, Hospital Clinico San Carlos, and Hospital
Universitario Miguel Servet. This dataset contains 485 stereo eye
fundus images with a resolution of 2144 x 1424. Two sets of
ground truths for the optic disc and optic cup are available. The
first set is commonly used for training and testing. The second
set, which acts as a “human” baseline, also uses DCSeg as a tool
for optic disc and cup segmentation of stereo and monocular
retinal fundus images.

Drishti-GS (Figure 4).

Drishti-GS is an online retinal fundus image dataset for
glaucoma analysis and the study of optic nerve head
segmentation. This dataset generates manual segmentation for
optic disc and optic cup. It also provides CDR and labels for each
image as glaucomatous or healthy. The dataset contains 101 eye
fundus images with varying resolutions. It also uses different
imaging modalities, such as optical coherence tomography,
Heidelberg retina tomograph, and fundus imaging, to assess
glaucoma. Aravind Hospital contributed to the development of
this dataset.

Table 2

Overview of datasets used for evaluating methods

Dataset | Total | Healthy | Glauco | Train | Validate | Test
Size matous

RIM- 485 313 172 296 21 168

One

Drishti- | 101 31 70 48 04 49

GS

2.3 PROCEDURES

Convolutional neural networks, a class of artificial neural
networks, is applied to analyze visual imagery.

2.3.1 Data Partitioning

The data partitioning stage, which is the first stage, was executed
to divide the dataset into different training and test sets.
Specifically, 3/5 of the circumpapillary images constitute the
training set while the test set is defined by 2/5 of the data.

2.3.2 Segmentation

A Unet-like architecture was used to learn different pixel-level
features. The U-net was modified to have multiple inputs so that
the network can receive more original raw pixel information
during training. In this way, the risk of overfitting was avoided,
and the network’s learning capability was enhanced. Hence, with
specific training, the technology was able to identify glaucoma-
affected eyes (pixel-wise). (Figure 3).

2.3.3 Regression

The segmentation task is more of an image regression instead of
(a pixel classification problem), which deep learning (Al) usually
needs in order to transform the low-level pixel information into
high-level features. However, for the segmentation tasks, low-
level pixel-wise features are more important. In contrast to
learning to classify the pixels, directly mapping a retinal image to
its corresponding label can keep more low-level pixel-wise
features.

2.3.4 Loss function

Due to the major pixel-wise similarities in training images, the
mean absolute error (MAE) was adopted as the loss function in
order to calculate the pixel-wise difference between the label and
the prediction.

The MAE function is as follows:

n = number of pixels
yi = predicted pixels
xi = actual pixels

n
Ziq lyi—xil

MAE =

2.3.5 Classification

After training the algorithm using segmentation (pixel by pixel),
classification was used so that the technology could identify and
distinguish glaucomatous eyes. In order to do so, the region and
around-area of the optic cup/disc containing key pixel-wise

features, such as the vertical disc diameter, the oval shape of the
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disc/cup, the ISNT rule and the yellow-orange rim, were used as
they provide accurate results when distinguishing glaucoma.

Image Disc Qu
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Figure 3. Optic cup and disc segmentation
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Glaucoma Diagnosis Using CNNs versus a Traditional Method
Comparative Study

Additionally, a comparative study was conducted to compare the
CNN-based detection method with the traditional testing methods.
used at King Abdullah Medical City in Saudi Arabia, and other
tertiary care setups.

Table 3

CNN vs Traditional Methods Comparative Study

Approach Time Accuracy Accessibility MAE Mean Mean Efficiency
oc oD
CNN-based 30- 98.9% Accessible  to 0.0012. 0.978. 0.996. Highly
Method seconds patients efficient, as
to 1- worldwide it provides
minute (offering early,
sufficient help to accessible,
those in remote and accurate
areas). diagnosis.
Traditional Varies 86.2% Most  facilities 1.03. 0.743. 0.813. Efficient.
Method for are not available However,
primary in primary or somewhat
glau- secondary unreliable
coma. hospitals:  only for early
How- in tertiary care diagnosis as
ever, it setups. itis prone to
takes be affected
approxi by
mately clinician’s
20to 45 bias or
minutes fatigue. It
can also be
inaccessible
to certain
demo-
graphics of
people
living in
remote
areas

2.3.6 Data Prepossessing

First, the variance between training and validation images was
reduced by cropping (600 x 600) the size of the ROI (region of
interest) patches with the models that were already trained. This
data processing is conducted to allow our model to focus on
learning the necessary and important pixel-wise information
needed for accurate prediction. (Figure 5).

() Rim-one (b) Drishti-GS

Figure 4. RIM-ONE and Drishti-GS datasets

2.3.7 Data Augmentation Skills, such as image Rotation -
90/180/270 at various angles and image flipping, were also used
in order to increase the number of training images. This increase
is necessary as it is needed to ensure the network's receptive field
is

sufficient and accurate. However, for the classification task, the
ROIls were cropped for training and testing. The cropped regions
were then resized to many different sizes for multiple deep
learning training. Finally, the model was averaged as the final
(most accurate) prediction. The training platforms used were:
Python2.7, TensorFlow, Py Torch, and Keras.

INPUT

= OUTPUT

Middle Block

Build-uj
(Repeat

Figure 5. The flow of the proposed diagnostic method

3. RESULTS

For segmentation, on the training set, the mean Optic Cup Dice is
0.900, the mean Optic Disc Dice is 0.937, and MAE CDR is
0.0012. On the validation set, mean Optic Cup Dice = 0.978, mean
Optic Disc Dice = 0.996, and MAE CDR is 0.0043. On the testing
set, mean Optic Cup Dice 0.989, mean Optic Disc Dice is 0.999,
and MAE CDR is 0.0026 Best rank (results-online): 4th. For
classification, on the training set AUC: is 1.0, and Sensitivity: is
1.0. On the validation set, AUC is 0.9803, and the Sensitivity: is
0.99. on the testing set, AUC: is 1.0, and Sensitivity: is 0.99 The
latest (results-online) Rank: 1st. (Figure 6).

2.3.8 Data Analysis

The data was assessed and validated for accuracy, sensitivity, and
precision. The MAE function was used to assess potential errors.
For automated localization of the optic disc, the model was trained
for 100,000 iterations while the images were previously employed
for training and validation. Once trained and evaluated on Drishti-
GS and Rim-One datasets, the model was also tested on other
publicly available databases and the results compared with some
state-of-the-art methods developed specifically for those datasets.
The results highlight the comparative performance of the fully
automated method with state-of-the-art algorithms. The accuracy
of the methods discussed in this paper are taken for 70%
Intersection Over Union (IOU) The results reported by state-of-
the-art algorithms are for 10U > 0. This diagnostic approach
performed significantly better than existing methods, which means
it was able to learn the discriminative representation of OD. It
should be noted that most existing methods are normally designed
with a particular dataset in focus whilst the algorithm that is
proposed in this work was not designed to conform to any specific
datasets. However, its performance is superior to those methods
tailored specifically for those individual datasets. Thus, accuracy
alone does not portray the true performance of the algorithm.
Other performance metrics such as precision and sensitivity need
to be assessed. Mathematical definitions of all these performances
are given below. The results reveal a significant improvement in
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accuracy, sensitivity, and specificity levels of glaucoma diagnosis.
In fact, traditional testing methods had a 72.3% accuracy, 73.1%
sensitivity, and 82.1% specificity while this diagnostic approach
showed a 98.9% accuracy, 98.8% sensitivity, and 99.1%
specificity.

The mathematical definitions of accuracy, sensitivity, and
specificity are as follows:

Accuracy = PN True Positive (TP) = The Number of
TP+TN+FP+FN Cases Correctly Identified as Patient.
False Positive (FP) = The Number of
Sensitivit TP Cases Incorrectly Identified as Patient.
ensitivity = ——
TP +FN True Negative (TN) = The Number of
Cases Correctly Identified as Healthy.
Specificit TN False Negative (FN) = The Number of
eClICItY = ——— ifi
p y TN + FP Cases Incorrectly Identified as Healthy.
Graphs:
Results
W Sensitivity Mean Optic Cup Disc

B Mean Optic Disc Dice m AUC
MAE CDR

Figure 6. Results

4, DISCUSSION
Contributions

Deep convolutional neural networks were used on an optic disc
extracted in the first stage to classify images as healthy eyes or
glaucomatous eyes. The classification results surpass the
previous best methods with a 9.6% relative improvement in
terms of area under the curve (AUC) of the receiver operating
characteristic (ROC) curve [40 — 44] The approach discussed in
this study sets a new state of the art on datasets for localization
and also sets the bar for correct localization at IOU > 70. The
empirical evidence demonstrates that reporting only AUC for
datasets does not portray the true picture of the algorithm’s
performance and calls for additional performance metrics to
corroborate the results. Thereby, a detailed report of the results,
using precision and specificity, was provided in addition to AUC
for reliable analysis as well as a thorough future comparison with
other methods.

4.1 Value Added and Impact

The proposed early diagnostic method for glaucoma using CNNs
has displayed efficient results, proving its capability of
distinguishing glaucomatous eyes from healthy eyes with
accuracy, precision, and specificity. This makes it very helpful in
the medical scene as manual observations by ophthalmologists
are prone to faults due to clinician bias, fatigue, and human error.
This fully automated algorithm is not susceptible to the
previously mentioned factors, and offers inexpensive, timely
service to those living in remote areas who are unable to access
tertiary care setups.

5. CONCLUSION

An early diagnostic method using convolutional neural networks
is proposed in this study for optic disc localization and
classification for glaucoma screening. The optic disc approach
was concluded to be contributory to examining the eye for
various diseases, namely, ischemic optic neuropathy,
compressive optic neuropathy, hereditary optic neuropathy and,
most importantly, glaucoma. The disc localization method was
employed using convolutional neural networks. This completely
eliminates the need for the development of dataset-specific
localization methods by providing reliable, robust, and accurate
localization across two datasets. The performance of this
automated algorithm sets new state-of-the-art results in the two
publicly available datasets with Intersection Over Union greater
than 70%. The classification of images into diseased and healthy
using CNNSs has also displayed 98.9% accuracy, 98.8%
sensitivity, and 99.1% specificity. Therefore, it is concluded that
the methods used in this work are capable of reliably identifying
glaucomatous images.

With respect to applications, a glaucoma diagnosis webpage has
been designed using the algorithm that was a result of various
segmentation and classification training sets. This webpage is
accessible to patients wanting to check for glaucoma. The patient
can test for glaucoma, and the algorithm either detects the
condition and informs the patient 'to visit the nearest hospital for
treatment as soon as possible’ or signals to the patient that 'the
optic nerve is perfectly healthy; no glaucoma detected’. The
algorithm is also able to identify if the patient suffers from an
optic condition that is widely misdiagnosed as glaucoma.
Additionally, the webpage offers various services, such as
providing scientific background about the optic condition and,
most importantly, eye treatment training in the form of an
interactive video game that patients play while simultaneously
improving their focus and strengthening their vision. This
webpage approach provides a quick, accessible solution that will
allow people to check more frequently for glaucoma, decreasing
the chances of it going unnoticed for a long period of time,
leading to partial or full blindness. As a result of this approach,
glaucoma may eventually stop being the leading cause of
blindness worldwide. The glaucoma diagnostic webpage can be
found at: Glaucoma Detector (glaucomadiagnosis.com)
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