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Abstract  

Purpose:  

To develop a deep ensemble learning model with a radiomics spatial encoding execution for 

improved glioma segmentation accuracy using multi-parametric MRI (mp-MRI).  

Methods:  

This model was developed using 369 glioma patients with a 4-modality mp-MRI protocol: T1, 

contrast-enhanced T1 (T1-Ce), T2, and FLAIR. In each modality volume, a 3D sliding kernel was 

implemented across the brain to capture image heterogeneity: fifty-six radiomic features were 

extracted within the kernel, resulting in a 4th order tensor. Each radiomic feature can then be 

encoded as a 3D image volume, namely a radiomic feature map (RFM). For each patient, all RFMs 

extracted from all 4 modalities were processed by the Principal Component Analysis (PCA) for 

dimension reduction, and the first 4 principal components (PCs) were selected. Next, four deep 

neural networks as sub-models following the U-Net’s architecture were trained for the segmenting 

of a region-of-interest (ROI): each sub-model utilizes the mp-MRI and 1 of the 4 PCs as a 5-

channel input for 2D execution. Last, the 4 softmax probability results given by the U-net ensemble 

were superimposed and binarized by Otsu’s method as the segmentation result. Three ensemble 

models were trained to segment enhancing tumor (ET), tumor core (TC), and whole tumor (WT), 

respectively. Segmentation results given by the proposed ensemble were compared to the mp-

MRI-only U-net results. 

Results:  

All 3 radiomics-incorporated deep ensemble learning models were successfully implemented: 

comparing to mp-MRI-only U-net results, the dice coefficients of ET (0.777→0.817), TC (0.742

→ 0.757), and WT (0.823→ 0.854) demonstrated improvements. Accuracy, sensitivity, and 

specificity results demonstrated the same patterns. 
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Conclusion:  

The adopted radiomics spatial encoding execution enriches the image heterogeneity information 

that leads to the successful demonstration of the proposed deep ensemble model, which offers a 

new tool for mp-MRI based medical image segmentation. 

Keywords: Radiomics, deep learning, ensemble learning, glioma segmentation   
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1. Introduction 

Gliomas are the most common primary tumors in the brain and spinal cord, with a poor prognosis 

(Claus et al., 2015; Chen et al., 2017; Hanif et al., 2017). An accurate delineation of the glioma 

and its sub-volumes is essential to improve the treatment results and prognosis (ABDALLA; et 

al., 2020; Sethi et al., 2011). For many years, magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) has been 

considered the gold standard of radiographic glioma diagnosis since the MRI can provide highly 

specific imaging of the soft tissues (ABDALLA; et al., 2020; Sethi et al., 2011; Zhang et al., 

2021). While single modality imaging has been reported with limited specificity (Demirel and 

Davis, 2018), multi-parametric MRI (mp-MRI) with T1 weighted (T1), T2 weighted (T2), T2 

Fluid-Attenuated Inversion Recovery (FLAIR), and T1 contrast-enhanced (T1-Ce) sequences can 

give more accurate assessments of the glioma tissue microenvironment (ABDALLA; et al., 2020; 

Demirel and Davis, 2018; Upadhyay and Waldman, 2011).  

Currently, the delineation of gliomas is predominantly performed by hand, which is a tedious and 

time-intensive process (Zhang et al., 2021; Ghaffari et al., 2020). The results of manual 

delineation, however, can also vary significantly among different human raters due to different 

experiences and preferences (Deeley et al., 2011; Deeley et al., 2013; Mazzara et al., 2004). Many 

recent studies have thus been done to improve the accuracy and efficiency of glioma segmentation 

(Işın et al., 2016). Deep learning, as a newly emerging computational method, has become a 

powerful tool within the intersection field of computer science and medical imaging (Di Ieva et 

al., 2021). Pilot studies have demonstrated deep learning’s potential in promising glioma 

segmentation accuracy with high efficiency in the pre-clinical setting (Di Ieva et al., 2021; 

Lachinov et al., 2019; Perkuhn et al., 2018); Nevertheless, more works need to be done to further 

improve the segmentation accuracy towards potential clinical application (Isensee et al., 2021; 

Lotan et al., 2019). While the majority of the recent and current relevant works focused on the 

improvements of neural network architecture designs, research works about neural network input 

optimization are relatively limited (Akkus et al., 2017; Hesamian et al., 2019; Magadza and Viriri, 

2021; Tiwari et al., 2020).  

Radiomics is a recent advance of computational imaging analysis that extracts high-dimensional 

mineable information from clinical imaging, and it has become a major computational approach 
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for image-based disease diagnosis, treatment effect analysis, and outcome prediction (Kumar et 

al., 2012; Rizzo et al., 2018; Lambin et al., 2012; Gillies et al., 2016). As handcraft computational 

biomarkers, radiomic features are designed to capture image intensity heterogeneity in a pre-

defined spatial region-of-interest (ROI) (Gillies et al., 2016; Holbrook et al., 2020; Blumenthal et 

al., 2017). Patient-specific radiomic signature is formed by concatenating individual radiomic 

features as a vector. As an ROI-based approach, this vector representation fails to capture voxel-

wise image textural information. Our group recently invented a radiomic spatial encoding method: 

a 3D sliding window kernel was implemented throughout the entire image view, while radiomic 

features extracted within the kernel can be encoded to a voxel centered at the kernel (Yang; et al., 

2022b). Thus, each radiomic feature can be extended from a vector to a volumetric image with the 

same dimension, i.e., radiomic feature map (RFM); patient-specific radiomic signature thus 

becomes a 4th tensor.   

In this work, we propose a radiomics-incorporated neural network ensemble for improved glioma 

segmentation using mp-MRI. We hypothesize that RFMs by the radiomic spatial encoding method 

will enrich the mp-MRI spatial heterogeneity information that will benefit the glioma 

segmentation. An ensemble learning scheme was adopted, in which each sub-model, i.e., deep 

neural network, utilizes a unique combination of mp-MRI and RFM expression as the input: this 

intends to investigate the potentially complementary inclusion of different RFM expressions. 

Several comparison studies are included to demonstrate the merits of the proposed ensemble 

model.  
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2. Materials and Methods  

A. Patient Data 

The Brain Tumor Segmentation Challenge 2020 (BraTS 2020) training dataset with 369 glioma 

patients’ data was adopted by this work (Bakas; et al., 2019). For each patient, the pre-resection 

mp-MRI includes 4 sequences, T1, T1ce, T2, and FLAIR, to fully assess the cranial anatomy for 

gross resection determination (Henry et al., 2021). All MR images were resampled to the same 

spatial resolution (1 × 1 × 1𝑚𝑚3) with skull stripping after human readers’ annotations (Bakas; 

et al., 2019). The annotations include the Gd-enhancing tumor (ET), the peritumoral edema (ED), 

and non-enhancing tumor core (NCR/NET). This research work focused on the segmentation of 

three tumor regions, including enhancing tumor (ET), tumor core (TC), and whole tumor (WT): 

TC is the Boolean sum of ET and NCR/NET, and WT is the Boolean sum of ET, ED, and 

NCR/NET. Figure 1 below illustrates the ET, TC and WT segmentations of an example case. 

  

Figure 1: An example of the mp-MRI, original segmentations (NCR/NET, ED, and ET), and the adopted ET, TC, 

and WT segmentations of an example patient. 
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B. Deep Ensemble Model Design 

Figure 2 provides the overall workflow of our deep ensemble model design for segmenting a 

specific ROI. The RFMs in a spatial-encoded radiomics expression were calculated following our 

previous work (Yang; et al., 2022b): for an entire 3D MR volume, a 3D sliding window kernel 

was implemented. For each image voxel, 56 radiomic features, including 22 features from Gray-

Level Co-Occurrence Matrix (GLCOM) (H, 1973), 16 features from Gray-Level Run-Length 

Matrix (GLRLM) (Haralick, 1979), and 18 first-order statistics, were calculated within the region-

of-interest of kernel definition. After the spatial filtering, each radiomic feature was extended as a 

3D image volume (i.e., RFM) with the same original MR volume dimension. Thus, a total of 224 

RFMs (56 x 4 modalities) were acquired for each patient. Given the patient cohort size (369) and 

number of RFMs (224) of each patient, an efficient data dimension reduction strategy is in demand 

to implement a practical deep learning design using RFMs without curse of dimensionality. In this 

work, we adopted principal components analysis (PCA): for each patient, we extracted the first 

Figure 2:  The overall workflow of the proposed ensemble design. The four sub-models (U1 – U4)  follow the U-

net architecture specified in the blue box with detailed dimension and structure information. The 4 softmax 

probability maps (SP-1 – SP-4) are superimposed before thresholding by the Otsu’s Method 
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four principal components (PCs) with an explained variance ratio threshold of 95%. Figure 2 

provides a showcase of 4 derived RFM PCs at its lower left region. 

The ensemble model includes 4 sub-models of deep neural networks (DNNs) following the 2D U-

Net architecture (Yang; et al., 2022a), namely U1 – U4. A detailed network structure of each sub-

model with dimension information can be found at the bottom of Figure 2: an encoding path 

followed by a decoding path aim to extract the complex deep features from the input images and 

resample the imaging back to the original size (Jiang et al., 2020). All the activation functions in 

the encoding and decoding paths were set as the Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) activation, and the 

activation function of the output layer is set as the sigmoid.  

Following the bagging strategy, U1 – U4 were trained independently with different input designs: 

each sub-model’s input has 5 channels, which include 4 axial image slices from mp-MRI and one 

of the four RFM PCs (namely PC-1 – PC-4). Results of U1 – U4 were 4 softmax probability maps 

with pixel values between 0 and 1. The binarized segmentation result from each sub-model could 

be acquired by thresholding the softmax probability map. To generate an ensemble segmentation 

result that combines the outputs of all sub-models, we utilized the Otsu's method (Otsu, 1979) to 

threshold the superimposed softmax probability map and obtain a binarized segmentation mask 
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C. Model training and comparison studies 

In this work, the 369 patients was randomly split into the training (n = 295) and the test (n = 74) 

dataset followed by an 8:2 ratio. Three ensembles were trained for the ET, TC, and WT 

segmentation, respectively. Prior to the ensemble model training, all images were first normalized 

to [0-255] range as a uint8 format. The model training was conducted on the TensorFlow 2.5.0 

platform based on the Keras library. The binary cross entropy (BCE) was adopted as the loss 

function (Cybenko et al., 1998), and the learning rate was set at 1e-5 using the Adam optimizer. 

Our hardware platform was a Nvidia RTX A6000 GPU with 48 GB memory, and the data batch 

size was set to 80 accordingly. 

The segmentation result was evaluated by the voxel-wise sensitivity, specificity, accuracy, and 

dice coefficients of the binarized segmentation mask using the test sets. Additionally, two other 

segmentation models were studied: 

1) The U-Net model using mp-MRI as the only input data (‘mp-MRI-only’).  

2) The U-Net model using mp-MRI and 4 RFM PCs in a single 8-channel input design (‘mp-

MRI+4 PCs’).  

In both models, the same U-net architecture (except input dimension) shown in Figure 2 was 

employed. The other training parameter settings remained the same. The Wilcoxon signed-rank 

test was adopted to examine the potential differences among the three studied models with a 

significant level of 0.05. 
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3. Results 

Figure 3 shows the normalized mutual information (NMI) values between RFM PCs and the mp-

MRI-only model’s deep features after each convolution layer. As illustrated, increasing trends were 

found in the majority of the plots, suggesting that the derived RFM PCs from mp-MRI has 

noticeable correlations with the U-net’s deep features that are also derived from mp-MRI. This 

observation resonates with our hypothesis that RFMs may contribute to improved image 

segmentation accuracy when they are incorporated into the deep learning input design. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3: Normalized mutual information between the 4 RFM PCs and vanilla 

U-Net deep features as a function of U-net layers (horizontal axis). The solid 

lines and the color shades represent mean/variance of all training set patients’ 

results. 
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Figure 4 shows an example of the whole tumor (WT) segmentation results. As shown, the four 

derived RFM PCs captured distinct image contrasts from the four mp-MRI images and exhibited 

greater intensity variations.  Although the softmax probability maps of the four sub-models yielded 

results that were similar to the ground truth with some minor differences, the ensemble result 

achieved the most accurate segmentation. As an example, the ensemble result successfully 

captured the hook-shaped detail indicated by the red circle on the right side, which was missed by 

the mp-MRI-only model. The mp-MRI + 4 PCs model also achieved good segmentation accuracy 

but it captured some false positive signals (indicated by the orange arrow). This finding emphasizes 

the advantages of an ensemble learning design.  

Figures 5 and 6 display the segmentation results for the TC and ET regions, respectively. Overall, 

the proposed deep ensemble model demonstrated the highest segmentation accuracy compared to 

the ground truth results.  
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Figure 4: An example of whole tumor (WT) segmentation comparison study results. 
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Figure 5: An example of tumor core (TC) segmentation comparison study results. 
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Figure 6: An example of enhancing tumor (ET) segmentation comparison study results. 
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Figure 7 shows the dice coefficients of the three models in the comparison studies above. It is 

evident that the deep ensemble learning model achieved the highest median dice coefficient with 

the lowest variance in ET and WT segmentations; its improvement in TC segmentation was found 

to be relatively limited. Table 1 summarizes the results of all numerical segmentation evaluators. 

The proposed deep ensemble model demonstrated improved dice coefficient results, along with 

significant increases in voxel-wise sensitivity. Additionally, the mp-MRI + 4 PCs model showed 

improved ET and WT segmentations compared to the mp-MRI-only model, while achieving 

comparable results in TC segmentations. These findings highlight the importance of both RFM 

inclusion and ensemble learning in achieving high segmentation accuracy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Figure 7: The dice coefficient values boxplots given by the mp-MRI-only model, the 

mp-MRI + 4PCs model, and the ensemble-designed model (from the left to right) 
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Table 1. Segmentation results of the three studied methods.  

(* Indicates the statistically significant improvement from the mp-MRI-only result) 

 

 

ET 

Inputs mp-MRI-only mp-MRI + 4 PCs Ensemble Results 

Dice 

Accuracy (%) 

Sensitivity 

Specificity 

0.777±0.153 

99.50±0.600 

0.822±0.207 

0.999±0.001 

  0.792±0.148* 

  99.80±0.100* 

  0.858±0.212* 

0.999±0.001 

0.817±0.136* 

99.80±0.100* 

0.929±0.146* 

        0.998±0.001 

 

 

TC 

Inputs mp-MRI-only mp-MRI + 4 PCs Ensemble Results 

Dice 

Accuracy (%) 

Sensitivity 

Specificity 

0.742±0.237 

99.50±0.500 

0.896±0.178 

0.997±0.003 

  0.713±0.239 

  99.10±0.300 

  0.860±0.208 

  0.997±0.002 

        0.757±0.212 

99.60±0.300* 

0.940±0.141* 

0.996±0.003 

 

 

WT 

Inputs mp-MRI-only mp-MRI + 4 PCs Ensemble Results 

Dice 

Accuracy (%) 

Sensitivity 

Specificity 

0.823±0.165 

98.70±0.700 

0.888±0.187 

0.998±0.002 

0.823±0.164 

99.30±0.200* 

0.914±0.135* 

0.997±0.003 

0.854±0.143* 

99.40±0.500* 

0.931±0.128* 

0.997±0.002 
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4. Discussion 

This work proposed a novel deep ensemble learning model that incorporated radiomic feature 

maps (RFMs) for improving mp-MRI-based glioma segmentation accuracy. In the independent 

test set, the proposed model achieved an averaged dice similarity score of 0.817, 0.787, and 0.854 

for ET, TC, and WT segmentation, respectively. These results are superior or very close to 

previously reported state-of-the-art model results in BraTS 2018-2020 challenges (Jia et al., 2021; 

Henry et al., 2021; Anand et al., 2021). The incorporation of RFMs in this work is primarily driven 

by our hypothesis that cranial soft tissue heterogeneity information embedded in the derived image 

volumes may benefit mp-MRI based image segmentation. The experiment in Figure 3 revealed a 

strong correlation between RFM PCs and U-net deep features; thus, adding RFM PCs into U-net 

input variable becomes a reasonable approach. In this work, we derived 56 RFMs from each of the 

four MR sequences, and each patient's available image volume numbers was extended from n = 4 

to n = 4+56x4 = 228. A data dimension reduction strategy applied to RFMs is thus required: in 

addition to the curse of dimensionality, the common deep learning working environment does not 

support such a big computation load. Previous radiomic feature analysis works have reported 

strong correlations among different feature distributions (Wu et al., 2018; Barone et al., 2021). 

One strategy is to select a portion of data with less correlations with each other; this can be 

facilitated by dedicated metrics such as image dissimilarity (Wang et al., 2016). In this work, we 

adopted the PCA method since the derived PCs from orthogonal transformations can be 

uncorrelated with potential noise reduction effect (Jolliffe and Cadima, 2016). We successfully 

selected the first 4 PCs with an excellent 95% explained variance ratio. An alternative strategy is 

to select RFMs based on the potential correlation with U-net deep features: in our previous work 

of chest X-ray based RFM selection for COVID-19 diagnosis (Hu et al., 2022), we calculated 

RFM correlations with the studied deep models’ saliency maps (an attention measurement in the 

spatial domain). When incorporating the two RFMs with top correlation results in the input design, 

we successfully improved COVID-19 diagnosis accuracy. We believe that this strategy can be 

adapted to our current U-net based application, but it remains unclear which deep features or their 

derivatives would be suitable for such correlation analysis. In future research, we plan to 

investigate this RFM strategy through a comparative study. 
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The comparison of our deep ensemble model results against mp-MRI+4 PCs model results 

highlights the benefit of ensemble learning design. The four sub-models utilized different input 

designs that incorporated different 4 RFM PCs. Since these 4 RFM PCs were uncorrelated, the 

sub-model results were likely to be complementary, and thus the synthesized result could be further 

improved. As shown in Figures 4-6, owing to the adopted Ostu’s method, the ensemble result of 

the ensemble segmentation result captured all key morphological details shown in the sub-model 

softmax probability maps. The simple averaging operation would be unable to retain the 

complementary image information.  Additionally, the ensemble design also provides a new tool to 

quantify the segmentation uncertainty via examining the variation of sub-model softmax 

probability maps (Lakshminarayanan et al., 2017). We adopted the entropy metric below to 

represent this data-related segmentation uncertainty: 

                                            𝑈(𝑖,𝑗) = −∑  𝑡=4
𝑡=1 𝑝̂(𝑖,𝑗)

𝑡 𝑙𝑜𝑔2⁡(𝑝̂(𝑖,𝑗)
𝑡 )                                                                       (1) 

Where 𝑝̂(𝑖,𝑗)
𝑡  represents the intensity at position (𝑖, 𝑗) of the softmax probability map 𝑡. Figure 8 

below shows an example uncertainty map (normalized to 0-100) of WT segmentation. As seen, 

high levels of uncertainty are observed at the edges of the WT segment, whereas the segmentation 

core exhibits minimal levels of uncertainty. This observation is in line with previous research on 

glioma segmentation uncertainty (Mehta et al., 2021), which suggests that a model is considered 

reliable when the uncertainty is low in areas where the segmentation is accurate, while high 

uncertainty is expected in areas where the segmentation is inaccurate. Uncertainty quantification 

provides supplementary insights into a model's reliability when applied to analyze real-world cases 

without a ground-truth, thereby enhancing the model's confidence (Yang et al., 2022). Exploring 

various RFM input design strategies to enhance the uncertainty estimation of deep ensemble 

models would be a meaningful direction for future research. 
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 Figure 8: An uncertainty estimation example of the WT segmentation results, the uncertainty estimation values were 

normalized to 0-100 for illustration purpose. 

 Figure 9: An uncertainty estimation example of the TC segmentation results, the uncertainty estimation values were 

normalized to 0-100 for illustration purpose. 
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 Figure 10: An uncertainty estimation example of ET segmentation. Uncertainty values were normalized to 0-100 for 

illustration purpose. 
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5. Conclusion 

In this work, we have successfully developed a deep ensemble learning model that incorporates 

radiomics for glioma segmentation based on mp-MRI images. The model achieved improved 

segmentation accuracy in all three segmentation tasks we investigated, serving as a useful tool 

for potential clinical application. Our findings also demonstrate that the inclusion of radiomic 

feature maps is an effective approach that can be extended to other mp-MRI based medical 

image segmentation tasks. 
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