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Abstract

Since signet ring cells (SRCs) are associated with high peripheral metastasis
rate and dismal survival, they play an important role in determining surgical
approaches and prognosis, while they are easily missed by even experienced
pathologists. Although automatic diagnosis SRCs based on deep learning has
received increasing attention to assist pathologists in improving the diagnos-
tic efficiency and accuracy, the existing works have not been systematically
overviewed, which hindered the evaluation of the gap between algorithms
and clinical applications. In this paper, we provide a survey on SRC analysis
driven by deep learning from 2008 to August 2023. Specifically, the biologi-
cal characteristics of SRCs and the challenges of automatic identification are
systemically summarized. Then, the representative algorithms are analyzed
and compared via dividing them into classification, detection, and segmenta-

tion. Finally, for comprehensive consideration to the performance of existing
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methods and the requirements for clinical assistance, we discuss the open
issues and future trends of SRC analysis. The retrospect research will help
researchers in the related fields, particularly for who without medical science
background not only to clearly find the outline of SRC analysis, but also gain
the prospect of intelligent diagnosis, resulting in accelerating the practice and
application of intelligent algorithms.
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network, Artificial intelligence

1. Introduction

Signet ring cells (SRCs) reflect special histopathological features where
nuclei are squeezed into eccentrically placed crescent shapes by abundant
intracellular mucins [9]. Histopathologically, SRC carcinoma is noted when
more than 50% tumor cells contain SRC features, while tumors with few
SRC components are also concerned [9]. Although the majority of SRC
carcinomas occur in the gastrointestinal tract, they also appear in esopha-
gus, lung, pancreas, appendix, gallbladder, breast, urinary bladder, ovary,
prostate, skin, and other tissues [117, 118 B34] [7, 59]. When gastric SRC
carcinoma is diagnosed, it is aggressive and can be accompanied by diffuse
growth of adenocarcinoma cells and extensive connective tissue proliferative
response [98], especially when infiltrating into the layers of submucosa, mus-
cularis propria or serosa. SRC features are associated with high peripheral
metastasis rate, poor response to neoadjuvant treatment, and particular dis-

mal survival [I17, 118, (4], 104, [66], 81, 137]. SRCs will not aggregate to



form a relatively regular structure, thereby they are difficult to identify in
low magnification pathological diagnosis, while the cell morphology in high
magnification pathological images is very similar to plasma cells, intestinal
metaplasia, and activated endothelial cell [21]. Therefore, SRCs are easily
missed even for experienced pathologists. As a result, computer-aided algo-
rithms are expected to assist pathologists to improve the screening speed and
accuracy of SRCs.

Since artificial intelligence (AI) has made remarkable achievements in
natural image processing such as classification, segmentation, and detection
[8, 160, 96], more and more clinically effective medical image processing
algorithms based on convolutional neural networks (CNNs) have emerged
[119, [84] 106], [63]. Actually, the automatic diagnosis of SRCs has been con-
cerned since 2008, where a deep learning network, LeNet [69], was combined
with color features to detect SRCs [94]. However, the automatic screening al-
gorithms have not made a greater breakthrough until recent years. Different
from normal cells and other tumor cells, the distributions of SRC are various,
which leads to the difficulty for the algorithms to capture typical features.
And thus, SRC-related data were often ignored or removed in some deep
learning-based lesion screening tasks. For example, Cowan et al. excluded
slides suggestive of SRC carcinoma because these entities performed poorly
in their training data [42]. Although the Lizard Dataset contained nearly half
a million labeled nuclei in hematoxylin and eosin (H&E) stained colon tis-
sue, SRCs were not involved and expressed particular interest in future work
[35]. Actually, SRCs have gradually received attention in recent years. SRC

carcinoma was often mixed in the automatic identification of whole-slide im-



ages (WSIs) as one of the subtypes, and was often analyzed as typical cases
[100, 9T, 6l [T]. However, many studied suggested that the sensitivity of iden-
tifying SRC lesions was significantly lower than that of well-differentiated
adenocarcinoma without SRCs [143] 60, 45], 119, 50, 127). Therefore, more
attention needs to be paid to the recognition of SRCs, which was indeed
concerned in the discussions of some articles [74], 52, 10, 1211, 28] 26], [36].
Particularly, the DigestPath dataset [22] was released to encourage typical
SRCs detection in histopathology image patches.

We observe that there has been a representative and wide-ranging sur-
vey for Al-based medical image processing [79], especially for microscopy and
histopathology images [120), 145, 85], 146, 3, 142]. In addition, surveys of AT al-
gorithms for identification for different tissues and organs were also emerged,
including brain [88], lung [141], cervix [105], colorectum [146], skin [24], and
liver [5]. However, SRCs were overlooked in these reviews. Therefore, this
paper summaries most of the Al-related articles for SRC identification until
August 2023 to help researchers comprehensively understand this field.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2| presents
the overview of problem description, public SRC datasets (the corresponding
evaluation metrics are summarized in the Supplementary Materials), and
the challenges of automatic diagnosis for SRCs. Section || illustrates the
Al-based methodology for SRC identification, which is categorized into pre-
processing (Section , classification (Section , detection (Section ,
and segmentation (Section[3.4). Section [4]discusses the limitations of existing
algorithms and the future trends for clinically accurate SRC identification

with AT assistance. Section [5] provides the conclusions of this paper.
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Figure 1: An overview of the SRC diagnosis driven by deep learning. (a) The features of
SRC-related images are captured through CNN-based methods after pre-processing. These
methods can be divided into three tasks, i.e., classification, detection, and segmentation
which correspond to different diagnostic sub-tasks. (b) The statistical proportion of the
academic articles included in this survey for each task and sub-task.

2. Overview

2.1. Problem description

Apart from a particular study on single-shot femtosecond stimulated Ra-
man scattering [87], most SRC diagnosis algorithms were carried out based
on four types of images (Fig. , namely, H&E stained WSIs, computed
tomography (CT), magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), and endoscopic im-
ages. Since histopathological images at high magnification clearly show the
morphology of nuclei and cytoplasm after staining, the automatic algorithms
of SRCs based on H&E stained WSIs are notably more than the other three
types. Following the natural image analysis pipelines with high-performance,
the SRC diagnosis algorithms can also be divided into three categories: clas-
sification, detection and segmentation.

Classification: For classification, the goal is to train a model fy to pre-

dict the class label of an arbitrary test sample (e.g., a WSI or a patch). Specif-



N N
ically, in supervised learning, we define the training set as T'r = (:Ei?, yﬁ?) :
i=1

where Ny, is the total number of training samples. For each sample, x,gf,) €
RO HXW denotes the image to be classified with a resolution of H x W and
C}, channels, and yt(? € R denotes the ground-truth annotation with C;
categories. Binary classification is the most common scenario for SRC diag-
nosis, where SRCs are usually regarded as positive samples. For instance,
to predict whether a patch of WSIs contains tumors, the label is set to 1
for a positive case and 0 for a negative one. During the training process, a
classification model fy is trained with the training set T'r based on a spe-
cific loss function L. For inference process, the trained model provides the
i)

) in the test set. In addition, the param-

prediction pE? for each sample ZL‘EB

eters pretrained on large-scale datasets and slide-level annotations are also
leveraged for other training strategies, such as transfer learning and weakly
supervised learning. The details of SRC-related classification algorithms are
elaborated in Section 3.2

Detection: In object detection, the model fy is trained to perform both
object localization and classification. Therefore, the given annotations are
modified as yg) = <b§i), cgi)>j4i1, where bg-i) represents the position and size
of the jth object’s bounding box in the ith image, while Cy) contributes its
category, and M; represents the number of objects in this image. In SRC
diagnosis, the aim is to train a detector fy with a classification loss L., and
a regression loss L,¢,, which can accurately locate the SRCs in the test set.
Besides, semi-supervised learning strategy (see Section is also applied to
handle the incomplete labeling problem of the SRC detection.

Segmentation: This task aims to achieve pixel-level dense prediction



instead of simple classification of images. More formally, the ground-truth
HxW ;
(4)

, Where y
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mask of training data is defined as y,, Y; is the jth

j=1
pixel-level annotation of the ¢th image, and the number of pixels is H x W.
For pathological images, the trained model fy is expected to generate reliable
masks with densely predicted labels, on which sub-tasks can be performed
such as survival prediction, lesion localization and cell segmentation. In addi-
tion to fully supervised learning, training strategies such as weakly supervised
learning, collaborative learning and multi-task learning have also been intro-

duced due to the lack of suitable dense annotations, which are illustrated in

Section [3.4]

2.2. SRC datasets

According to the articles covered in this survey, both public and private
datasets were enrolled in SRC automatic diagnostic tasks. Among them, two
public datasets DigestPath [22] and The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA)f]

were most frequently adopted.

2.2.1. DigestPath dataset

DigestPath was a dataset from Digestive-System Pathological Detection
and Segmentation Challenge 201£ﬂ which was the first public dataset for
object detection of SRCs. It was applied to SRC automatic diagnosis of
classification [52, [10], detection [155, 148, 70, B37], and segmentation [74]

21, [158]. The training set was collected from two organs, i.e., intestinal

Znttps://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/ (Accessed October 16, 2023)
Shttps://digestpath2019.grand-challenge.org/Dataset/ (Accessed October 16,
2023)
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and gastric mucosa, and was divided into positive and negative subsets. The
positive one consisted of 77 pathological images cropped from 20 WSIs, which
contained SRCs annotated with bounding boxes by experienced pathologists.
The negative one consisted of 378 images from 79 WSIs with on SRCs, but
may contain other types of tumor cells. The sizes of the negative images
were (2000px x 2000pzx), while the positive ones were slightly larger but
not fixed. Note that due to the tedious process of manual labeling, there
existed a considerable part of SRCs left unlabeled in the positive set, which
may introduce noises to some tasks. Besides, DigestPath contained a still
unavailable test set with 227 images from 56 patients, in which 27 images
from 11 patients were positive ones. All H&E stained WSIs involving in the

DigestPath dataset were captured at 40x magnification.

2.2.2. TCGA dataset

TCGA program was first launched in 2006 by the National Cancer Insti-
tute (NCI) and the National Human Genome Research Institute (NHGRI)
of the US. It aimed to comprehensively study the genomic alterations in all
major cancers to make outstanding contributions to cancer prevention, di-
agnosis and treatment. Over the past ten years, more than 20,000 biological
samples were collected, covering 33 cancer types with 10 rare ones. TCGA
provided abundant representative H&E diagnostic WSIs. The TCGA Stom-
ach Adenocarcinoma (STAD), Colon Adenocarcinoma (COAD) and Rectum
Adenocarcinoma (READ) were popular cohorts in SRC-related classification
tasks. On the basis of these data, novel deep learning models to classify

the tissue / non-tissue, differentiation grades, and sub-types of tumors were

developed [60], 48, [50], [7T], [49]. Although we could find SRC related cases in



different subsets of TCGA, there was still a lack of systematic integration of
SRC cases.

2.3. Challenges of automatic SRC' diagnosis

2.3.1. Biological characteristics

Different from normal cells grown in an organized manner forming specific
structures, SRCs are low adhesive with uncertain distribution. Histopatho-
logically, SRCs may be clustered or isolated. At low magnification, the
isolated SRCs are easily missed by pathologists and algorithms due to the
small size. At high magnification, unlike most other tumor cells with convex
shapes, the nuclei of SRCs are squeezed into an irregular crescent shape by
intracellular proteins. The uncertainty of the squeezing power leads to the
diversity of nucleus morphology, and the flooding of intracellular proteins
affects the accurate discrimination of cell boundaries. In addition, SRCs are
easily confused with ice crystal bubbles in intraoperative frozen slices. This
leads to the difficulty in evaluating whether there are SRCs in the surgical
margin tissues or whether there are SRCs metastasis in the omentum and
other tissues. Therefore, the recognition of SRCs is challenging for both

pathologists and algorithms at multi-scale magnification.

2.3.2. Image quality

Different acquisition equipment and conditions have a great impact on
the quality of H&E stained WSIs, CT, MRI and endoscopic images. Take
the H&E stained WSIs which are usually adopted to confirm the existence
of SRCs as examples, the nuclei and cytoplasm are stained into blue and

red, and the intracellular proteins are hardly stained. On the one hand, the



color distribution of images will be greatly affected by the dyeing process
of different batches, concentrations and laboratory environments. On the
other hand, the angle and thickness of tissue segmentation, the rupture and
overlap of tissue, and other external factors will affect the appearance of
cells. In addition, different digital scanners will show different brightness
and saturation for the same WSI. Parameters such as focal length during
scanning will affect the clarity of WSIs. Therefore, these uncontrolled factors
introduce a lot of noises to the SRC image distribution, which puts forward

high requirements for the robustness of Al algorithms.

2.3.3. Manual annotations

Accurate annotations are of great benefit to the accuracy improvement
of AI algorithms, while rough annotations are bound to restrict the perfor-
mance of models due to noise interference. In fact, since SRCs are difficult
even for experienced pathologists to identify without omission, the manual
labeling of SRCs requires high professionalism. In addition, pixel-wise la-
beling is time-consuming and labor-intensive, which further limits the scale
of accurate annotations. Usually, pathologists only annotate the cells that
are confirmed to be the positive SRC samples, which leads to incomplete
labeling in the images. In this situation, if all unmarked areas are regarded
as non-SRCs, a large number of SRC noises will be mixed into the negative
samples, which will confuse the convergence of the models. In most cases
of practical applications, medical centers can only provide patient-level or
image-level annotations for algorithm learning, which limits the use of high-
performance fully supervised algorithms and weakly supervised algorithms

like multiple instance learning (MIL) [27] are required.
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2.3.4. Sample imbalance

The data distribution has a great influence on the model fitting of deep
learning. When the quantities of positive and negative samples in the train-
ing set are unbalanced, the model will tend to predict the tested samples to
be the category with more training samples, so as to minimize the value of
the loss function. When the data distribution of the test set is similar to
that of the training set, although the biased the model will make the overall
evaluation metrics look satisfactory, it will sacrifice the accuracy of few-shot
categories, resulting in an intolerable problem of missed detection in clini-
cal practice. In fact, sample imbalance in SRC automatic diagnosis task is
common. First, the patient-level samples are imbalanced, since SRC-related
patients are far fewer than normal people. Second, the cell distributions are
imbalanced. In a screening image, SRCs account for a limited proportion of
tissues, while other cells occupy a large area. Third, although SRCs have
typical morphological characteristics, the differences among patients, organs,
and the image collection process will still introduce disturbances, leading to
uncertainty and imbalance of the difficulty of intra class samples. Therefore,
to ensure the fairness of the model in SRC automatic diagnosis, the sam-
pling strategy and data augmentation were usually introduced to control the
number of samples of different categories in the training set to be similar.
In addition, some loss functions were specially designed to increase the loss
weights of few-shot samples to force the model to focus on the SRCs. In nat-
ural image processing, the long-tailed learning [86] was specially proposed
to focus on the widespread sample imbalance issue. However, long-tailed

learning has not been embedded in the existed SRC-related studies, since
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SRC automatic diagnosis task involved fewer categories than natural image

processing.

3. Methodology

This section presents a general reference for SRC diagnostic methods.
As shown in Fig. [1] existing works cover four types of SRC-related images,
i.e., H&E stained, endoscopic, CT, and MRI images. After pre-processing
designed according to the type characteristics, the high-dimensional features
of the target images are captured by the CNN-based methods, which can
be roughly divided into three categories, i.e., classification, detection and

segmentation, corresponding to different detailed tasks.

3.1. Pre-processing

Data pre-processing is commonly required for CNNs to extract robust
features, which significantly affects the performance of the models. Consid-
ering the variance of purposes, we summarize the pre-processing methods
into the categories including image normalization, denoising, foreground or
regions of interest (Rols) extraction, data augmentation, and others. The

details of pre-processing for each article are listed in Table [T}
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Table 1: Summary of data pre-processing and augmentation for SRC-related algorithms

(Only the pre-processing mentioned in the articles are included).

Pre-processing

Foreground
Publication | Year | Task | Modality | [mage nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
Mean value
Random flipping, small
Endo- (from
) Classi- rotation, elastic
[149] 2019 scopic ImageNet / / /
fication deformation, kernel
images dataset)
erosions, and dilations
subtraction
i Classi- Slight shear / zoom,
[o7] 2019 H&E / / / /
fication flipping, whitening
Gaussian
) Classi- Thresholding on
[60] 2020 H&E / blur / /
fication RGB values

smoothing
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Pre-processing

Foreground
1
Publication | Year | Task | Modality | [mage nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
Object
] Color jitters, horizontal
[122] 2020 | detec- H&E / / / /
and vertical flipping
tion
Object
[140] 2020 | detec- H&E / / / Random flipping /
tion
Random rotations by
Otsu
) Segmen- 90°, 180°, and 270°,
[119] 2020 H&E / / thresholding on /
tation flipping, Gaussian and
grayscale image
motion blurs, color jitters
) Classi-
[82] 2021 MRI Z-score / / / /

fication
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Pre-processing

Foreground
1
Publication | Year | Task | Modality Image nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
Otsu
) Classi- thresholding on
53] 2021 H&E / / / /
fication a grayscale
version
Classi- Stain CIELAB color space
[103] 2021 H&E / / /
fication normalization augmentation
Flipping, random
) Classi- rotation, translation,
[20] 2021 H&E / / / /
fication contrast, brightness, hue,
saturation
Random rotations by
Classi- Color CNN-based
[48] 2021 H&E / 90 °, random horizontal /
fication normalization classifier

and vertical flipping
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Pre-processing

Foreground
1
Publication | Year | Task | Modality | [mage nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
Random rotations by
) Classi- Color CNN-based 90 °, random flipping,
[71] 2021 H&E / /
fication normalization classifier perturbation of the
contrast and brightness
Classi- Otsu Filpping, 90 ° rotations,
[52] 2021 H&E / / /
fication thresholding translations, color shifts
) Classi- Rotations of 90°, 180 °,
[107] 2021 H&E / / / /
fication 270°
Median
) Classi- Stain blur,
[10] 2022 H&E SLIC Random rotation /
fication normalization Gaussian

blur
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Pre-processing

Foreground
1
Publication | Year | Task | Modality Image nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
Classi-
fication Foreground
) Macenko stain
[50] 2021 | & seg- H&E / segmentation / /
normalization
menta- based on U-Net
tion
Classi- Flipping, rotation,
Color
fication random cropping and
) deconvolution
[151] 2021 | & seg- H&E / / resizing, changes of the /
and Otsu
menta- aspect ratio and image
thresholding
tion contrast, Gaussian noise
Object
[76] 2021 | detec- H&E / / / Flipping and rotation /

tion
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Pre-processing

Foreground
1
Publication | Year | Task | Modality | [mage nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
Object
18] 2021 | detec- H&E / / / Random flipping /
tion
Object
[123] 2021 | detec- H&E / / / Color jitters, flipping /
tion
USRNet (to
Object Random flipping, data
] obtain
[155] 2021 | detec- H&E / / / normalization (with a
low-resolution
tion label correction model)
images)
Resampled with
isotropic
) Segmen- Random rotation,
[73] 2022 CT Z-score / / spacing, clipped
tation flipping, cropping

intensity values,

wavelet filtering
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Pre-processing

Foreground
1
Publication | Year | Task | Modality | [mage nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
) Segmen-
[21] 2022 H&E / / A coarse U-Net / /
tation
Brightness, contrast, hue,
) Classi- Otsu
[134] 2022 H&E / / and saturation modified, /
fication thresholding
JPEG artifacts
Hue and saturation shifts,
) Classi-
[49] 2022 H&E / / / flipping, rotation, and /
fication
random erasing
) Classi- Flipping, rotation, color
[68] 2022 H&E / / / /
fication changes, and blurring
Classi- Otsu
fication thresholding in Random cropping,
) Color
[0 2022 | & seg- H&E / Hand S rotation, flipping, and /
normalization
menta- channels of color changes
tion HSV color space
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Pre-processing

Foreground
1
Publication | Year | Task | Modality | [mage nor- (Rol)
Denoising | extraction & Data augmentation Others
malization
background
removal
Changes of 30% for hue,
0.4 to 1.6 for saturation,
) Segmen-
[130] 2022 H&E / / / 0.7 to 1.3 for brightness, /
tation
and 0.4 to 1.6 for random
scaling / contrast
Flipping, rotation,
) Classi- Stain scaling, color jitters,
[99] 2023 H&E / / /
fication normalization Gaussian blurring and
solarization
Flipping, rotation, scale
shifts, brightness,
) Classi- contrast, hue, saturation,
[67] 2023 H&E / / DeepLab v3+ /
fication

Gaussian noises, elastic
transforms, grid and

optical distortions




3.1.1. Image normalization

Digital images usually have appearance differences such as intensity and
color etc., thereby the accuracy of the models will decrease because of in-
sufficient generalization ability. Image normalization is usually employed to
eliminate this uncontrolled variability. It emphasizes the real discriminative
features without excessive interference from external factors, and accelerates
network convergence. For example, Yoon et al. performed the mean value
subtraction on each channel of the endoscopic images [149]. In addition,
z-score normalization is usually utilized with the corresponding mean value
and standard deviation to achieve standard normal distributions [82], [73]. No-
tably, stain / color normalization is relatively necessary for the H&E images
on account of the huge variation in stains, operators and scanner specifica-
tions. Its basic principle is to standardize the color appearance of all images
to a reference image chosen by an experienced pathologist [50] 92, 108, [136].
Many SRC-related methods based on H&E stained images adopted stain /
color normalization to enhance the robustness of models to the diversity of

staining [103} @8, 50, 71, [0, 1, ©9].

3.1.2. Denoising

Noise is inevitably embedded in the raw images. For instance, air bub-
bles, compression artifacts, pen marks, blurring, tissue tears and folds, and
over-stained areas in H&E stained samples are irrelevant to the character-
istics of SRC lesions, which should be removed to promote the quality of
the inputs. Filtering algorithms can reduce the interference of some above
factors. Among them, Gaussian blur [60, 10] and median blur [10] filters

were commonly performed to denoise without severely blurring edges of the
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objects.

3.1.3. Foreground (Rol) extraction/ background removal

In H&E stained WSIs, object areas containing pathological tissues are
usually small, while the blank areas which contribute little to the subsequent
tasks occupy the majority. Therefore, the valid parts of WSIs are required
to be extracted as the Rols, and the background needs to be removed. The
most direct way to obtain the foreground quickly was to convert the col-
ored images to binary ones [60, 53, 151} 52, 119, 134, 1]. It leveraged the
difference in grayscale between the foreground and background at low mag-
nification, and identified each pixel through a reasonable threshold. Otsu
[TOT] was the most popular binarization method, which automatically de-
termined the adaptive thresholds by maximizing the inter-class variance in
a variety of SRC tasks. In addition, the tissue / non-tissue regions could
also be distinguished by CNN-based approaches. For example, CNNs were
used as classifiers to choose proper tissue patches for subsequent tumor clas-
sification [48] [71]. Besides, segmentation networks such as U-Net [110] and
DeepLab v3+ [14] were adopted to outline the foreground [50, 2], 67]. Com-
pared with the traditional methods based on binarization, the CNN-based
methods could flexibly extract specific Rols according to requirements, but

they also introduced additional time cost.

3.1.4. Data augmentation
Data augmentation techniques can expand the training set based on ex-
isting data, and thus improve the robustness and generalization of models

with overfitting minimized. In SRC classification, detection and segmen-
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tation, spatial and color transformations were commonly employed. The
spatial transformations for SRC diagnosis included horizontal and vertical
flipping, rotation, elastic deformation, erosion, dilation, cropping, resizing,
and translation [149, 48, [71], 151, 52, 107, 10} 07, 20, 73, 119 155, [76, 122]
1401 18, 123, 149, [68], [T, 99}, [67]. The color transformations involved CIELAB
color space augmentation, superimposed Gaussian noise, whitening, Gaus-
sian blur, motion blur, color shifts, and color jitters including fluctuation of
contrast, brightness, hue, and saturation [103] [71], 151, 52} 97, 20, 119, 122}
123] 134, 49 68, 1, 130, 99, [67]. The details of data augmentation in the

articles covered in this survey are illustrated in Table [1]

3.1.5. Other pre-processing

Unlike the common methods mentioned above, some pre-processing oper-
ations were related to specific tasks. For example, to obtain the hand-crafted
radiomic features, Li et al. resampled each CT image with isotropic spacing
in the transverse plane, and then, intensity values were clipped to the range
of [-90, 170] to remove outliers [73]. Zhang et al. adopted USRNet [154] to
reduce the resolution of training data, and the efficiency for SRC detection

in low-resolution pathological images was demonstrated [155].

3.2. Classification

Among the classification methods, the target images were fed into the
CNNs after corresponding pre-processing. As illustrated in Fig. [2] the high-
dimensional features of the input images were captured through four types
of CNN-based classification models. Then the features were adopted to ac-

complish survival prediction, patch-level prediction, or slide-level prediction.
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Figure 2: An overview of classification methods for SRC diagnosis. (a) The process of SRC
diagnosis based on classification methods. (b) The learning strategies of SRC classification
according to the articles included in this survey.

The related models were trained through different combinations of training

strategies such as transfer learning, fully supervised learning, and weakly

supervised learning. The overview of articles related to SRC classification

is summarized in Table 2 The details of CNN-based models, task-related

post-processing, and training strategies are presented next.
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Table 2: Summary of automatic SRC diagnosis algorithms on the basis of classification.

Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
The histology types
A new of lesions consisted
Early gastric
Endo- Early 11,539 endoscopic loss by | of well / moderately
) cancer detection
[149] 2019 scopic gastric images from 800 VGG-16 adding /
and depth
images cancer patients Grad- poorly-differentiated
prediction
CAM adenocarcinoma, and
SRC carcinoma.
Distant metastasis
prediction by
Locally SRC carcinoma was
integrating deep
) advanced MRI from 235 BCE- part of histologic
[82] 2021 MRI MRI information ResNet-18
rectal patients Loss variants in rectal
and
cancer adenocarcinoma.
clinicopathologic

factors
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
SRCs remained
Histopathologic within intramucosal
Gastric
) features of the 516 images from 10 BCE- areas with poorly
[97] 2019 H&E SRC car- A 6-layer CNN
behavior of gastric cases Loss differentiated
cinoma
SRC carcinoma components as dense
neighbors.
The method was
Identification of more accurate in
well, moderately, 94 cases of well and moderately
VGG-16,
and poorly gastroscopic biopsy differentiated
Inception-v3,
differentiated specimens, and adenocarcinomas
Stomach EfficientNet, MSE-
[60] 2020 H&E adenocarcinoma, adenocarcinoma ) than in poorly
lesion MRD-Net [4], Loss
poorly cohesive WSIs in TCGA (3 ) differentiated
N-Net [114],
carcinoma, and stomach and 3 ) adenocarcinomas
CAT-Net [133]
normal gastric colon cases) and poorly cohesive
mucosa. carcinomas including
SRCs.
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Publication

Year

Modality

Target

Task

Data

Network

Loss

SRC diagnosis

2021

H&E

Gastric
SRC car-

cinoma

Gastric SRC
carcinoma
classification via
fully and weakly

supervised learning

2,824 cases from
two hospitals
(private, 20x

magnification),

DigestPath (public,

40x magnification)

EfficientNet-B1

BCE-

Loss

The lesions with
aggregated SRCs
had a high response,
while the scattered
SRCs had a low
response, and the
positive probability
of a WSI was
determined by the
highest response of

the patches.

[103]

2021

H&E

Gastric

tumor

Automatical
classification into
negative for
dysplasia, tubular
adenoma, or
carcinoma based
on the method of
B3]

201 cases of gastric
resection and 2,233
cases of biopsy
specimens for
training, and 7,440
biopsy specimens

for evaluation

Inception-v3 for
patch
classification, an
aggregation CNN
to generate slide

features

CE-

Loss

SRC carcinoma was
one type of the
positive targets.

Despite of the overall
high accuracy in
classifying epithelial
tumors, SRC
carcinoma suffered

from false negatives.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Screening and DLA structure
localization of 10,315 WSIs combined with SRC carcinoma was
) Gastric BCE-
[151] 2021 H&E gastric cancer collected from 4 classification and one type of the
cancer Loss
based on a medical centers segmentation positive targets.
multi-task CNN branches
The system correctly
classified most of the
Lymph node
Not patches, but was
) Gastric quantification and | 921 WSIs from 222 Xception,
[45] 2021 H&E men- prone to
cancer metastatic cancer patients DenseNet-121
tioned misdiagnosis when
identification
the SRCs were few
and scattered.
To distinguish
396 WSIs of 371
differentiated / SRC carcinoma was
Gastric patients from Not
) undifferentiated regarded as
[48] 2021 H&E carci- TCGA for training, Inception-v3 men-
and non-mucinous undifferentiated-
noma and 232 private tioned
/ mucinous tumor type.

types

WSIs for validation
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Here-
Detection of 7 gastrectomy Regions suspicious
ditary Not
) regions of specimens (133 for intramucosal
[107] 2021 H&E diffuse DenseNet-169 men-
hereditary diffuse annotated tumor SRC carcinoma
gastric tioned
gastric cancer foci) could be detected.
cancer
To classify gastric
Gastric diffuse-type
2,929 endoscopic The diffuse-type
diffuse- adenocarcinoma
) biopsy cases of EfficientNet-B1, CE- consisted of
53] 2021 H&E type from other
human gastric Inception-v3 Loss poorly-differentiated
adenocar- adenocarcinoma
epithelial lesions and SRC carcinoma.
cinoma and non-neoplastic
subsets
Tumor The SRC was not
Colon microenvironment 441 WSIs of 433 Not sufficiently presented
[50] 2021 H&E adenocar- analysis by patients from VGG-19 men- in the training set
cinoma recognizing nine TCGA tioned and were neglected

different contents

by the model.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
1,920 WSIs from SRC was associated
Classification of
TCGA (colon and with the
Color- tissue / non-tissue,
) rectal cancers) for CE- classification of
[71] 2021 H&E ectal normal / tumor, Inception-v3
training, and 365 Loss mucinous
cancer and microsatellite
private WSIs for adenocarcinoma and
stable / instability
validation SRC carcinoma.
The model
performed well on
Identification of the overall task of
nodal identifying
Color-
) micrometastasis 3,182 WSIs from BCE- micrometastasis and
[20] 2021 H&E ectal ResNet-50
based on an 1,051 patients Loss macrometastasis,
cancer

annotation-free

method [12]

but slightly worse in
identifying SRC and
poorly differentiated

adenocarcinoma.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
SRC gastric cancer
Detection of ring
classification was
cell cancer based VGG-16, Not
) SRC conducted after
[10] 2022 H&E on Rols DigestPath dataset VGG-19, men-
cancer cropping the small
determined by Inception-v3 tioned
Rols through SLIC
SLIC superpixels
superpixels method.
Poorly
differentiated 5,103 specimens
Gastric
adenocarcinoma (2,506 Endoscopic
poorly SRC carcinoma was
classification in submucosal
) differenti- BCE- included in poorly
[134] 2022 H&E gastric endoscopic dissection, 1,866 EfficientNet-B1
ated Loss differentiated
submucosal endoscopic biopsy,
adenocar- adenocarcinoma.
dissection with and 731 surgical
cinoma
weakly supervised specimen)
learning
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Publication

Year

Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
The presence of SRC
Epstein-Barr Virus 137,184 patches
components was
(EBV) status from 16 tissue ResNet,
) prone to be
) Gastric prediction from microarray (708 MobileNet [44], CE-
[68] 2022 H&E correlated with
cancer pathology images tissue cores), 24 EfficientNet, Loss
) gastric cancer
of gastric cancer WSIs, and 286 DeiT [132]
b b _ specimens without
iopsy iopsy images
EBV.
SRC could be
Development and detected and the
multi-institutional 984 patients for N performance of a
ot
) Gastric validation of an training and 2,771 ) case of poorly
[ 2022 H&E GoogLeNet[125] men-
cancer artificial patients for cohesive
tioned
intelligence-based validation adenocarcinoma

diagnostic system

with SRCs was

discussed.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
ResNet, Certain histological
Microsatellite MobileNet, features like SRC
) Colorectal instability 144 WSIs from 3 Inception, CE- were significantly
[90] 2022 H&E
cancer prediction of hospitals EfficientNet were Loss associated with
colorectal cancer embeded in the microsatellite
proposed PPsNet instability.
441 WSIs from
TCGA,78 WSIs
DNA mismatch )
from PAIP [57], Focal
repair status SRC carcinoma was
Colorectal and private WSIs DenseNet-121, Loss,
[49] 2022 H&E prediction based on ) one of the histology
cancer (355 from surgical IBN-net [102] CE-
domain adaption subtypes.
specimens and 341 Loss
and MIL
from biopsy
specimens)
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Single-
shot Instant diagnosis of
Mucinous
femtosec- gastroscopic biopsy
adenocarcinoma and
ond based on
) Gastric Inception- CE- SRC carcinomas
ird 2022 stimu- single-shot 279 patients )
cancer ResNet-V2 [124] Loss were labeled as
lated femtosecond
undifferentiated
Raman stimulated Raman
cancer in this study.
scatter- histology
ing
Gastric benign
ulcers,
adenocarcinoma and
50 gastric benign
Identification of SRC carcinoma
Gastric ulcers, 50 Not
) Endoscopid gastric SRC EfficientNetV2-S could be classified
[147] 2023 SRC car- adenocarcinoma ) men-
images carcinoma using [129] through K-nearest
cinoma and 50 SRC tioned
few-shot learning neighbor classifier
cacinoma
based on features
from transfer
learning.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Cooperation
between artifcial SRC carcinoma was
intelligence and Not considered one type
) Endoscopiq  Gastric
[33] 2023 endoscopists for 700 images EfcientNet-B1 men- of
images cancer
diagnosing invasion tioned undiferentiated-type
depth of early cancers.
gastric cancer
Poorly differentiated
tubular, poorly
The development 2,440 stomach and
cohesive, SRC,
of an Al-based 400 colon 2-stage
) Gastric CE- mucinous
[99] 2023 H&E decision support endoscopic biopsy multi-scale
cancer Loss adenocarcinomas

system for gastric

cancer treatment

slides from two

hospitals

hybrid ViT [25]

were considered in
one class in this

study.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Using less
annotation
workload to Not AT help pathologists
) Gastric 1,668 specimens
[67] 2023 H&E establish a ResNet-50 men- check for easily
cancer from 1,294 cases
pathological tioned overlooked SRCs.
auxiliary diagnosis
system
Immune The development
cells and | of a framework for
SRC was one of the
mi- rapid evaluation of Cropped patches
) ResNet-18, CE- histology features of
[51] 2023 H&E crosatel- CNNss for from 6 public
ResNet-50, ViT Loss microsatellite
lite patch-based datasets
instability.
instabil- histopathology
ity classification
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Positive lymph
nodes in the test set
were divided into
Lymph node
adenocarcinoma,
metastasis ) Not
) Colorectal 843 WSIs from 357 | ViT [25] embeded mucinous carcinoma,
[127] 2023 H&E prediction with men-
cancer patients in MIL 4 and SRC carcinoma
tione

weakly supervised

learning

subgroups, with the
SRC subgroup
exhibiting weaker

performance.




3.2.1. CNN-based models

Single Network. Classification is a classic problem in computer vision.
Since AlexNet [61] achieved remarkable image classification performance over
traditional methods on the ImageNet dataset [23], more and more CNN ar-
chitectures have been constructed. Although the network stacked with six
convolutional layers by Mori et al. had the ability to extract the features of
SRC images [97], the networks with pretrained parameters were often more
popular for high accuracy and stability of the models. CNNs designed for
classification usually included fully connected layers, which imposed strict
constraints on the size of input image patches. The inputs to most CNNs
were cropped image patches after pre-processing. There were also methods to
obtain Rols as inputs through manual selection or algorithm generation. For
example, Budak et al. generated possible SRC candidates through Simple
Linear Iterative Clustering (SLIC) [2] as Rols [10]. The high-dimensional fea-
tures of these input patches and Rols were extracted by CNNs to complete
the corresponding SRC diagnosis sub-tasks. Empirically, a typical single
CNN could usually capture a large number of effective features. Among the
methods based on a single network, VGG (VGG-16 and VGG-19) [115] was
a commonly used efficient network which stacked 13 or 16 convolutional lay-
ers and 3 fully connected layers [149] [10, 60, [50]. Although VGG had good
performance in most classification sub-tasks, its huge amounts of parameters
made the fitting relatively difficult. To reduce parameters and increase non-
linearity, Inception-v3 [126] achieved outstanding performance in the clas-
sification of SRCs with factorized convolutions [10, 60, 103], 48| 53], [71], ©0].

Besides, it was generally believed that the deeper the network, the better
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the classification effect. However, as the network deepened, the gradient
tended to disappear. In practice, the effect was often poor when the net-
works are too deep. Therefore, ResNet [41] embedded residual learning with
shortcuts was proposed to overcome the degradation. Two forms of ResNet,
namely, ResNet-18 and ResNet-50 were adopted as single networks for SRC
classification [82, 20] [68, 00, 67, 5I]. Then, DenseNet [47] was proposed
to further facilitate cross-layer information to flow, where DenseNet-121 and
DenseNet-169 were used for feature extraction of SRC images [45], 107, 49]. In
addition, lightweight networks Xception [19], MobileNet [44], and Efficient-
Net [128] were also used for H&E stained image classification to improve the
speed of SRC inference [52], 60}, 45, 53, 134 68, 90, B3]. Furthermore, Vision
Transformer (ViT) [25] has gained prominence in histopathological image
analysis tasks due to its capability to capture long-range dependencies and
handle diverse object sizes through an attention mechanism [99 51l [127].
In summary, the single network approach was the basis for the subsequent
multi-model approaches.

Model aggregation. Although an end-to-end single network could ex-
tract plenty of effective features, the selection of the network type was still
a relatively complex issue. Due to the difference in the original intention of
the network design, each single network often had its own merits in practical
applications. To complement the advantages of one another, some methods
adopted the ensemble learning [111]. Specifically, different single networks ex-
tracted the features of the input patches independently, and then the outputs
of different networks were aggregated, so as to achieve the goal of improving

accuracy. For example, Hu et al. combined the features extracted by Xcep-
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tion and DenseNet-121 through concatenation, and then the features were
further interwoven by fully connected layers to identify the gastric metastatic
cancer [45]. In summary, it was usually considered that two heads were better
than one.

Cascade model. In addition to end-to-end networks, some methods
gradually improved the performance by cascading models. Among them, the
final classification was split into multiple sub-goals which were implemented
in steps. For example, Inception-v3 was implemented twice by Jang et al. to
achieve stepwise differentiation of differentiated / undifferentiated and non-
mucinous / mucinous tumor types in gastric cancer tissue [4§]. In addition,
Lee et al. applied three sequential classifiers of tissue / non-tissue, normal
/ tumor and microsatellite stability / high levels of microsatellite instability
[71]. Similarly, Lou et al. first trained a tumor / non-tumor classifier, and
then proposed the PPsNet to classify the microsatellite instability patches
[90]. The advantage of the cascade model was that the sub-goals could be
achieved individually. Specifically, the model trained for the simple sub-goals
in the early stage could first divide the samples into multiple sub-spaces.
Then, the samples inside the same subspace were more similar than those in
different sub-spaces. Therefore, the early-stage classifiers filtered out massive
background information that interfered with the prediction, while the later-
stage classifiers only focused on the fine-grained separation of similar samples
within the subspace. However, the time-consuming of the cascaded model
was approximately equal to the sum of the inference time for each sub-goal.
Therefore, the more levels the tasks were divided into, the slower the inference

was relatively. In summary, the adoption of cascade models in the clinic
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required a trade-off between speed and accuracy.

Multi-task model. The mining of auxiliary tasks was beneficial to
improve the accuracy and convergence speed of the classification models.
Among the academic articles covered in this survey, the classification related
to SRC diagnosis was a single-label task. In these methods, the loss functions
could only constrain the predicted categories, but not delve into whether the
focus of the model was correct. Therefore, the auxiliary tasks could improve
the attention of the model to the key regions and endow the interpretabil-
ity of the classification model by embedding the spatial comprehension. For
example, Yoon et al. used the weighted sum of gradient-weighted class ac-
tivation mapping (Grad-CAM) [I13] for measuring the localization errors
to adjust the classification attention [149]. Similarly, Yu et al. embedded
both classification and segmentation branches to accomplish gastric cancer
screening [151]. In addition, Kosaraju et al. proposed a Deep-Hipo structure
consisting of a two-stream network with two patches of different scales as
input to expand the fields of view [60]. In summary, the assistant of the
spatial information comprehension embedded in the classification model was

of benefit to the accuracy improvement of SRC diagnosis.

3.2.2. Task-related post-processing

Survival prediction. The features of input images extracted by CNNs
could be used for survival prediction [82]. The samples could be divided into
two groups when setting a lifetime threshold. Then, a CNN-based model
could be trained to predict the probability of a patient surviving beyond the
time threshold only based on his screening images. This probability could

be used as an important reference for survival prediction.
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Patch-level classification. The CNN-based models described above
converged through the constraints of the loss functions to extract the salient
features of the 7th input image patch. When the last layer of the network was
a fully connected layer, the output was a vector P =< pgi), pg), e ,p((f) >,

where ¢ was the number of categories to be distinguished in practical appli-

cations. The vector P; was normalized by the softmax function into

Pi/ =< p/1(1)7p/2(1)7 T >p/C(Z) >
p;() = j;p(i)?j S [170] ) (]')
216k

where each element value represented the confidence probability of the corre-
sponding category. Then, the diagnostic patch-level prediction of the input
image patch was determined by the category with the max probability. When
the last layer only outputs a single value P; through convolution, the model
was usually used to predict the positive probability of the input image patch
in a binary classification task. The positive probability was usually normal-
ized by a sigmoid function into

P! !

i g P €0,1]. (2)

Then, the patch-level prediction was positive when the probability was greater
than the preset threshold. For multi-class image classification tasks, cross-
entropy loss (CE-Loss) L., was usually used to constrain the optimization of

the models [82, 149, 07, 52, (103, 53, [7T, 20, 68, ©0, 49, 87, 09, 51], and the
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loss of each sample could be calculated as
L.(i) = — y (@ /@) 3
ce() y; log (p;” ), (3)
j=1

;@) was the normalized predicted

)

where ¢ was the number of categories, p’
probability, and yj(.i) was the ground truth. y](.i was 1 when j was the anno-
tated true category, and 0 otherwise. When there were only two categories,
the input image was either positive or negative. The output vector after nor-

malization could be represented by a vector < 1— P/, P/ >, where P/ was the

positive probability. Then, CE-Loss was equivalent to binary cross-entropy

loss (BCE-Loss):
Lbce(i) = _y(l) IOg (Pz/) - (1 - y(Z)> log (1 - Pz/) ) (4)

which was also popular in the SRC-related diagnosis methods [82, 97, 52}, [151]
20, 134]. The models that output only one value representing the probability
of being positive could also be optimized with mean squared error loss (MSE-
Loss) [60]:

Linse() = (P =), (5)

where P! was the output probability and y*) was the ground truth of the
input image 7.

Slide-level classification. A single H&E stained WSI could crop tens
of thousands of patches for CNN input, and thus, a patch-level prediction

could only measure the tip of the iceberg. Therefore, the slide-level clas-

sification required synthesizing the predictions of all the patches cropped

43



from the target slide. The most direct way was to splice the patch-level
predictions according to the cropping index positions, so that the approxi-
mate positions of the lesions in the original slide could be clearly point out
[48, 52, 60, B0, [71]. However, an image patch only corresponded to a sin-
gle output category, which did not clarify the location of key regions in the
input patch. In addition, one patch-level prediction only represented one
pixel in the spliced heatmap corresponding to the H&E stained WSI, re-
sulting in the spliced diagnostic heatmap being s times of down-sampling
of the original slide, where s was the stride for cropping the patches. Yoon
et al. adopted Grad-CAM to decide the importance of each neuron in the
last convolutional layer by gradients, thereby prompting the classification
diagnosis of the endoscopic images to originate from the correct mining of
the lesion locations [I49]. Similarly, Kanavati et al. obtained larger and
smoother heatmaps by Grad-CAM than direct splicing [52]. Clinically, not
only diagnostic heatmaps were expected, but also slide-level diagnosis which
required comprehensive measurement of heatmaps in a quantitative manner.
Park et al. trained a random forest classifier with the extracted features to
obtain the slide-level categories of gastric WSIs [103]. Random forest clas-
sifier could not only be trained with features extracted by CNNs, but also
could be embedded with many artificially designed features such as number
of connected domains, maximum positive probability, mean positive proba-
bility of the target slide. The importance of these features in this task could
also be measured meanwhile. However, artificially designed features were
sometimes too subjective and required much practical experience. Drawing

on the ideas of MIL, after training the patch-level classification model, they
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removed the fully connected layers and spliced the high-dimensional features
output by the last convolutional layer of all corresponding patches according
to the cropping positions, and then trained a cascade network to get the

slide-level classification automatically.

3.2.3. Training strategies

Transfer learning. Deep learning is a data-driven machine learning
method. Generally, large-scale high-quality training data are essential for
CNNs. However, due to multiple factors such as privacy and difficulty in la-
beling, large-scale medical images for training are difficult to achieve. There-
fore, transfer learning is an efficient and effective approach for CNN-based
medical image processing. Among the SRC-related articles, when using clas-
sic network structures as the backbones of CNNs, the parameters pretrained
on the large-scale ImageNet dataset [23] were usually used as the initialization
parameters [82 149, 52], 10, 103, [60, 451 B3], 48, K0, [71), 151, 20, 90, B3]. The
initialized models were then fine-tuned on the target task. Transfer learning
accelerated model convergence while avoiding the model falling into local op-
timal fitting. In summary, transfer learning often played an important role
in the initial stage of training.

Fully supervised learning. Fully supervised learning was the most
common classification training strategy in the articles covered in this survey.
Among them, each input image patch was equipped with an accurate and
unique ground-truth label. For example, in the tasks dedicated to SRC
recognition, patches included SRCs were usually labeled 1, and 0 otherwise
[149, 97, 52, 10]. Similarly, other algorithms for fully supervised classification
assigned different labels to the target categories [82] 103 151, 45, 48 107,
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53, B0, 71, 68 [, 90, K1), B3]. The output of the CNN models were the
confidence probabilities that the input patches belonged to a certain category.
Since each input patch had a clear true label, ideally only the predicted
probability corresponding to the truth should be 1, while that of the wrong
categories should be 0. The model iteratively optimized the parameters by
back propagation to minimize the difference between the predicted and ideal
probabilities. Therefore, when the model converged, the classification model
of fully supervised learning had moved close to the ideal state as much as
possible, namely, the category with the highest confidence probability was
more likely to be the true diagnostic category for the input image patch.
Weakly supervised learning. Fully supervised learning often requires
careful annotations for giga-resolution slides which is labor-intensive and
time-consuming. On the contrary, data with slide-level annotations are less
difficult to obtain. To take advantage of the large-scale data with weak labels,
weakly supervised learning is a good choice. However, for giga-resolution
H&E stained slides, with the slide-level labels, the location of lesions cannot
be determined directly. The biggest challenge of weakly supervised learning
is that lesions may only account for a very small part, so a large number of
mislabels will be introduced if slide-level labels are directly assigned to each
cropped image patch. Therefore, MIL, a typical weakly supervised learning
method, was applied to SRC diagnosis [52], 53], 20], 134, 127, 49, @9]. MIL
first loaded the patches cropped from a slide into a bag, and then assigned
the slide-level label to the bag. If the bag label was negative, then all patches
in it were negative. If the bag label was positive, at least one patch in the

bag was positive, but the label of each patch was not specified. For example,
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a small amount of fully supervised data were first used to train the initial-
ization model which was further optimized though selecting suitable training
data through iterations [52) 53] 134], 49]. Specifically, the fully supervised
training model inferred the data in the bags, and added the top k patches
with the highest confidence probabilities consistent with the bag label to the
training set to retrain the model, where k£ was a hyper-parameter. In this
way, training and inference were continuously alternated, and the accuracy
of the model was gradually improved. Additionally, due to the alignment
between the continuous cropping of WSI patches and ViT’s input pattern,
coupled with ViT’s attention mechanism that effectively captures crucial pos-
itive regions, encoding patch features through ViT allows for the acquisition
of slide-level classification results [127, [99]. In summary, weakly supervised
learning was an effective way to mine high representational information in

SRC data.

3.8. Detection

The task of object detection is to find all objects of interest in an image
and synchronously determine their categories and locations. Fig. |3|illustrates
the main pipeline of SRC detection. Specifically, four typical detectors based
on various backbone networks were usually adopted as well as some other
architectures. Different novel loss functions were elaborately designed to
constrain the fitting and convergence of the models. Although the training
strategies were sometimes different, the final outputs were usually generated
by Non-Maximum Suppression (NMS) based post-processing to remove over-
lapping bounding boxes. Details of SRC detection methods are illustrated in
Table[3] To clarify, we divide the whole procedure into four parts: backbone,
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detector, loss function and training strategy.
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Figure 3: An overview of detection methods for SRC diagnosis.
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Table 3: Summary of automatic SRC diagnosis algorithms on the basis of object detection.

Method
Publication| Year| Modality | Target Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
type
Initial group:
18,780 enhanced
CT images and
1,371 labeled CT
images from 313
Peri- patients FR The differentiation
gastric Precision group: Two- level of gastric
CNN(Faster-
) meta- 11,340 enhanced stage, cancer consisted of
[29] 2019 CcT RCNN, /
static CT images and anchor well / intermediate
backnone:
lymph 1,004 labeled CT based / poor / SRC
VGG-16)
nodes images from 189 carcinoma.

patients

Verification
group: 6,000 CT
images from 100

patients
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Method

Publication| Year| Modality | Target Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
type
One /
CE-Loss,
two- RPN, Faster A similarity
) Digestpath Smooth L1
[122] 2020 H&E SRCs stage, RCNN, learning approach
dataset Loss, Triplet
anchor RetinaNet for SRC detection.
Loss
based
One /
Cascade RCNN SRC detection
two-
) Digestpath (backbone: Smooth L1 Loss | with classification
[140] 2020 H&E SRCs stage,
dataset ResNet-50 with and CE-Loss reinforcement
anchor
FPN) detection network.
based
One /
Cascade RCNN SRC detection
two-
) Digestpath (backbone: Smooth L1 Loss | with classification
[18] 2021 H&E SRCs stage,
dataset ResNet-50 with and CE-Loss reinforcement
anchor
FPN) detection network.

based
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Method

Publication| Year| Modality | Target Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
type
The framework
DigestPath USRNet,
provided an
dataset for One- RetinaNet,
essential method
) training and stage, Label correction
[155] 2021 H&E SRCs RGHMC Loss for SRC detection
validation, a anchor model(classi-
in low-resolution
private dataset based fier, backbone:
pathological
for test ResNet-18)
images.
A semi-supervised
Two RetinaNets
Focal Loss for deep convolutional
One- (backbone:
DigestPath and classification, framework for SRC
stage, ResNet-18) for
[148] 2021 H&E SRCs MoNuSeg [62] Smooth L1 Loss | detection to deal
anchor classification
dataset for box with the issue of
based and detection
regression incomplete
respectively
annotations.
A novel DGHM-C
One-
RetinaNet Loss was proposed
Digestpath stage,
[76] 2021 H&E SRCs (backbone: DGHM-C Loss for partially
dataset anchor
ResNet-18) annotated SRCs
based

detection.
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Method

Publication| Year| Modality | Target Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
type
CE-Loss and
RPN, Faster
Focal Loss for
One / RCNN, A general
classification,
Nuclei Two- RetinaNet similarity-based
) DigestPath and Smooth L1 Loss
[123] 2021 H&E and stage, (backbone: method for both
MoNuSeg dataset for regression,
SRCs anchor ResNet-50 / nuclei and SRCs
Pair Loss and
based ResNet-101 / detection.
Triplet Loss for
ResNeXt-101)
embedding
The SRCs were
200 images (99
Two- annotated by
from two Fast-RCNN
) stage, Smooth L1 bounding boxes
[112] 2022 H&E SRCs hospitals and the (backbone:
anchor Loss, CE-Loss and detected by a
others from ResNet-50)
based general detection
internet sources)
method.
An interactive
770 patches with Two- C3Det [70],
detection method
size from 108 stage, Faster-RCNN
[89] 2023 H&E SRCs Not mentioned with bounding
WSIs of 9 anchor (backbone:
boxes generated by
patients based ResNet50)

NuClick [58].
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Method

Publication| Year| Modality | Target Data . Network Loss SRC diagnosis
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3.3.1. Backbone

Backbone network was one of the most important components of state-
of-the-art (SOTA) detectors. Among them, VGG [115], ResNet [41I] and
ResNeXt [144] were three typical backbone architectures utilized for SRC
detection.

VGG. VGG was proposed on the basis of AlexNet. Differently, VGG
used small convolution kernels to increase the network depth. VGG achieved
advanced results on ImageNet and became one of the most commonly used
backbone networks for image classification and object detection. For SRC
detection, VGG16 was a popular choice as the backbone network.

ResNet. ResNet with residual blocks was proposed to alleviate degrada-
tion risks. ResNet won the first place in all five main tracks of ILSVRC 2015
and MS COCO 2015 competitions, and achieved robust and good perfor-
mance in many specific tasks. For SRC detection, the ResNet-18, ResNet-50
and ResNet-101 architectures were commonly adopted as the backbone net-
works.

ResNeXt. ResNeXt was proposed based on ResNet and Inception mod-
ule [125], which adopted group convolution modules in residual blocks, namely,
the “split-transform-merge” mode of Inception. Additionally, a simple and
efficient architecture was achieved by applying identical topological paths in
ResNeXt blocks instead of the elaborate Inception transformation. Cardi-
nality was the only hyperparameter to control the number of convolutional

paths, which could be considered as the third dimension of the data to im-

‘https://image-net.org/challenges/LSVRC/2015/
Shttps://cocodataset.org/#home
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Figure 4: The typical architectures of detectors for SRC detection. (a) RPN [109]. (b)
Faster RCNN [I09]. (c) RetinaNet [7§]. (d) Cascade RCNN [I1].

prove the performance in addition to width and depth. Therefore, ResNeXt
could achieve higher accuracy while consuming slightly fewer parameters than
a similar depth ResNet architecture. ResNeXt won the runner-up of the
ILSVRC 2016 challenge El The typical ResNeXt-50 and ResNeXt-101 have
been applied to the SRC detection.

3.3.2. Detector

Detector, namely, the entire object detection network, output the classi-
fication and localization results of objects. According to whether and how
many region proposal modules were introduced, there were three types of de-
tectors: one-stage (e.g., RetinaNet [78]), two-stage (e.g., Faster RCNN [109])
and multi-stage (e.g., Cascade RCNN [I1]) detectors. Among them, four
frequently used detectors for SRC detection shown in Fig. [4] are presented in
this section.

Region proposal network (RPIN). Region proposal methods and region-

Shttps://image-net.org/challenges/LSVRC/2016/
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based CNNs (RCNNs) were two essential components of the two-stage de-
tectors. Nevertheless, traditional region proposal methods such as Selective
Search [I35] and EdgeBoxes [163] were time-consuming, making it impossi-
ble for the detectors to be real-time. The introduction of RPN [109] (Fig.
4a) made the process almost cost-free. It took the feature maps from the
backbones of an arbitrary image as input and output bounding boxes and
corresponding scores of objects. Particularly, anchor boxes were introduced
as localization references with various sizes and aspect ratios. Specifically,
RPN slided over the feature maps extracted from backbones with a 3x3
convolutional kernel and obtained a 256-dimension feature vector for each
location. These feature maps were then fed into two branches: one for
classification and another one for regression. The branch for classification
generated the confidence probability for each predicted box containing corre-
sponding object, and the branch for regression refined the position and size of
each bounding box based on the corresponding anchor. RPN was widely used
in current two-stage detection networks, such as Faster RCNN and Cascade
RCNN. For SRC detection, it was also served as an independent detection
network.

Faster RCNN. Faster RCNN (Fig. [4b) was one of the most popular
two-stage detectors. It was essentially a Fast RCNN [30] with RPN which
was the core novelty as a nearly cost-free proposal algorithm. The backbone
network served images as input and generated feature maps which were then
fed into RPN to obtain region proposals. Next, the chosen proposals were
mapped back to the previous feature maps in Rol Pooling layer and fed

into fully connected layers to obtain ultimate classification and regression
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results. The training process of Faster RCNN contained four steps. First,
the backbone network was initialized with the parameters pretrained on the
ImageNet dataset and the RPN was fine-tuned end-to-end. Second, Fast
RCNN was trained with another pretrained model and rectangular proposals
generated by the RPN of last step. Then, only the parameters of RPN were
updated while the rest parameters of the model in the second step were
fixed. Finally, the parameters of the RPN and the backbone were fixed,
and the unique layers of Fast RCNN were fine-tuned. Faster RCNN was the
first unified and near real-time object detection framework based on deep
learning, and its core principles have inspired many subsequent detectors. In
addition, Faster RCNN has also been widely used in SRC detection.
RetinaNet. One-stage detectors were popular for their high speed and
simpleness, but their precision was far behind that of two-stage detectors.
In two-stage detectors, sparse sampling and NMS algorithm helped filter out
most negative samples in the RPN to attain better performance. To alleviate
extreme imbalance between foreground and background in dense detection
with one-stage detector, Lin et al. proposed a novel classification loss called
Focal Loss [78] reduce the loss weights of the simple samples and focus on
the hard ones. To verify the effectiveness of Focal Loss, Lin et al. also pro-
posed a simple one-stage detector, RetinaNet (Fig. ), which utilized the
Feature Pyramid Network (FPN) [77] to extract and fuse features of differ-
ent layers from the backbone, and used two similar sub-nets at each layer
for classification and regression, respectively. One the one hand, detection
of multi-scale objects was implemented at different levels of feature maps.

One the other hand, features with high-level semantic information and high
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resolution were integrated, which was beneficial for classification and local-
ization. RetinaNet surpassed all the other detectors in both accuracy and
speed when it was proposed, so it has been widely used in SRC detection.
Cascade RCNN. In the training process of RPN, an Intersection and
union (IoU) threshold was defined to classify positive and negative exam-
ples. A detector tended to generate noises with a relative low threshold,
while suffered a performance degradation with increasing the IoU threshold.
Two main reasons for this problem were considered: one was the overfitting
due to rapid reduction of positives, and another one was the mismatch of
the proposal quality between training and test. Cai et al. demonstrated
that regressors trained with different IoU thresholds could provide the best
optimization for samples of IoU close to the corresponding thresholds [11].
To this end, a multi-stage object detection framework, Cascade RCNN (Fig.
4d) was proposed to gradually improve the quality of the bounding boxes
to alleviate the problems of overfitting in the training process and quality
mismatch in the inference process. Specifically, three detectors were trained
in a cascaded way with IoU thresholds of 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, while each detec-
tor adopted the optimized bounding boxes from the previous stage, thereby
refining the proposals step by step. As a result, sufficient positives were pro-
duced for each stage to prevent overfitting, and cascaded optimization could
also vanish the mismatch. Cascade RCNN was shown to be applicable to a
wide range of object detection architectures, and it also appeared in the SRC

detection task.
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3.3.3. Loss functions for detection

The SRC detection task aims at generating an accurate bounding box for
each SRC in the input images. According to different requirements, different
novel loss functions were proposed to constrain the convergence of the models.
Among them, classification loss functions were used to constrain the models
to generate bounding boxes around SRCs, while regression loss functions
were used to calibrate the position of the bounding boxes. Classification
loss, regression loss and loss functions for other special purposes used in the
SRC detection methods are described in this section.

Firstly, the classification loss functions for SRC detection are illustrated
as follows.

CE-Loss. CE-Loss was exactly the most popular choice for classification
tasks, which was also adopted in the classification branches of the detection
models. The definition of CE-Loss used in SRC detection tasks was the
same as that in SRC classification tasks (Equation [3] and Equation [4). We

redefined the loss function for the convenience of the following description as

Loora (0,9 = ~ log (p7), P =1 "
ce—d \P" 7", C - _log (1 _p(u) : C(z) -0 )

where ¢ is the one-hot encoded label of the sample i, and p( represents its
predicted probability of the category with ¢ = 1. The mean value of L4
of all examples in a batch was used for back propagation, thereby promoting
the model to improve the classification accuracy.

Focal Loss [78]. In object detection, dense sampling led to an extreme

class imbalance, that is, a vast number of easy negatives would dominate

59



the whole loss and thus overwhelm the training. Focal Loss was proposed to
reduce the contribution of easy samples, while focus on hard and misclassified
ones. For notation convenience, the gradient norm g¢; was introduced to
measure the difference between prediction p® and the ground-truth ¢® for

the sample 7:
. . —pf
=P ==q 0 (7)
Correspondingly, Focal Loss was formulated as:

1 & -
Lfocal = N Z ag;chefd (p(l)a C(Z)) ) (8>
=1

where a balanced the importance between the foreground and background, g;
denoted a modulation factor of the L._4 with a focusing parameter v > 0.
Obviously, the relative loss of well-classified examples was down weighted
when v > 0, and Focal Loss degenerated into the standard CE-Loss when
v = 0. Experiments by Lin et al. showed v = 2 and a = 0.25 worked best
[78].

GHMC Loss [72]. Extremely hard examples were considered as outliers,
whose gradient directions tended to vary from others. Thus, models usually
got confused when balancing their gradients with Focal Loss. To this end,
GHMC Loss was proposed to reduce the contribution of outliers besides well-
classified samples. Experiments has demonstrated that samples with gradient
norm close to 0 (easy samples) or 1 (difficult samples) occupied a significantly

larger proportion than others. To measure the difficulty of a sample ¢, the
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gradient density GD and the harmonizing parameter 3; were defined:

N

GD = (9r, 9i) (9)
k:l
N

where ¢; and g represented the gradient norm of the ith and kth sample,
respectively, and d; (gx, g;) represented whether g, was in the range centered

on g; with the valid length I (¢;). I (¢;) and 0. (g, ¢;) were defined as

(

l- (g;) = min <g,~ + g, 1)

€
For Ve > 0, e ( 2 > (11)
<

L if |lgr—agil <&
0c (9k> 9i) = 2

\ 0, otherwise

Thus, GD (g;) denoted the gradient density around g;, and the parameter j;
varied inversely with it, which down-weighted the easy samples and outliers.

Then, the GHMC Loss was formulated as

ghmc = Z/B’L ce— d i ) (12>

RGHMC Loss [155]. RGHMC Loss was a modified version of GHMC
Loss, which aimed to handle the incomplete annotation problem in the Di-
gestPath dataset. Specifically, a considerable amount of unlabeled SRCs

introduced noises to the negative set during training. Therefore, the revised
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ground-truth ¢ was introduced:

noisy
Cgi): 1,$€APUAR,ARCAN ’ (13>
0,reA N\A R
where Ap and Ay represented sets of original positive and negative sam-
ples, respectively, and Ar denoted a recall set from negatives considered as

SRCs. The combination of the detection model and an auxiliary classifier

was implemented by Zhang et al. [I55] to determine each element of Ag:
Ap ={z € Ay [ l(z) =1,p°(x) > t,p(x) > ta}, (14)

where p° (z) and [ (x) indicated the probability and label predicted by a well-
trained auxiliary classifier, respectively, p () was the classification score of
the detection network, ¢; and ¢, were two tunable thresholds. The RGHMC

Loss was finally defined as

N
1 ) .
Lrghmc = N E ﬁiLcefd (p(l)v Cq(ﬂl)) : (15>
=1

DGHM-C Loss [76]. DGHM-C Loss modified the original GHMC in
another way to adapt to partially annotated object detection. Lin et al. [70]
argued that outliers in clean data space were probably hard samples worth
learning, while those in noisy data space were rather likely to be mislabeled.
To this end, a novel DGHM strategy was proposed to decouple the noisy sam-

ples from the clean ones, and the GD in Equation [9] was modified separately
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as
ls(lgi) (chvzcl O (gkagi>) ,T; €5,
ls(lgz-) (Z]kvil O (gk:,gi)) ,x; €8S,

where S. and S, represented the clean data space (including annotated posi-

GD (gz) = ) (16)

tives and all samples of negative images) and the noisy data space (negatives
in positive images), respectively, and N, and N,, were the number of their
anchors. Harmonizing parameter [3; was also redefined with a modulating

factor ~;:

L (7)

Py Gi = Az € Sy
Yi=9 He, GiZ=Awzi€S. (18)

1, otherwise
where v; had two different values for outliers exceed the threshold A in S,
and S,. In general, u, > 1 was selected to reduce the weight of outliers
in 5, to prevent overfitting to noises, and p. < 1 was chosen at the same
time to up-weight the outliers in S, to achieve hard sample mining. In SRC
detection, u, = 2.0, u. = 0.5, and A = 0.9 were taken as default settings
[76]. The whole DGHM-C Loss was finally defined as

1 .
Ldghm—c = W Z BiLce—d (p(Z)a C(l)) ) (19>
=1

where M was the number of gradient norm distributions.
Secondly, the regression loss functions for SRC detection are illustrated

as follows.
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Smooth L1 Loss [30] was applied in almost all SRC detectors. It
was first proposed in Fast RCNN [30] to replace L2 Loss used in SPPNet
[40] and R-CNN [3I]. Smooth L1 Loss alleviated sensitivity to outliers,
so as to prevent gradient explosion in training. A four-dimensional vector
b =< x,y,h,w > was required to be regressed for each predicted bound-
ing box, where x and y were the normalized coordinates of the center of the
bounding box, h and w represented the height and width of the bounding box,
respectively. Similarly, b: =< T4, Ya, ha, w, > and b= < x*, Yt b, w* >
were introduced to encode an anchor box and the ground truth, respectively.

Regression offsets could be calculated as follows:

te = (2 — x,) Jwa, t&=(x"—1x,)/w,
ty:(y_yll)/haa tgj:(y*_ya)/wa
tp =log (h/hy),  t; =1log(h*/h,)

| tw =log (w/wg), ti =log(w*/w,)

where < t,,%,,t5,t, > denoted the offsets between the prediction and the

*t* * *

s by, Ty, > denoted the offsets between the anchor box

anchor box, and < ¢

and the ground truth. Then, the Smooth L1 Loss was calculated as

LsmoothL1 (t_:t_;k) = Z f (tj - t;) ) (21>

]e{z7y7h7w}

where t =< ty, ty, th, ty >, and tr =< t5 5t t5 >, f(-) was defined as

FARETR hy Yw

0522, if |z| < 1
fz) = (22)

|z| — 0.5, otherwise
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Thirdly, other loss functions for SRC detection are illustrated as follows.

Auxiliary embedding layers were also introduced in some SRC detection
methods to learn discriminative features, such as similarity learning embed-
dings [122], [123] with pair loss [38] or triplet loss [43]. We will introduce these
two loss functions in this section.

Pair Loss [3§]. In the task of SRC detection, Sun et al. use the Pair
Loss to pull the anchors of the same category closer, while pulling away the
anchors of different categories in the embedding space [123]. Pair Loss was

defined as
Lyair (0,0",5) = sllo— a’||2 /24 (1—25)

max (m — o — 0'||2,0) /2,

(23)

where o and ¢’ represented the embeddings of two sampled anchors, s €
{0,1} denoted the closeness between them, ||-|| was the Euclidean distance
metric, and m was a constant of margin. It could be observed that as the loss
function decreased, the distance between two samples of different categories
should be greater than m, while samples of the same class were getting closer.
It enabled the models to learn more discriminative features, which benefited
the subsequent classification.

Triplet Loss [43]. Triplet Loss was another popular loss function for
similarity learning. Its purpose was similar to Pair Loss (Equation with
a different form calculated among three samples:

Liyipiet (0%, 07, 0") = max(||c® — o®|?

R (24)
= llo® = "[[" +m,0),

where 0 was a reference embedding, and o” was a positive embedding of
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the same category with the reference while ¢” represented a negative one of
another category. After optimization, the distance between o and o” would

be less than that between ¢® and ¢” by a margin of m.

3.8.4. Training strateqy

Fully supervised learning. Fully supervised learning was the most
common training strategy in SRC detection [29] 155, [76, 122] 140} 18, 123
112]. Models could achieve satisfactory performance with sufficient training
data and high-quality annotations. However, DigestPath dataset suffered
from a problem of incomplete labeling, which introduced noises during train-
ing stage. Besides, variation in color, shape, size, scale, and the overlaps of
SRCs also brought great challenges to detection. Most of the existing stud-
ies implemented the SRC detection by fully supervised learning which relied
entirely on accurate annotations of the training data. These solutions could
be divided into two categories: methods based on modified loss functions
and auxiliary modules. Among them, the loss functions were refined to make
the models more robust. For example, Zhang et al. proposed the RGHMC
Loss (Equation with a label correction module which treated the revised
ground-truth labels as the reference for calculating gradients [I55]. Lin et
al. decoupled noisy samples from clean ones and devised the DGHM-C Loss
(Equation to harmonize their gradient distributions respectively [76]. In
addition, some methods employed additional auxiliary modules to enable the
model to learn discriminative features for enhancing the classification. For
example, Wang et al. and Chen et al. designed a Classification Reinforce-
ment Branch (CRB) to extract more comprehensive features containing cells

and their surrounding context [140, 1§]. Sun et al. introduced an embedding
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layer to perform similarity learning, which adopted Pair Loss (Equation
or Triplet Loss (Equation to narrow the intra-class distance and expand
the inter-class one [122, 123].

Semi-supervised learning. Semi-supervised learning aimed to handle
the issue of lack of well-labeled data. However, among the current SRC
detection methods, only Ying et al. applied the semi-supervised learning
strategy [148]. Specifically, a simple but efficient self-training framework was
proposed to deal with the partial annotations in DigestPath dataset, which
could be divided into three procedures. In the first step, an initial RetinaNet
[78] model was trained with annotated labels. During the inference time,
the pseudo bounding boxes were generated by the initial network, and then
filtered by the novel Test Time Augmentation (TTA) and modified NMS
algorithms to supplement the dataset with high-quality labels. With the
new dataset, an iteratively retraining could be performed until there was no
improvement of the detector. They achieved the 1st place in the SRC detec-
tion task of the Digestive-System Pathological Detection and Segmentation
Challenge 2019, which demonstrated a superior potential of semi-supervised

learning in this task.

3.4. Segmentation

Segmentation clearly outlined the shape of the lesions. Unlike classifica-
tion algorithms that mapped an input patch to a single category, segmenta-
tion algorithms mapped a patch to a diagnostic heatmap with the same size
as the input patch. Therefore, segmentation algorithms could perform deli-
cate and complex tasks such as cell segmentation. As shown in Fig. 5l among

the articles related to SRC diagnosis covered in this survey, the segmenta-

67



Image Type Pixel-wise CNN-based Training 1 Survival Prediction
‘-"; Annotation — — .
Fully supervision Weakly supervision N \\M
{ Tanng_|
Input H H Dynamic
Image I i Dataset |- ! Iteration )
Cropped Patch Du?uﬁ Y4 Inference Cell Segmentation
S ‘—, o i
SN ¥
; Multi-task Training Cooperative Training
‘* T
Selected ROI P § .
m‘ J— X X X Iteration
el =]
: .
processing | J

Figure 5: An overview of segmentation methods for SRC diagnosis.

tion algorithms completed four training strategies, namely, full supervision,
weak supervision, multi-task training, and cooperative training, to complete
sub-tasks such as survival prediction, cell segmentation, and lesion localiza-
tion. The overview of articles related to SRC segmentation is summarized
in Table @l The details of CNN-based training strategies and task-related

post-processing are presented next.
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Table 4: Summary of automatic SRC diagnosis algorithms on the basis of segmentation.

Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
SRC carcinoma | 855 images (the Segmentation encoder
diagnosis and maximum cross was assigned on only one
SRC car- CE-
[73] 2022 CT chemotherapy sections of U-Net single slice of a 3D matrix
cinoma Loss
response precontrast for for each patient to
prediction each patient) diagnose SRC carcinoma.
SRC
127 WSIs from
segmentation U-Net with CE- Multi-organ SRC
10 organs (at
) with a ResNet-34 or Loss, segmentation with
[74] 2019 H&E SRC least 3 cropped
semi-supervised DLA as the IOU- | relatively small amount of
regions for each
learning encoder Loss annotation cost.
WSI)
framework
A two-class SRC carcinoma was
system to DeepLab-v3 with included in the malignant
) Gastric 6917 WSIs from CE-
[119] 2020 H&E distinguish ResNet-50 as the category and was easily
cancer 3 centers Loss

between benign

and malignant

backbone

overlooked when there

were limited cancer cells.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Screening and DLA structure
localization of 10,315 WSIs combined with SRC carcinoma was one
) Gastric BCE-
[151] 2021 H&E gastric cancer collected from 4 | classification and type of the positive
cancer Loss
based on a medical centers segmentation targets.
multi-task CNN branches
SRC carcinoma was
Assessment of included in the malignant
110 WSIs and
deep learning DeepLab-v3 with category and deep
) Gastric 16 CE-
[6] 2022 H&E assistance for ResNet-50 as the learning could help
cancer board-certified Loss

the pathological

diagnosis

pathologists

backbone

pathologists improve the
diagnosis accuracy of

scattered SRCs.
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
A coarse U-Net
to find SRC segmentation was
Quantifying
approximate adopted to quantify the
the cell CE-
Gastric 607 WSIs from region at 10x cell morphological
) morphology Loss,
I21] 2022 H&E SRC car- stomach or magnification, a characteristics and atypia
and predicting I0U-
cinoma colorectum fine U-Net to so as to analyze the
biological Loss
segment SRC at biological behavior of
behavior
40x SRC carcinoma.
magnification
Prediction of
ALK gene DenseNet-121 SRC carcinoma was
) Lung rearrangement 300 WSIs from | with up-sampling | BCE- considered in the
[130] 2022 H&E
Cancer in patients with 208 patients and skip Loss histologic types of
non-small-cell connections surgical specimen.
lung cancer
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Publication| Year | Modality | Target Task Data Network Loss SRC diagnosis
Development
and multi-
institutional 984 patients for The performance of a
Not
Gastric validation of an training and poorly cohesive
1 2022 H&E U-Net men-
cancer Al-based 2771 patients adenocarcinoma with
tioned
diagnostic for validation SRCs was discussed.
system for
gastric biopsy
In a validation cohort
100 WSIs of
Lymph node BCE- | with mucinous and SRC
lymph node
) Colorectal | segmentation Loss, histology, the
[55] 2023 H&E regions from 14 U-Net
cancer and metastasis CE- performance was slightly
patients for
detection Loss worse because of limited
segmentation
examples.
RGSB-UNet
Hybrid deep
derived from Class- SRC carcinoma was
learning DigestPath and
) Colorectal ) U-Net, residual wise regarded as one type of
[158] 2023 H&E framework for GlaS [116]
cancer block, and Dice malignant lesions in this
tumor datasets
bottleneck Loss study.
segmentation
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3.4.1. CNN-based training strategies

Fully supervised training. Segmentation put forward high require-
ments with accurate pixel-wise annotation. The fully supervised trained
segmentation algorithms could both capture SRC-positive regions in CT im-
ages [73] and localize lesion regions in H&E stained images [74], 119, [55] [158].
U-Net [110], DeepLab [I3] or their variants were usually used as the skeleton
networks. U-Net was a U-shaped network with encoder-decoder structure
originated from the task of cell segmentation. The encoder extracted high-
level semantic information through continuous down-sampling, the decoder
restored the image size by up-sampling, and the encoder transmitted spatial
location information to the decoder through skip-connections. DeepLab used
VGG, ResNet and other classic classification network structures as the ba-
sic backbone, expanded the receptive fields through atrous convolution, and
finally improved the segmentation performance through conditional random
field (CRF) [64]. Then its variant DeepLab v3+ [14] removed the time-
consuming CRF, and further improved the integration ability of spatial in-
formation through Atrous Spatial Pyramid Pooling (ASPP) [I51]. Segmen-
tation algorithms often used CE-Loss (Equation [3)) to constrain pixel-wise
prediction. In addition, intersection over union loss (IOU-Loss) [152] and
Dice-Loss [95] were popular for the positive region prediction. IOU-Loss L,

and Dice-Loss L. were defined as

Liou =1- ZZ Yibi ) (25>
DYt D i — D Yibi

2>, yibi
Ldice =1~ . ) (26>
PRV v
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where y; and p; were the ground truth and predicted probability for the pixel
1, respectively.

Multi-task Training. Classification was the global control of the in-
put image patch, while segmentation was the local control of the details of
that. Since classification and segmentation had complementary advantages,
multi-task training could constrain model optimization from both global and
local levels. For example, Yu et al. embedded two parallel branches after
feature extraction in the backbone network to achieve classification and seg-
mentation simultaneously [I5I]. Multi-task learning could balance different
requirements simultaneously.

Weakly supervised training. Although fully supervised segmentation
algorithms could handle many segmentation requirements, there were often
situations in which data annotations mismatched the task objectives in real-
ity. For example, DigestPath dataset annotated SRCs with rectangular boxes
that contained SRCs without outlining their contours. Therefore, Li et al.
achieved SRC segmentation by weakly supervised learning [74]. They ap-
proximated the contours of SRCs by generating inscribed ellipses within the
bounding boxes. Although this operation inevitably led to labeling errors, the
ellipses could be used as training data for the fully supervised segmentation
methods described above. Given that there were a large number of unla-
beled SRCs in the slides, the early-stage segmentation model was adopted
to segment the unlabeled data, and some positive regions with the highest
confidence probabilities were added to the training set for retraining. The
training and inference alternated to achieve self-training, and then gradually

improved the model accuracy.
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Cooperative training. Different network structures often had differ-
ent emphasis on feature extraction. Therefore, some algorithms fused the
inference output of different models to improve the final diagnostic perfor-
mance. For example, Li et al. replaced the encoder of U-Net with ResNet
and DLA [I50], respectively, resulting in two different networks [74]. Then,
the self-training strategy mentioned above was adopted for the two networks.
In the iterative process, the inference results of the other network were used
to strengthen the training, so as to realize the information exchange of dif-
ferent networks. The two models converged to be consistent in performance
while improving accuracy. Such a cooperative training strategy could avoid

a single model from getting stuck in local optima.

3.4.2. Task-related post-processing

Survival prediction. The segmentation algorithms directly presented
the SRC positive regions, which was very convenient for the evaluation of
SRC aggregation degree, lesion area and other metrics. Therefore, segmenta-
tion played an important auxiliary role in the formulation of clinical diagnosis
and treatment strategies. For example, Li et al. extracted SRC carcinoma
features through segmentation models to identify patients who could benefit
from postoperative chemotherapy based on preoperative contrast-enhanced
CT [73].

Cell segmentation. SRCs could either aggregate in clusters or dis-
tribute in isolation. Segmentation methods that took the lesion area as a
whole tend to miss isolated SRCs. In addition, when suggesting the exis-
tence of SRCs, providing quantitative information such as the degree of cell

aggregation was more interpretable and convincing clinically. Therefore, cell
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segmentation for SRCs was an efficient and intuitive basis for quantitative
analysis. The challenge of cell segmentation was that cell-level annotation
was time-consuming and labor-intensive. Li et al. utilized weakly super-
vised learning and cooperative training to train a cell segmentation model
on the basis of bounding box annotations [74]. Then, Da et al. adopted the
segmented results to measure the inherent properties of SRCs including the
cross-sectional area of cell plasma and nuclear, the cell ellipticity, as well as
the nuclear / cytoplasmic ratio [21].

Lesion segmentation. Similar to lesion classification, lesion segmenta-
tion combined patch-level results into a diagnostic heatmap corresponding
to the slide by splicing. The difference was that the segmentation was a
pixel-wise classification, that is, the size of the diagnostic heatmap was the
same as the original slide. Due to the mining of details by the segmentation
algorithms, it was possible to focus on small lesions. Song et al. developed
a gastric cancer lesion segmentation system based on DeepLab v3+ [119].
Ba et al. further demonstrated that the system assistance indeed improved
pathologists’ accuracy in gastric cancer diagnosis [6]. However, the compo-
nents in H&E stained slides were complex. Many factors led to the inevitable
false positive noise or false negative holes in pixel-by-pixel analysis. There-
fore, Yu et al. embedded both classification and segmentation branches in
the backbone network. The classification branch was used to control global
features, and the segmentation branch was used to refine local features, so as
to obtain diagnostic heatmap results that were more in line with the actual

diagnosis experience of pathologists [I51].
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4. Discussion and future outlook

4.1. SRC datasets for learning

The fitting of models based on deep learning was driven by big data, which
put forward high requirements for the quantity and quality of data. There
were a few studies on SRC automatic diagnosis in CT, MRI, and endoscopy
images, and they were conducted on private datasets [73], 29, 82, [149] 147, [33].
More studies focused on accurate identification of SRCs in histopathological
images, including the public datasets TCGA and DigestPath, and some pri-
vate datasets. Specifically, in the task of gastrointestinal tract malignancy
discrimination, although the number of patients in the datasets was large
due to high morbidity, SRC carcinoma was only a special type of positive
samples with few cases [103, [60], 45, [48], (71, I51], 20, 119]. The imbalance
of samples in the training set often led to the inevitable omission of valu-
able SRCs in inference [103] [60] 45], 20, 119]. In addition, the training set of
the DigestPath dataset dedicated to SRC detection was composed of images
from only 20 positive WSIs. Compared with natural images, the data scale
of SRCs was very limited. For example, the emergence of ImageNet [23],
a dataset with one million natural images, promoted the birth of excellent
classification networks such as AlexNet, ResNet, VGG, and GoogLeNet. Re-
cently, self-supervised learning has attracted much attention. Among them,
the typical algorithm MoCo [39] captured the effective features of images
through pretext tasks in Instagram-1B [03], a dataset containing about one
billion images. However, the privacy of medical data and the time-consuming
of accurate labeling inevitably limited the size of the SRC datasets, and thus

inhibiting the performance promotion of fully supervised learning [106]. To
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increase the robustness of the models as much as possible, when classical
networks such as VGG and Inception were used to automatically diagnose
SRCs, the parameters pretrained on the natural image datasets were often
loaded before training to avoid the model overfitting or falling into local opti-
mal solutions. In addition, to increase the generalization of the models, data
augmentation was often embedded in the pre-processing process. Common
data augmentation methods used in SRC pre-processing included random
flipping, rotation, and color fluctuation. Although GAN [32] and its variants
could normalize image styles and synthesize more images, it introduced a lot
of additional time consumption and data trust crisis [106], [63]. These meth-
ods improved the accuracy of the models from the perspective of technology,
but they did not increase the number of real cases in essence.

In the future, the size of the datasets will not be limited to absolute
numbers, but focus on the size of effective high-quality data. Current data
augmentation methods did not enable the models to see diverse real-world
cases, and the generalization performance remained limited during inference.
Therefore, new and clinically challenging datasets should be constructed, in

which the following four points may be paid special attention.

e To evaluate the generalization and robustness of the models in practical
applications, the data are required to be derived from different medical

centers and cover multiple scenes such as biopsy and surgical specimens.

e Since SRCs are lesions that can develop in various tissues and organs,
the cases in the datasets should break through the common limita-
tions of the gastrointestinal tract, and clearly indicate the primary and

metastases.
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e Typical SRC distributions may be involved, including aggregated and

isolated cases.

e Multi-modal data are expected to be matched, such as age, gender,

genes, and survival time, to facilitate further clinical studies.

4.2. Selection of training strategy

Fully supervised learning was considered robust and effective in natural
image processing with sufficient training data. Despite the relatively limited
amount of data in medical images compared to natural images, the models
could still capture the typical morphological and structural features in the
training data. When the input images had explicit expert annotations, fully
supervised learning allowed the models to quickly obtain preliminary auto-
matic diagnostic performance. The performance of the model was closely
related to the data distributions of the training set. When the typical SRCs
were few in the training set, the models would inevitably be biased towards
other categories with more patients to obtain high accuracy in the evalu-
ation [60, 50]. Therefore, when SRCs were mixed in the data of multiple
subtypes of the gastrointestinal tract, special attention was needed to be
paid to the problem of class imbalance, thereby improving the sensitivity of
SRCs. However, fully supervised learning strongly relied on the fine-grained
annotations, which required the pathologists to specify the location of each
SRC. The time-consuming and laborious labeling requirements led to the
scarcity of labeled data, which limited the scale of training data for fully
supervised learning.

SRCs were difficult to be completely outlined even by experienced pathol-
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ogists, so completely accurate fine annotations were almost impossible within
limited time and cost. To ensure the accuracy of the annotations, some typi-
cal SRCs were carefully selected to teach the model learning and the confus-
ing ones were ignored. Incomplete labeling was a ubiquitous phenomenon in
SRC detection tasks [22]. In addition to fully supervised learning with only
limited annotations, semi-supervised learning further considered unlabeled
SRCs [14§]. Incomplete labeling ensured the purity of the positive sample
set, but could not guarantee the purity of the negative sample set, so it in-
troduced a lot of noise to the learning of negative samples. Semi-supervised
learning is an effective approach to reduce annotation pressure in the future,
but the following two open issues need to be solved. First, how to obtain the
high-dimensional representation of typical SRC features with only a few sam-
ples? Second, how to extract unlabeled true positive samples and eliminate
false positive samples?

Weakly supervised learning can alleviate the dilemma of the scarcity of
effective training data for fully supervised learning. Patient-level labels can
be obtained directly from the current diagnosis pipeline. When a patient
is diagnosed with SRCs, the corresponding screening images must contain
SRCs although the specific location of each SRC is not specified. Weakly su-
pervised learning embeds data with patient-level labels or image-level labels
into the training set, greatly reducing the labeling pressure of pathologists
and increasing the size of the training set. Combining fully and weakly super-
vised learning can balance the contradiction between SRC labeling pressure
and training set size [52 20]. In the future, weakly supervised algorithms

should be mined deeply to make use of the SRC data containing patient-level
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labels already stored in various medical centers. In addition, additional SRC
data collected over time may also be utilized to improve model performance
without additional annotations.

Unsupervised learning is a valuable but also challenging training strategy
for future research. A large amount of data without manual annotations
can be utilized by unsupervised learning to actively cluster similar samples.
In the early stage, the self-supervised learning strategy can train encoders
through pretext tasks such as out-of-order correction and cloze [39]. The
encoders with pretrained parameters are then fine-tuned on specific tasks,
obtaining encoders that can extract SRC generalization features and well-
performing decoders. In the later stage, ideal unsupervised learning will
adaptively aggregate homogeneous tissues in the images into fine-grained
subcategories, such as SRC nuclei, intracellular proteins, normal nuclei, and
lymphocytes. Then, they are combined into target categories according to

requirements, such as SRCs and lesion regions containing SRCs.

4.8. From algorithms to assistance

The algorithms designed for the DigestPath dataset detected typical SRCs
in gastrointestinal histopathological patches [22] [14§], but were not suitable
for clinically complex screening of SRCs in multiple organs. Most algorithms
only accomplished SRC diagnosis for specific datasets, which ignored the
attribute information such as the originated organs and invasion degrees, thus
hindering subsequent prognosis. To complete the transition from algorithms
to diagnostic assistance, future studies need to make contributions in the

following four aspects.
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e Following the pathologists’ pipeline of diagnosing lesions from differ-
ent fields of view by changing the magnification of the microscope, the
intelligent algorithms may consider the multi-scale features. Kosaraju
et al. distributed the detection of gastric lesions at 20x and 5x mag-
nifications through two different branches [60]. To simulate the visual
diagnostic habits of the human eyes, more scales should be considered
in future algorithms. Clustered SRCs can be detected at a faster speed
at low magnification, while isolated SRCs will not be missed at high

magnification.

e Special attention could be provided to SRCs of metastases. Although
SRCs occur mostly in the gastrointestinal tract, they may appear in
various organs such as lung, pancreas, appendix, gallbladder, breast,
and bladder [7]. For example, metastatic SRCs may stimulate tis-
sue proliferation in the ovary, making SRCs more difficult to identify.
When SRCs are implanted in the body cavity, omentum peritoneum,
chest wall or abdominal wall of the patients, the surgical procedure and

systemic treatment strategy will be affected.

e The prognosis of SRCs will be directly correlated by algorithm-based le-
sion quantification. Prognosis through high-dimensional representation
of SRCs in CT and MRI has been initially practiced and the feasibil-
ity was demonstrated [73],82]. Since histopathology plays an important
role in the diagnosis of SRCs, there is great research values and improve-
ment room to realize prognosis prediction based on intelligent features.

In addition, prognostic factors such as sampling location and depth of
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invasion may also be embedded in the intelligent analysis process in

the future.

e Future algorithms should be oriented to assistant needs throughout the
entire diagnosis process. The current algorithms usually only solved a
single problem in a simple scenario, such as SRC identification in gastric
pathological slides. In the future, an end-to-end Al framework that fits
the clinical diagnosis process will be welcomed, thereby promoting the

implementation from algorithms to assistance.

4.4. Multi-modal diagnosis

This survey exclusively addresses algorithms that leveraged deep learn-
ing to automatically extract features from medical images. It omits the
methods solely inferring prognosis directly from clinical information such as
age, gender, and tumor characteristics, as these approaches still depended
on manual interpretation [75], 65, 131, 161, 157, 159, 17, 156]. Meanwhile,
methods involving manual delineation of Rols in CT images for subsequent
local feature extraction and fusion with clinical information for prognosis
analysis were also excluded [153] [16, 80]. Notably, both image-based and
clinical information-based algorithms started from a single modality, disre-
garding the diagnostic potential of other modalities, which does not align
with actual clinical diagnostic workflows. Therefore, future Al algorithms
should balance the multi-modal predicted results to improve the diagnostic
accuracy. The great potential of multi-modal learning for cancer prognosis
analysis has been demonstrated by a study using multi-modal learning to

integrate and analyze WSIs and genetic maps of 14 cancers [15]. Further-
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more, machine learning approaches integrating lipidomics and multi-omics
have been demonstrated to be beneficial for the detection of lung cancer
and pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma [I38] [139]. Additionally, radiographs,
unstructured chief complaint and clinical history, and structured clinical in-
formation such as laboratory test results and patient demographic infor-
mation were converted into visual tokens and text tokens to accomplish a
Transformer-based representation model to help streamline the triaging of
patients [162]. Therefore, the joint analysis of multi-modal information such
as CT, histopathology, genomics, and lipidomics based on Al algorithms is
the development trend of SRC precise localization, exploration of new detec-

tion methods, and accurate prognosis in the future.

5. Conclusions

In this survey, we have presented a comprehensive overview on automatic
SRC diagnosis developed by Al-related algorithms. With the popularity of
deep learning in the field of intelligent medicine, automatic algorithms for
SRCs that were at risk of missed detection even for experienced patholo-
gists have emerged. Since the lack of a comprehensive survey prevented
researchers from intuitively accessing the development of SRC intelligent al-
gorithms and the gap towards clinical applications, we collated articles with
automatic algorithms for SRC diagnosis to form this survey. Specifically, this
survey covered articles from 2008 to August 2023, involving H&E stained
histopathology WSIs, CT, MRI and endoscopic images. First, we refined the
current challenges of automatic SRC diagnosis. Then, currently available

public datasets were introduced. After the general pre-processing methods
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were illustrated, the algorithms were summarized into three categories, i.e.,
classification, detection, and segmentation. To clarify the post-processing de-
tails of the specific applications, above methods were further decomposed into
sub-tasks according to application scenarios, such as lesions classification, cell
detection, cell segmentation, lesion segmentation, and survival prediction.
Finally, we discussed the limitations of current algorithms facing clinical ap-
plications and provided future research trends in SRC dataset construction,
available training strategies, assistance pipelines, and multi-modal diagno-
sis. In summary, the methods and datasets categorized and summarized in
this survey can be regarded as a guide for the technological exploration of
SRC automatic diagnosis. Researchers in related fields, especially who with-
out medical background can intuitively obtain the clinical requirements for
intelligent assistance and potential research directions in the future. In addi-
tion, this survey provides a feasible reference for intelligent diagnosis of other
specific diseases in many aspects, including the design of assisted pipelines,
algorithm optimization, and future research trends towards clinical applica-

tions.
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