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ABSTRACT

Efficient and precise quantification of lymphocytes in
histopathology slides is imperative for the characterization
of the tumor microenvironment and immunotherapy response
insights. We developed a data-centric optimization pipeline
that attain great lymphocyte detection performance using an
off-the-shelf YOLOv5 model, without any architectural mod-
ifications. Our contribution that rely on strategic dataset aug-
mentation strategies, includes novel biological upsampling
and custom visual cohesion transformations tailored to the
unique properties of tissue imagery, and enables to dramati-
cally improve model performances. Our optimization reveals
a pivotal realization: given intensive customization, standard
computational pathology models can achieve high-capability
biomarker development, without increasing the architectural
complexity. We showcase the interest of this approach in the
context of breast cancer where our strategies lead to good
lymphocyte detection performances, echoing a broadly im-
pactful paradigm shift. Furthermore, our data curation tech-
niques enable crucial histological analysis benchmarks, high-
lighting improved generalizable potential.

Index Terms— Digital pathology, Whole slide imaging,
Breast cancer, Lymphocyte detection, YOLOv5, Data-driven
approach.

1. INTRODUCTION

Tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) within the tumor mi-
croenvironment have demonstrated profound utility as prog-
nostic indicators and in selecting patients likely to benefit
from immunotherapies across multiple cancer types [1, 2].
TILs levels strongly correlate with response to therapies, with
high TILs indicating improved prognosis and survival out-
comes [3, 4]. Beyond prognosis, TILs measures also pre-
dict immunotherapy responses, guiding precision medicine
treatment decisions [1]. However, efficiently harnessing the
power of TILs in the clinical routine remains hampered by
time-intensive manual evaluation methods across histopathol-
ogy slides [5].

Visual TILs assessment by pathologists is slow, costly,
and prone to substantial inter-observer variability that hinders
reproducibility [6]. In breast cancer specifically, amidst the

heterogeneity across molecular subtypes, Her2 positive and
triple negative disease confer more adverse prognoses from
their aggressive biological behaviors [7]. Therefore, impact-
ful biomarkers that predict clinical trajectories and guide ther-
apeutic interventions remain imperative clinical needs [8].

Most researches into computational TILs quantification
emphasize complex model architectures rather than data cura-
tion. An example comes from recent work [9], who tweaked
specialized deep networks like Inception-v4 and 34-layer
ResNets in analyzing spatial tumor-TILs distributions. Sim-
ilarly, [10] developed an advanced object detector called
PathRTM to segment individual cell types. While architec-
tural advances have merits, they frequently overshadow the
pivotal yet overlooked role of training data itself, which we
explore in this article.

As a proof of concept and initial milestone, we lever-
aged the TIGER [11] challenge to create a highly optimized
lymphocyte detection model for breast cancer H&E slides.
By emphasizing extensive dataset augmentation and curation
over model modification, our approach achieved great per-
formances. This demonstrates the high potential of data-
driven optimization for furthering automated computational
pathology, even with streamlined models like YOLO [12].
Additionally, among oncological diseases, colorectal cancer
presents a pivotal opportunity to harness TILs assessment for
prognosis predictions and guiding immunotherapies [13, 14].
Optimizing efficient lymphocyte detection pipelines paves the
way for automated evaluation directly from histology slides,
accelerating development of clinical systems without reliance
on immunohistochemistry. Overall, our methodology under-
scores overlooked potential to advance broadly applicable AI-
assisted TIL quantification leveraging strategic data enhance-
ments.

2. METHOD

Object detection models have become ubiquitous in computer
vision / medical imaging tasks, providing efficient architec-
tural pipelines for identifying and localizing objects of inter-
est within image contents. Popular approaches like single-
stage object detection (SSD) frameworks and Faster R-CNN
have demonstrated state-of-the-art capabilities across numer-
ous applications. However, model optimization often dom-
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Fig. 1: ROI examples from the TIGER challenge dataset [11]. (C1) tissue borders and lymphocyte bounding boxes / labels.
(D1) combination of the tissue compartment masks and bounding boxes.

inates attention while tailored data curation remains an un-
derexplored area, especially within computational pathology.
We hypothesized that by strategically optimizing the train-
ing data itself, even streamlined off-the-shelf models could
achieve excellent performances without reliance on architec-
tural complexity or domain-specific customization.

After surveying different object detection architectures,
we selected the widely adopted YOLOv5 framework for its
balance of simplicity and performance. This enabled rapid
experimentation with minimal computational overhead dur-
ing our data-driven exploration. Our methodology ultimately
centered on intensive dataset optimization rather than exten-
sive model modification or ensemble approaches. We sought
to test if sufficient data augmentation and curation alone could
unlock good lymphocyte detection performances from the
streamlined YOLOv5 model.

2.1. Data

The data employed in this study was provided in the context
of the TIGER challenge [11] related to the analysis of TILs
from H&E slides for breast cancer. We used the ROI-level
annotations from the provided WSI ROI dataset of tissue-
cells, comprising 1879 patches in various sizes with COCO-
formatted annotations (Fig. 1).

A key initial step involved patching the images into
256×256 segments, as simple resizing performed poorly. The
images exhibited a bimodal size distribution with a large gap
between the two subsets (Fig. 2). This required tailored patch-
ing strategies for each group.

For large patches (subset 1), a tiling approach sliced im-
ages into multiple 256×256 patches, retaining complete lym-
phocytes. Smaller images (subset 2) required intelligent up-
sampling to generate natural-looking patches as described
hereinafter.

2.2. Our approach: less on modeling, more on data tai-
loring

A key innovation of our work relies on considering strate-
gic optimization of the training data itself rather than archi-

Fig. 2: Histogram of the patch sizes. The majority of patches
were very small, requiring intelligent upsampling to gener-
ate natural 256×256 segments. Only a small subset of larger
images were tiled into segments retaining full lymphocytes.
Tailored upsampling strategies were critical due to the imbal-
ance nature of the dataset.

tectural modifications. Our dataset optimization process fo-
cused on two main avenues: 1) novel upsampling strategies
for small images and 2) visual consistency across patches. For
upsampling, we generated natural looking expanded patches
from smaller ones. To this end, we employed a multi-faceted
stretch strategy including:

• Mirroring the existing patch to duplicate its content;
• Extracting random crops from other patches in the dataset

and pasting them seamlessly to augment the image size;
• Isolating and overlaying individual lymphocytes and cells

from random patches to enhance biological detail [15];
• Applying minor augmentation techniques like rotation,

blurring and color shifts to smoothly integrate pasted ele-
ments except for lymphocytes.
By leveraging mirroring, cropping, and lymphocyte trans-

planting in combination with minor augmentations, the
stretch approach organically grew smaller patches to the



Fig. 3: Preprocessing pipeline (the patch size denotes the
maximum of patch height and width dimensions). Small
patches were upsampled into natural 256×256 images via
mirroring, cropping, lymphocyte transplanting and minor
augmentations.

needed 256×256 dimensions. The multi-component strategy
maintained visual cohesion, increasing plentiful detail while
retaining realism. This data-driven upsampling proved effec-
tive for training the model on properly sized patches derived
from tiny source images.

For visual consistency, we tailored our patching strategy
to retain full lymphocyte bodies and discarded any incomplete
segments. Our final curated dataset consisted of two comple-
mentary versions: one with simple gray padding and one with
visually optimized patches. Fig. 3 summarizes the process.

3. RESULTS

YOLOv5 small [16] was finetuned for 600 epochs (with a
batch size of 32) using default parameters. Ultralytics [17]
native augmentation pipeline provided additional on-the-fly
data diversity during training. Using an RTX 3050 Ti GPU,
training completed within 9 hours, achieving 75.77% preci-
sion and 73.03% recall on the local validation set. To refine
predictions, we excluded bounding boxes outside 8-20 pixel
height/width ranges and adjusted centers of partial boxes.

The quantitative results of the TIGER challenge are pre-
sented in Table 1. The performances of lymphocyte detection
are given according to the Free Response Operating Char-
acteristic (FROC) score, computing sensitivity (TPR) versus
average false positives (FP) per mm² over all slides. The
YOLOv5 performances boosted from 199th to 6th (2nd place
teamwise) after integrating tailored data optimizations, high-
lighting the impact of the strategic curation embedded in our
data-centric optimization pipeline. The streamlined model
design was competitive without architectural elaboration.

Method FROC TIGER ranking
YOLOv5 (w/o) 0.2139 199/329
YOLOv5 (data-centric optim.) 0.5731 6/329
Biototem 0.6003 1/329
TIAger 0.5718 7/329

Table 1: Method performances: FROC scores and TIGER
challenge ranking comparison with model focused methods.

(a) ground truth (TIGER) (b) model predictions (TIGER)

(c) inferences on colorectal cancer slides

Fig. 4: Validation results on TIGER data and generalization
on colorectal cancer slides. (a) shows local validation set
patches with ground truth lymphocyte annotations. (b) dis-
plays predictions from our model on the same patches. (c)
illustrates the TIGER-trained model’s original inferences on
proprietary colorectal HES slides, demonstrating its potential
to be adapted to replace costly IHC methods.

Furthermore, when applied to an in-house colorectal can-
cer HES dataset (Fig. 4), our lymphocyte detection approach
demonstrated strong potential for clinical translation, identi-
fying immune infiltrates with high accuracy without reliance
on immunohistochemistry.

In summary, modest model selection combined with rig-
orous dataset curation yielded excellent lymphocyte detection
capability. Our methodology underscores the immense po-



tential of data-centric techniques to unlock substantial perfor-
mance gains even with off-the-shelf deep learning models.

4. CONCLUSION

In this work, we presented an efficient data-centric approach
for lymphocyte detection in breast cancer histology slides.
By strategically optimizing our dataset through novel upsam-
pling techniques and tailored curation, our pipeline attained
great performances using an off-the-shelf YOLOv5S model.
Competing in the TIGER challenge, our methodology led to
a top ranking, demonstrating its potential in automated lym-
phocyte quantification. Overall, intensive dataset customiza-
tion allowed even a streamlined model to achieve good per-
formance, advancing automated TIL evaluation. Our data-
centric framework represents a critical step towards repro-
ducible lymphocyte biomarkers to guide prognosis and pre-
cision treatment decisions across cancer types. This study
highlights the pivotal impact of strategic data curation along-
side model optimization to drive the next generation of AI-
empowered computational pathology.
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