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Abstract

Whole Slide Images (WSIs) are crucial for modern pathological diagnosis, yet
their gigapixel-scale resolutions and sparse informative regions pose significant
computational challenges. Traditional dense attention mechanisms, widely used in
computer vision and natural language processing, are impractical for WSI analysis
due to the substantial data scale and the redundant processing of uninformative
areas. To address these challenges, we propose Memory-Efficient Sparse Pyra-
mid Attention Networks with Shifted Windows (SPAN), drawing inspiration from
state-of-the-art sparse attention techniques in other domains. SPAN introduces a
sparse pyramid attention architecture that hierarchically focuses on informative re-
gions within the WSI, aiming to reduce memory overhead while preserving critical
features. Additionally, the incorporation of shifted windows enables the model to
capture long-range contextual dependencies essential for accurate classification.
We evaluated SPAN on multiple public WSI datasets, observing its competitive
performance. Unlike existing methods that often struggle to model spatial and con-
textual information due to memory constraints, our approach enables the accurate
modeling of these crucial features. Our study also highlights the importance of
key design elements in attention mechanisms, such as the shifted-window scheme
and the hierarchical structure, which contribute substantially to the effectiveness of
SPAN in WSI analysis. The potential of SPAN for memory-efficient and effective
analysis of WSI data is thus demonstrated, and the code will be made publicly
available following the publication of this work.

1 Introduction

Whole Slide Images (WSIs) have become an indispensable tool in modern digital pathology, enabling
the digitization of histopathological slides and facilitating computer-aided diagnosis [6, 1]. However,
the gigapixel resolution of WSIs presents significant computational challenges for automated analysis,
with the amount of data far surpassing the capacity of traditional image analysis techniques designed
for natural images.
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In recent years, deep learning has made remarkable progress across various domains, revolutionizing
the way we approach and solve complex problems. This progress has been largely driven by
the development of powerful architectures that can learn rich, hierarchical representations from
vast amounts of data. In particular, the natural language processing (NLP) domain has witnessed
significant breakthroughs with the introduction of transformer-based models [10, 5, 23]. These
models have revolutionized tasks such as language understanding, generation, and translation by
effectively capturing long-range dependencies and contextual information in text data. Similarly, the
field of computer vision (CV) has experienced rapid advancements, primarily due to the success of
convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [14, 25] and, more recently, Vision Transformers (ViTs) [12,
9, 11]. These state-of-the-art architectures have achieved exceptional performance in various tasks,
including image classification, object detection, and semantic segmentation, by learning to extract
meaningful features and representations from visual data.

While these advancements have revolutionized the field of deep learning and introduced atten-
tion mechanisms that effectively capture long-range dependencies and focus on relevant informa-
tion [11, 24, 34, 10], they also present challenges in terms of scalability and efficiency. The quadratic
complexity of dense attention presents a significant challenge when dealing with longer sequences
or a larger number of data. Various techniques have been proposed to address this computational
bottleneck. Sparse Transformers [40, 3] selectively attend to a subset of tokens, reducing computa-
tional complexity from quadratic to sub-quadratic. Linear Transformers [38, 17], on the other hand,
approximate the self-attention mechanism to achieve linear computational complexity, enabling the
processing of much longer sequences. Furthermore, there are many other advancements in general
domains, such as position encoding techniques [32, 29]. The success of these advancements suggests
the potential of applying similar techniques to the analysis of WSIs, as they may help address the
challenges posed by the large, spatially complex nature of WSIs.

Classi�cation

Classi�cation

Figure 1: Comparison of our proposed hierarchical approach with conventional patch-based methods.
Top: Our method constructs a hierarchical representation that captures spatial relationships and
multi-scale contextual information. Bottom: Conventional methods treat patches as independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples, ignoring the rich spatial structure present in the data.

The predominant paradigm in WSI analysis has been the adoption of a two-stage patch-based
framework. This approach begins by segmenting WSIs into smaller, non-overlapping patches, with
the background removed. Each patch is then processed by a fixed feature extractor to generate
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high-dimensional feature representations. These features are aggregated using multiple instance
learning (MIL) models, such as attention-based MIL (ABMIL) [16], to predict slide-level outcomes.
While many WSI analysis methods focus on extending ABMIL by incorporating additional losses or
training strategies [28, 19, 41, 30], they treat patches as independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
entities (Figure 1, Bottom), overlooking the rich spatial structures and long-range dependencies
intrinsic to WSIs. The gigapixel nature of WSIs and the presence of vast uninformative regions pose
challenges to the direct application of the advancements in general CV and NLP for dependency
modeling. To bridge this gap between general deep learning domains and WSI analysis, we propose
Memory-Efficient Sparse Pyramid Attention Networks (SPAN). SPAN introduces a novel framework
that efficiently leverages the hierarchical nature and long-range contextual information in WSIs while
maintaining computational efficiency.

The key components of SPAN are designed to address the limitations of current patch-based methods.
The sparse pyramid attention architecture hierarchically focuses on informative regions within the
WSI, reducing computational overhead while preserving critical diagnostic features. By employing
a pyramid structure, SPAN efficiently processes WSIs at multiple scales, capturing both local and
global context. The sparse attention mechanism selectively attends to informative regions, alleviating
the computational burden imposed by large, uninformative areas. Furthermore, SPAN incorporates
shifted windows and global tokens to enhance the model’s ability to capture long-range contextual
dependencies and global information. Moreover, SPAN is compatible with various general-purpose
techniques, allowing for seamless integration and adaptation to the specific properties of WSI data.
This flexibility opens up opportunities for future exploration and refinement of the SPAN framework.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows:

• We propose SPAN, a novel framework that combines sparse pyramid attention with shifted
windows, specifically designed for efficient and effective WSI analysis.

• We introduce a sparse pyramid attention architecture that hierarchically focuses on infor-
mative regions, reducing computational complexity while preserving critical diagnostic
features.

• We incorporate shifted windows and global information carrier tokens to enhance the
model’s ability to capture long-range contextual dependencies, which are essential for
accurate disease classification.

• We evaluate SPAN on multiple public WSI datasets, demonstrating its superior performance
compared to state-of-the-art methods in downstream classification tasks. Our approach
enables the precise modeling of both spatial and contextual information, which is often
challenging for existing methods due to memory constraints.

2 Related Works

2.1 Attention Mechanisms

Attention mechanisms, particularly self-attention, have revolutionized various domains, including
natural language processing (NLP) and computer vision (CV). The introduction of Transformer-based
models, such as BERT [10] and GPT [5], has marked a paradigm shift from traditional recurrent
neural networks in language modeling. By leveraging the power of self-attention to capture long-
range dependencies in text, Transformers have achieved state-of-the-art performance on a wide
range of tasks, establishing themselves as the dominant architecture in NLP. However, the quadratic
computational complexity of self-attention can be prohibitive for processing long sequences. To
address this issue, sparse attention mechanisms, such as Longformer [3] and BigBird [40], have
been proposed, limiting the attention computation to fixed windows and significantly reducing the
computational complexity while still capturing important long-range dependencies.

The Vision Transformer (ViT) [11] has challenged the long-standing dominance of convolutional
neural networks (CNNs) by demonstrating the effectiveness of self-attention in learning visual
representations. To further improve the performance and efficiency of ViT, several variants, such as
Swin Transformer [24] and FasterViT [12], introduce window attention mechanisms. Unlike in NLP,
where window attention is primarily used to reduce computational complexity, the main purpose
of window attention in CV is to introduce a hierarchical structure and incorporate inductive biases,
leading to state-of-the-art performance on various computer vision tasks.
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Position encoding is another crucial aspect of attention mechanisms, allowing the model to incorporate
positional information of the input tokens. In NLP, absolute position encoding [34, 10, 22] and relative
position encoding [31, 8] have been widely studied. Similarly, research on position encoding in ViT
has been a highly active area, ranging from the initial Absolute Position Embedding (APE) [11]
to the more recent Relative Position Bias (RPB) [24]. Recent studies have also actively sought to
introduce rotary position encoding techniques from large language models (LLMs) into CV models
to enhance the performance of downstream classification, segmentation tasks, and high-resolution
image generation [27, 12, 15]. The combined use of self-attention mechanisms and position encoding
has substantially improved models’ ability to capture long-range dependencies and relationships,
enhancing their performance across a wide range of tasks.

2.2 Pyramid Structures in Computer Vision

The concept of multi-scale feature extraction and representation has been a fundamental aspect of
computer vision for decades. Unlike in natural language processing, where data is often treated
uniformly, visual data is inherently hierarchical, with information present at various scales. The early
recognition of this hierarchical nature can be traced back to seminal works like SIFT descriptors [26],
which employed a scale-space pyramid to extract scale-invariant features.

The advent of deep learning and CNNs further ingrained the importance of hierarchical processing in
computer vision. From the pioneering AlexNet [18] to more advanced architectures like ResNet [14]
and ConvNeXt [25], CNNs inherently process visual data in a hierarchical manner. The progressive
downsampling of feature maps and increase in channel depth allow these networks to capture features
at multiple scales, with shallow layers extracting fine details and deeper layers capturing more
abstract semantics. Building upon this implicit hierarchical structure, WE propose explicit pyramid
architectures to further enhance the multi-scale capabilities of CNNs. SPP-Net [13] introduced
spatial pyramid pooling to aggregate context at multiple scales, inspiring a wave of multi-scale CNN
designs. FPN [20] proposed a top-down architecture with lateral connections to build high-level
semantic feature maps at all scales. HRNet [35] took a different approach, maintaining high-resolution
representations throughout the network via parallel multi-resolution convolutions and repeated multi-
scale fusions.

The crucial role of pyramid structures has been recognized in ViTs as well. While the original
ViT [11] processes image patches uniformly using an isotropic structure, many subsequent studies
have explored integrating pyramid structures with efficient attention mechanisms to enhance the
performance and efficiency of ViTs. The PVT [37] integrates pyramid structures into the transformer
architecture, progressively reducing spatial resolution and increasing channel dimension to create a
hierarchical representation. The Swin Transformer [24] combines a hierarchical design with a shifted
window mechanism to enable better cross-window information exchange. The Focal Transformer [39]
proposes a focal self-attention mechanism that operates on both fine-grain and coarse-grain levels,
creating a multi-level hierarchy. FasterViT [12] combines CNNs and ViTs with carrier tokens to
facilitate global information exchange among local windows at different scales. These concurrent
developments reinforce the fundamental importance of multi-scale pyramid representation learning
in computer vision.

2.3 Whole Slide Image Analysis: Characteristics and Challenges

The advancements in transformer-based models, as well as the effectiveness of pyramid structures
in capturing multi-scale information, have the potential to improve performance significantly in the
NLP and CV domains. However, applying these advancements directly to WSIs is challenging due to
their sparse nature post-preprocessing and their gigapixel size.

The original WSIs are typically stored in a pyramid format, with multiple magnification levels
available for pathologists to examine the tissue at different scales. However, the pyramid structure
underscores the importance of hierarchical information for human analysis of WSIs.

However, mainstream WSI analysis methods typically operate in an isotropic fashion, treating input
data uniformly without considering the inherent multi-scale nature of the WSI pyramid structure [28,
16, 19, 41, 33]. These methods are built upon ABMIL [16]. For instance, CLAM [28] utilizes an
additional network to predict patches with high attention scores from ABMIL, grouping them into the
same class as the corresponding WSIs. MHIM [33] employs a Siamese ABMIL network’s attention
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outputs to drop patches randomly. DTFD [41] divides bags into sub-bags and uses these sub-bags
for ABMIL training. However, these approaches fail to capture the crucial spatial and hierarchical
features necessary for accurate WSI analysis. Another approach, introduced by TransMIL [30],
flattens patches into a sequence and then reshapes them into a square to preserve some spatial
information. Nonetheless, this method distorts the true spatial relationships and may not perform
well in certain situations, also ignoring hierarchical information.

Drawing from the success of multi-scale and hierarchical structures in computer vision and the
advancements in position encoding techniques, it is evident that effectively incorporating spatial
information and multi-scale features in WSI analysis is crucial. Our proposed framework, SPAN,
employs an efficient encoding strategy that enables precise analysis of WSIs with feasible memory
usage and speed, making it possible to use the same modeling techniques as in other active research
domains.
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Figure 2: Schematic of the proposed sparse window attention mechanism. The input WSI is
partitioned into non-overlapping 2w × 2w windows using an index-driven approach that leverages
the inherent sparsity of WSIs. The windows are then shifted by w × w to obtain a second set of
non-overlapping windows. Local attention is computed within each window (green boxes), while
global attention is captured via learnable global tokens (orange box) that interact with all tokens in
the WSI. This architecture efficiently captures both local details and long-range dependencies while
minimizing memory overhead. The right figure visualizes the pattern of interactions between local
and global tokens.

3 Method

3.1 Overview

SPAN is a sparse pyramid attention architecture designed for efficient and effective WSI analysis.
The main components of SPAN include a sparse convolutional block, a window generation block,
and a sparse attention block. Given the inputs, a feature matrix, and a coordinates matrix, SPAN
first indexes the inputs. The architecture alternates between parameterized convolutional layers
and parameterized sparse attention layers. The sparse attention layers capture local dependencies
within the windows, as well as long-range dependencies with global attention. This process focuses
on informative regions and interactions at the current scale. The convolutional layers gradually
reduce the spatial resolution to capture spatial and hierarchical features. The pipeline of the SPAN
architecture is presented in Figure 3. Finally, the classification head aggregates the learned features
to make a slide-level prediction.

3.2 Window Generation Block

Given feature inputs X ∈ RN×d, where N is the number of non-empty patches and d is the feature
dimension, conventional window generation methods [24, 3, 40] used in general domains are likely
suboptimal in terms of efficiency for our sparse matrix scenario. These methods typically operate
directly on dense feature matrices, obtaining different views of the same dense matrix by striding
over a certain number of elements in the matrix’s memory. However, due to the sparsity of the
matrix positions, applying the same processing method would require first padding the feature matrix
and coordinate matrix into a dense form. Since d is usually large, this approach would lead to a
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significant increase in memory consumption and computational overhead due to the inclusion of
many unnecessary padding operations.

To address this issue in window generation, we propose a block that utilizes indices for efficient
window generation and attention mechanisms. By performing padding on the index matrix and
using indices to specify the subsequent window attention computation, we avoid the padding of
high-dimensional zero vectors and the duplication of feature matrices. The process, as illustrated in
Figure 2, is a parallelizable high-speed module that involves only index operations and execution.

We represent the input WSI as a sparse tensor X ∈ RN×d, and coordinates inputs C ∈ NN×2.
Additionally, we introduce an index matrix I ∈ NN×1 that encodes the original spatial locations of
the non-empty patches, establishing an index-feature-position mapping. This mapping allows us to
perform padding operations on the 1D index matrix instead of directly padding the high-dimensional
feature vectors, thereby substantially reducing memory overhead. The window generation block
proceeds as follows:

Algorithm 1 Window Generation Block
Require: Patch features X ∈ RN×d, patch coordinates C ∈ NN×2, window size w

1: I← range(1, N + 1) ▷ Generate index vector
2: S← sparse_to_dense(C, I) ▷ Convert sparse vectors to dense matrix
3: D← generate_windows(S, 2w) ▷ Generate non-overlapping windows of size 2w × 2w
4: P← pad_zeros(S, w) ▷ Pad dense matrix with w on all sides
5: D′ ← generate_windows(P, 2w,w) ▷ Generate shifted windows of size 2w × 2w with stride w
6: W← filter_zeros(D ∪D′) ▷ Filter out zeros within windows
7: G← gather(X,W) ▷ Gather corresponding window features
8: return G

3.3 Parameterized Feature Extraction Block

Our proposed model incorporates parameterized feature extraction blocks that enable the efficient
capture of hierarchical features and long-range dependencies in sparse WSIs. The architecture is
composed of two kinds of layers: convolutional layers and transformer layers.
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Figure 3: The figure illustrates the overall architecture of the SPAN model. The input WSI first passes
through a 1 × 1 convolution block for initial feature transformation, yielding patch-level features
of size D/4. The Window Generation block then constructs local window features along with their
coordinates and indices, which are fed into the Transformer block for attention computation and
context modeling. Subsequently, the convolution block downsamples the feature map by a factor of
approximately 4. The downsampling process is repeated hierarchically two times, with a convolution
module performing sparse downsampling before each Transformer block, thereby preventing rapid
memory consumption growth.

Convolutional Layers Given the sparse nature of the input features X ∈ RN×d and their corre-
sponding positions C ∈ RN×2, we employ sparse convolutions [7, 21] to perform downsampling
and feature encoding. Sparse convolutions operate directly on the non-zero elements of the input,
making them computationally efficient and memory-friendly compared to dense convolutions.

In the first feature extraction block, we apply a 1× 1 convolution to the input features to avoid direct
downsampling and preserve the initial spatial resolution. This helps to maintain the fine-grained
details of the input data. In subsequent layers, sparse convolutions with a kernel size of 2 and a

6



stride of 2 are used to downsample the spatial shape progressively. This downsampling operation
reduces the number of patches by approximately a factor of 4, resulting in a hierarchical encoding
structure. The reduction in the number of patches also accelerates subsequent attention computations
and improves both computational and memory efficiency.

Transformer Layers After the convolutional layers, we leverage the sparse window attention
mechanism by utilizing the computation graph generated by the window generation block. It
involves customized graph operations to efficiently manage sparse data structures and optimize the
attention mechanism [36]. This block generates both non-overlapping and shifted windows, and the
Transformer layers utilize these windows to perform attention computations within local contexts.
By using indices computed from these non-overlapping and shifted windows, we avoid duplicating
a large number of samples and can perform transformer operations directly on the original feature
vectors.

Although this approach extends the receptive field and captures dependencies within shifted windows,
it may still fall short in capturing long-range dependencies beyond windows. To address this limitation,
we introduce learnable global information carrier tokens. These tokens serve as a global context that
can be accessed by all patch tokens, regardless of their local window. By attending to the global
tokens, each patch token can incorporate global information into its representation. Similarly, the
global tokens attend to all patch tokens, allowing them to gather information from the entire input
sequence. This bidirectional interaction between global tokens and patch tokens enables the model to
capture long-range dependencies that span multiple windows, enhancing its ability to model complex
relationships within the WSI.

We initialize learnable relative position biases of size (2w + 1) × (2w + 1) to encode positional
information within each window, enhancing the model’s ability to consider the relative spatial
arrangement of tokens. In all models, the window size w is set to a default value of 6.

3.4 Classification Head

After stacking three blocks, we obtain a condensed and hierarchical representation of the WSI. To
perform the final classification task, we introduce an additional attention pooling layer to aggregate
the obtained feature maps for classification.

Unlike traditional CNNs that often employ global average pooling or max pooling for final feature
aggregation, we use an attention pooling layer. This choice is driven by the unique characteristics
of WSI data. Even after two downsampling steps, the number of samples (i.e., patches) remains
relatively large and varies considerably between different WSIs. Simple pooling methods may not be
effective in handling this variability and could lead to a loss of important information. The attention
pooling layer dynamically weights the importance of each patch based on its contribution to the final
classification task.

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Setup

To evaluate the performance of our proposed SPAN architecture, we conducted experiments on
two open WSI datasets: CAMELYON-16 [2] and BRACS [4]. We adhered to the official training,
validation, and test splits provided by the datasets. If an official split was not available, we used the
following protocol:

• Test Set Splitting: If the official test set is not provided, we randomly selected one-third of
the samples as the test set with seed 42.

• Validation Set Splitting: If the official validation set is not provided, we randomly selected
15% of the training set as the validation set with seed 42.

The preprocessing pipeline adopted in this study is almost identical to that of CLAM [28] for all the
datasets, with an additional crucial step introduced to align the patches with a grid of patch-sized cells.
This alignment step is essential for preserving the spatial relationships between patches accurately. By
extending the patch boundaries to the nearest multiple of the patch size (e.g., 224), we ensure that the
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Table 1: Comparison of methods on the CAMELYON-16 dataset with statistical significance (p-
values) compared to SPAN.

Method CAMELYON-16

Accuracy AUC p-value Runtime Parameter Size Memory Use

ABMIL backbone
ABMIL 0.867± 0.023 0.880± 0.031 0.08 3.09s 0.59M 1.94GB
CLAM-SB 0.881± 0.014 0.875± 0.017 0.26 3.29s 0.79M 2.21GB
CLAM-MB 0.870± 0.033 0.884± 0.030 0.22 3.36s 0.79M 2.21GB
DFTD 0.843± 0.030 0.892± 0.013 0.02 3.25s 0.79M 1.77GB
MHIM 0.876± 0.015 0.871± 0.027 0.13 7.02s 0.59M 1.96GB

TransMIL backbone
TransMIL 0.805± 0.115 0.819± 0.152 0.01 16.96s 2.67M 15.89GB

SPAN backbone
SPAN 0.893± 0.017 0.908± 0.024 - 13.48s 2.37M 3.24GB

Note: Memory use is the GPU memory usage peak during training. Runtime is measured as the average time
taken to complete one epoch of training and validation under the same condition. MHIM’s runtime includes the
initialization step, so it is approximately doubled.

Table 2: Comparison of methods on the BRACS dataset with statistical significance (p-values)
comparing with SPAN.

Method BRACS

Accuracy AUC (Negative) AUC (Atypical) AUC (Positive) p-value

ABMIL backbone
ABMIL 0.639± 0.015 0.823± 0.023 0.647± 0.017 0.900± 0.018 0.01
CLAM-SB 0.616± 0.026 0.778± 0.013 0.638± 0.027 0.894± 0.010 0.00
CLAM-MB 0.623± 0.027 0.804± 0.014 0.676± 0.011 0.902± 0.016 0.00
DFTD 0.614± 0.039 0.827± 0.022 0.645± 0.020 0.891± 0.014 0.00
MHIM 0.634± 0.021 0.801± 0.021 0.636± 0.025 0.910± 0.036 0.00

TransMIL backbone
TransMIL 0.602± 0.024 0.796± 0.037 0.665± 0.027 0.868± 0.016 0.00

SPAN backbone
SPAN 0.690± 0.028 0.870± 0.030 0.692± 0.059 0.900± 0.019 -

patch dimensions are consistent with the input grid of the model. This approach allows the patches
to be seamlessly mapped to integer coordinates, maintaining the true spatial relationships between
patches. In contrast, the patch coordinates would be floating-point values without this alignment step,
requiring rounding to the nearest integers. This rounding process can potentially distort the spatial
relationships between patches. This preprocessing step may result in a slightly larger number of
patches compared to the original CLAM preprocessing pipeline. In line with common practice in WSI
analysis, we employed a ResNet50 encoder as the feature extractor in our experiments. Specifically,
we used the outputs of the penultimate layer of the ResNet50 encoder.

To ensure reproducibility and consistency across experiments, we used fixed random seeds. Each
baseline model was run five times with different random initializations to account for variability in
training. All the models adhered to the same hyperparameter settings, with a learning rate of 1e-4,
the AdamW optimizer, and a weight decay of 5e-5.

4.2 Main Results

Table 1 and Table 2 demonstrate that our proposed SPAN method significantly outperforms existing
baselines on the CAMELYON-16 and BRACS datasets in terms of accuracy and AUC. It’s worth
noting that TransMIL shows significant instability on the CAMELYON-16, with one run completely
failing to learn any effective features, leading to much worse performance. Although SPAN incurs
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Table 3: Ablation study results for different model configurations, comparing the impact of position
encoding, aggregation methods, global token presence, pyramid structure, and shifted-window
mechanisms on model performance.

Configuration Accuracy AUC

Aggregation
Global Token 0.885± 0.010 0.887± 0.026

Positional Encoding
Axial Alibi 0.888± 0.014 0.903± 0.016
Axial RoPE 0.878± 0.013 0.855± 0.019
None 0.885± 0.008 0.899± 0.013

Global Token Presence
No Global Token 0.874± 0.008 0.898± 0.019

Pyramid Structure
No Downsampling 0.879± 0.024 0.879± 0.014

Shifted Window
No Shifted Window 0.878± 0.008 0.894± 0.007

Baseline 0.893± 0.017 0.908± 0.024

higher computational costs, we argue that the substantial performance gains justify this, considering
the importance of accuracy in medical diagnosis. The results suggest that SPAN’s architecture,
designed to capture hierarchical structure and long-range dependencies in WSIs, contributes to
its performance, highlighting its potential for enhancing the accuracy of computational pathology
workflows.

4.3 Ablation Studies

To assess the contributions of various components of our model to its performance, we conducted
ablation studies using the CAMELYON-16 dataset. The baseline model includes learnable relative
position biases, attention pooling layers, a global token, a pyramid structure with downsampling
convolutional layers, a window size of 6, and a shifted-window mechanism. We modified aspects such
as position encoding, aggregation methods, the presence or absence of global is, pyramid structure,
shifted-window mechanisms, and window sizes to explore different configurations and their effects
on model performance.

The ablation study results (Table 3) demonstrate the robustness and flexibility of our model. Even
without positional encoding, our model performs well, probably due to the inherent positional
information captured by the shifted-window attention and convolutional layers. Moreover, our
model is compatible with various advanced positional encodings from other domains, such as Alibi
and RoPE, highlighting its extensibility to integrate future advancements in positional encoding
techniques. Although these advanced encodings do not currently outperform our baseline with
learnable relative position biases, future work may uncover more suitable frequencies or variants
tailored to WSI characteristics, further enhancing model performance. Crucially, our experiments
underscore the importance of the shifted-window mechanism and hierarchical downsampling through
convolutional layers in WSI analysis. Unlike textual data with a 1D sequential structure, WSIs
possess a 2D spatial structure. This necessitates careful consideration of adjacent regions. The
shifted window mechanism ensures effective communication between adjacent windows, capturing
essential spatial relationships. Without this mechanism, as demonstrated by the performance drop
in the ablation study, non-overlapping windows would result in some adjacent visual tokens failing
to compute any attention interactions. Additionally, the removal of the pyramid structure, i.e.,
downsampling convolutional layers, led to a decrease in performance, highlighting its importance in
capturing multi-scale features. Furthermore, we observed that increasing the window size beyond a
certain point does not necessarily improve performance. This is despite the higher computational
resources used (Figure 4). This phenomenon may be attributable to diminishing returns on capturing
long-range dependencies and increased complexity in the learning process, which can hinder the
model’s efficiency at generalizing from training data as the window size becomes excessively large.
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Figure 4: Accuracy and memory usage of SPAN with varying window sizes from 2× 2 to 16× 16.
Each configuration is evaluated over 5 runs, with the mean accuracy and peak memory usage reported.
The results indicate that increasing the window size beyond a certain point does not necessarily
improve performance but considerably increases memory usage.

We recommend that future research in WSI analysis consider incorporating these techniques to
improve performance and carefully balance window size and computational efficiency. Lastly, our
experiments with global tokens show that they are effective in carrying global information. Although
using the global token representation directly for classification did not outperform the additional
attention pooling layer, it still yielded competitive results. This finding suggests that global tokens
can be a valuable tool for capturing global context in WSI analysis.

5 Conclusion and Limitations

We introduced SPAN, a memory-efficient Sparse Pyramid Attention Network designed specifically
for the analysis of gigapixel Whole Slide Images (WSIs). In our experiments, SPAN demonstrated
competitive performance in downstream WSI classification tasks. However, we recognize several
limitations of our approach. Despite SPAN’s compatibility with a variety of positional encoding
techniques, directly applying modern encoding methods did not yield performance improvements in
our tests. Future research could explore learnable positional encoding frequencies or WSI-specific
frequency values to potentially further enhance SPAN’s effectiveness. Our ablation studies also
highlight the critical roles of the downsampling pyramid structure and the shifted-window mechanism
in the efficacy of sparse attention models for WSI analysis. These elements are crucial to SPAN’s
performance and could inform future innovations in this field.

In conclusion, SPAN represents a notable development in the efficient analysis of gigapixel WSIs,
offering enhanced accuracy and reduced computational demands in our studies. Opportunities
for further enhancements remain, such as extending SPAN’s applications to additional tasks like
segmentation and integrating insights from related fields. Addressing these challenges could lead to
more accurate, reliable, and efficient tools for computer-aided diagnosis in pathology.
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