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Abstract
Due to its superior efficiency in utilizing annotations and addressing gigapixel-sized images, multiple in-

stance learning (MIL) has shown great promise as a framework for whole slide image (WSI) classification in
digital pathology diagnosis. However, existing methods tend to focus on advanced aggregators with different
structures, often overlooking the intrinsic features of H&E pathological slides. To address this limitation, we
introduced two pathological priors: nuclear heterogeneity of diseased cells and spatial correlation of patholog-
ical tiles. Leveraging the former, we proposed a data augmentation method that utilizes stain separation during
extractor training via a contrastive learning strategy to obtain instance-level representations. We then described
the spatial relationships between the tiles using an adjacency matrix. By integrating these two views, we de-
signed a multi-instance framework for analyzing H&E-stained tissue images based on pathological inductive
bias, encompassing feature extraction, filtering, and aggregation. Extensive experiments on the Camelyon16
breast dataset and TCGA-NSCLC Lung dataset demonstrate that our proposed framework can effectively han-
dle tasks related to cancer detection and differentiation of subtypes, outperforming state-of-the-art medical
image classification methods based on MIL. The code will be released later.

1 Introduction
Histopathological slide examination is widely regarded as the most reliable and accurate standard for clinical
diagnosis of many diseases [AWM+17]. However, during the actual diagnostic process, pathologists are required
to locate the region of interest (ROI) within the low magnification field of view. They must then carefully
examine at the high magnification for signs of tissue structure abnormalities, the presence of a notable number
of inflammatory cells, and other relevant factors. In clinical practice, despite the fact that the majority of breast,
colon, cervical tissue samples obtained through population screening, as well as numerous lymph node sections
removed during surgery from patients, are negative, they still require meticulous screening [VdLLC21]. This
process can be time-consuming and labor-intensive. To make matters worse, in some regions with limited
medical resources, even obtaining a simple pathological report can be challenging, leading to delayed treatment
of disease. The situation remained unresolved until the advent of scanners capable of scanning stained pathology
sections into pyramid-structured images, known as the whole slide image (WSI), along with the development
of artificial intelligence.

Due to the immense success of deep learning in natural image tasks, computational pathology has also
experienced a significant boost in development. Nevertheless, there are still two major challenges in transferring
deep models to the field of pathological images. Firstly, WSI at the highest magnification level is a three-
dimensional and high-resolution image that contains at least a billion pixels. Scaling it down to a size that can
be processed by GPUs will result in the loss of cellular-level and tissue-level information. The current solution
is to cut it into patches with only 104 pixels. However, this approach poses a second challenge —- obtaining
patch-wise labels is difficult and requires experts to annotate millions of images. Slide-level annotations, which
are more accessible, only include basic clinical information such as disease progression, molecular subtypes,
and survival rates. Therefore, a current research hotspot is how to fully utilize these clinical-level labels without
requiring additional manual annotations.

Multiple Instance Learning (MIL) is a special type of weakly-supervised method[DLLP97, QCCL17] that
infers fine-grained information through coarse-grained annotations such as clinical diagnoses. In this context,
slide and patch correspond to the concepts of bag and instance, respectively, where the attributes of a bag are
the sum of the features possessed by its instances. In other words, a positive bag must contain at least one posi-
tive instance, while all instances in a negative bag should be negative. The process of MIL involves the extrac-
tion, selection, and aggregation of instance features. Various attention-based aggregators constructed by neural
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Figure 1: Similarity matrix for five different tissue images from Camelyon16 dataset. We encoded them into
1024-dimensional embeddings using ResNet50 pre-trained on Imagenet (Left), and the one pre-trained by Sim-
Siam, which utilized our proposed data augmentation method (Right), respectively. Euclidean distance is used
to describe the similarity between every two feature vectors. To aid in visualization, we applied natural loga-
rithm to the results.

networks have been the key to its success in pathological tasks[CHG+19, ITW18, LWC+21, LLE21, SBC+21,
TCP+22], but little research has been done on feature extractors and selection strategies[LLE21, ZYW+22].

Most MIL methods use deep residual network pre-trained on the ImageNet[DDS+09] dataset as instance
feature extractors[ITW18, LWC+21, SBC+21]. However, the texture and color of natural images differ sig-
nificantly from those of pathological images stained with hematoxylin-eosin (H&E) dye. To obtain suitable
pathological representations without introducing additional supervised signals, self-supervised methods have
become crucial. As shown in Figure 1, contrastive learning (CL) methods can effectively distinguish patholog-
ical images in feature space, while ResNet[HZRS16] pre-trained on Imagenet fails.

Despite some previous works attempted to address this unrealistic situation, they still lack the ability to
utilize the inherent inductive biases of pathological images to guide the classification results. In this paper, we
introduce a data augmentation method based on stain separation, which is integrated into the existing contrastive
learning framework, allowing the feature extractor to focus on more diagnostically valuable information. Stain
separation is the process of separating H&E images into individual images stained with hematoxylin and eosin,
as shown in Figure 2. Hematoxylin is a bluish-purple basophilic dye and mainly stains chromatin in the nu-
cleus and nucleic, while eosin is an acidic dye that stains components in the cytoplasm and extracellular matrix
red-pink[VPS+16]. Nuclear abnormality is one of the indicators for pathological diagnosis, and the significance
of using separated images that are distinguished from grayscale images as sample pairs in contrastive learning
lies in separating the foreground of cell nuclei from the background of cytoplasm, thereby guiding the feature
encoder to focus more on nuclear variations. In addition, we also introduced another pathological prior: spatial
correlation, which means that adjacent patches in spatial position on the WSI have mutual attention. There-
fore, we represented the spatial relationship of all tiles in a slide as an adjacency matrix and used it as the
input to a graph attention network (GAT) to constrain the attention flow between representations. Based on this
consideration, we designed a aggregation network and conducted experiments on two publicly available patho-
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Figure 2: The seperation results. (a) Original H&E images: separate images of lymphocytes and tumor cells.
(b)(c) Hematoxylin and eosin stained images obtained by matrix decomposition of the original image. (d)
Grayscale Image.

logical datasets——Camelyon16 and TCGA-NSCLC, achieving better performance than the state-of-the-art
MIL methods. Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We proposed a stain-separation based data augmentation technique and applied it to train MIL feature
extractors with contrastive learning.

• We introduced the absolute positional relationship between tiles to constrain the mutual attention, and
designed a graph attention aggregator according to it.

• Abundant experiments on two public datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of our framework for slide-
level diagnosis.

2 Related Work
In recent years, the development of deep learning has led to the gradual replacement of MIL algorithms based
on shallow structures. We will introduce the current situation of deep MIL models from two perspectives: their
development and applications.

2.1 Deep Multiple Instance Learning
Early frameworks used simple maximum or average pooling as feature aggregators[FZ17, PC15], but sub-
sequent studies suggested that parameterized neural networks were better suited for fitting the contributions
of different instances and achieving better results[SBC+21, FZ17, WYT+18]. Ilse et al.[ITW18] categorized
deep MIL methods into embedding-level and instance-level, following the theorem proposed by Zaheer et
al.[ZKR+17]. The key component of embedding-level approach is the aggregator, which incorporates atten-
tion mechanisms to account for the varying contributions of individual instances to the bag[ITW18, LWC+21].
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The advent of Transformer[VSP+17] has enabled the use of self-attention mechanisms for modeling intrinsic re-
lationships between instances, and it has been demonstrated to reduce the information entropy of MIL, thereby
mitigating uncertainty[SBC+21].

It should be noted that some recent works have recognized the importance of effective bag embeddings. Due
to learnability, instance-level approach is employed for training the extractor[CHG+19]. Nevertheless, such ap-
proaches are inherently designed for binary classification problems and may not be well-suited for other types
of tasks. To obtain more universal feature extractors, contrastive learning methods, such as SimCLR[CKNH20]
and DINO[CTM+21], have been applied to maximize the separation of patches in the feature space[LLE21,
CCL+22]. Aside from contrastive learning, variational autoencoders (VAEs) and generative adversarial net-
works (GANs) can also be used as methods for training feature extractors[TLvdLC19]. Several studies have
also addressed how to filter instance-level embeddings to obtain the optimal bag-level representations, and
reinforcement learning (RL) has been employed to select the most representative patches instead of random
selection[ZYW+22].

As WSIs are organized in a pyramid data structure, graph neural networks (GNNs), eg. graph convolu-
tional neural networks (GCNs) have been utilized to model the inter-layer and intra-layer relationships[CZC+21,
HYL+22, ZYF+20]. Although we employed graph neural network like the aforementioned works, our purpose
was to constrain inter-instance attention and learn more interpretable bag representations. To integrate the
multi-scale information inherent in pathological images, patch-level features at different magnifications have
been utilized as input to the aggregator to model both fine-grained and coarse-grained information of the dis-
eased tissue[LLE21, TCP+22, CCL+22].

2.2 Pathology Applications based on MIL
In the analysis of whole slide images, multiple instance learning is widely used due to its label-efficiency and
interpretability. This has been demonstrated on several large, diverse, private datasets, including but not limited
to colorectal cancer, lung cancer, prostate cancer, bladder cancer, and skin cancer[XZE+14, HSK+16, CHG+19,
YZJ+20]. However, in practice, MIL models have not always met the clinical requirements for small datasets.
To address this issue, Zhang et al.[ZMZ+22] introduced the concept of ”pseudo-bags” to artificially expand
the dataset. MIL has also shown excellent performance in segmentation, clustering, and other tasks[XZE+14,
XSS+19]. Moreover, the success of MIL on immunohistochemistry (IHC) images has opened up possibilities
for multimodal analysis beyond just hematoxylin-eosin (H&E) images[HYL+22].

3 Method
We developed a weakly-supervised learning framework for slide-level classification based on two pathological
priors. In this section, we will describe how we incorporated these priors into MIL framework and provide an
overview of our model.

3.1 Multiple Instance Learning
Datasets used for multiple instance learning typically contain instances and bags with a hierarchical relationship.
There are N bags {(Xi,Yi)}Ni=1 in a dataset. Each bag consists of n instances, where n varies across different bags.
Then the label of Xi = {x1

i , x
2
i , · · · , x

n
i | xk

i ∈ R
H×W×Ch } is Yi ∈ R

C . In the above equations, Ch = 3 for RGB
images while C denotes classes for classification task. Assuming that the true label of an instance is denoted by
yk

i ∈ R
C which is actually unknown, in binary problem, we define MIL as:

Yi =

0, iff
∑n

k=1 yk
i = 0

1, otherwise
(1)

Expanding the above equation to multiclass classification, we have:

Yi = S (Xi) = g(
∑
xi∈Xi

f (xi)) (2)

Where S (·) is a scoring function for instances in bag Xi, which is permutation-invariant to xi, while f (·) and g (·)
are two different transformations[ITW18]. Depending on the choice of transformations, MIL can be classified
into two categories: instance-level approach and embedding-level approach.
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Instance-level approach utilizes an instance-level classifier as f (·), with g (·) being an identity function.
However, insufficient training during training may introduce unnecessary error. On the other hand, embedding-
level approach tends to construct a bag-level aggregator as g (·), with f (·) serving as a feature extraction network
that is solely used to generate instance embeddings. Nonetheless, due to the absence of large-scale pathological
databases such as ImageNet, the extractor may fail to accurately capture the crucial features of instances. We
rethought the fomulation of MIL and employed contrastive learning to train the feature extractor on top of the
embedding-level methods. By using such a self-supervised method, we can guide the representations of slides
with specific data augmentation techniques while minimizing the initial error.

3.2 Two Priors
Nuclear Heterogeneity of Diseased Cell. Abnormalities in the nucleus and chromosomal organization are
hallmarks of many diseases, including cancer[US18]. Pathologists rely on these aberrations to diagnose and
grade tumors. For instance, in low-grade ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) of the breast, cells are small, regu-
lar, and evenly distributed, with nuclei located centrally. By contrast, high-grade carcinoma features large and
irregular nuclei. Intermediate-grade falls somewhere in between. The degree of malignancy is directly asso-
ciated with the tumor’s rate of progression, metastasis, and patient survival[HJH+20]. Hematoxylin and eosin
(H&E) is one of the most widely used staining methods in pathological diagnosis. Hematoxylin displays a high
affinity for chromatin within the cell nuclei, yielding a bluish-purple hue of the cell nucleus. Then the presence
of nuclear abnormalities can be assessed by pathologists through visual observation. Motivated by this, we
decomposed H&E-stained RGB images into H and E components, and subsequently designed an image data
augmentation technique to guide the encoder in sensitively capturing the morphological changes of the cell
nucleus. In the subsequent section, we will provide a detailed exposition of this data augmentation method.

Spatial Correlation of Pathological Tiles. Almost all computational pathology methods involve dividing
WSIs into patches to accommodate GPU memory. In the context of MIL, these patches are regarded as individ-
ual instances, and their collective representation forms the basis for evaluating the corresponding WSI. Given
that the cutting process is typically automated and uncontrollable, a region of cancerous tissue may be shared
among several patches, leading to spatially adjacent patches having similar properties. Consequently, during
the aggregation process, graph attention may be more appropriate than self-attention, as non-adjacent patches,
despite belonging to the same class, lack inherent coupling.

3.3 Pathological Prior Based MIL
We undertake a reexamination of the limitations inherent in existing MIL frameworks[ITW18, LWC+21, LLE21,
SBC+21] and, leveraging the two aforementioned pathological priors, develop an innovative MIL framework, as
illustrated in Figure 3. In order to eliminate noise from the background and optimize training efficiency, we use
the OTSU algorithm to obtain foreground masks for the WSIs and generate patches at a specific magnification
according to them. These patches are used to train a feature extractor with contrastive learning. For ease of
exposition, we denote the set of patches obtained from the i-th slide as Xi =

{
x1

i , x
2
i , · · · , x

n
i | x

k
i ∈ R

H×W×3
}
, with

corresponding labels Yi ∈ R
C . Given that the efficacy of contrastive learning is sensitive to the data augmenta-

tion scheme utilized during training[CKNH20, CMM+20, GSA+20], we enhance the existing data augmentation
strategy by incorporating random H&E separation to improve instance-level embeddings with respect to nuclear
heterogeneity. Subsequently, we pass the patches through the feature extractor on a per-bag basis, and concate-
nate them to obtain the bag-level embedding Ei. This process can be represented as:

e⃗k
i = fθ

(
xk

i

)
,k = 1, 2, . . . , n (3)

E⃗i = ||
n
k=1 e⃗k

i (4)

where θ represents parameters of the extractor fθ, and || is concatenation operation. Note that during extraction,
θ is frozen. Ultimately, Ei serves as the input to train the aggregator gτ, as follows:

Ŷi = gτ (Ei) (5)

where Ŷi is the predicted label. In the following, we will present a detailed account of our data augmentation
strategy as well as the specific structure of the aggregator.

5



…

𝑓𝜃(∙)

𝑓𝜃(∙) p

gradient

gradient

…

𝑔𝜏(∙)

weights

…

a.

b.

Figure 3: Overview of our architecture. (a) We begin by separating foreground from background by OTSU
algorithm and then slicing the whole slide images (WSIs) into patches at a specific magnification. (b)The
training is divided into two stages. In the first stage, we employ SimSiam to train the feature extractor fθ (·).
During training, we apply data augmentation based on H&E stain separation to introduce pathological prior,
which enables instances to be separated and reflect nuclear heterogeneity as much as possible in the feature
space. In the second stage, we freeze the weights of fθ (·) and use it to extract instance-level features. These
features are then concatenated to form bag-level representations, which are fed into the aggregator gτ (·) along
with corresponding bag-level labels for training.

Contrastive Learning for Extractor. Due to the influence of staining agents, the color gamut of pathological
images is significantly narrower than that of natural images. Therefore, features such as texture and shape are
more critical than color. In most MIL methods, a ResNet pre-trained on ImageNet is directly transferred as the
feature extractor. However, this often leads to poor instance discrimination in the feature space, as depicted
in Figure 1. To address this issue and avoid introducing additional manual annotation, we employ contrastive
learning, a self-supervised method, to train the feature extractor fθ (·). Among the state-of-the-art contrastive
learning methods, SimSiam stands out for its ability to learn stable instance-level embeddings with even small
batch size.

In detail, all patches constitute a sample space Ω and are packed into batches. For each patch x ∈ Ω, a pair
of samples (x1, x2) is generated through random data augmentation. They serve as positive samples for each
other, while all other samples in the same batch are negative samples for them. The pairs (x1, x2) are then fed
into fθ(·) and a projection MLP to obtain their latent vectors (z1, z2), which are further fed into a prediction MLP
to maximize their consistency. In particular, for H&E pathological images, we add random H&E separation to
existing data augmentation scheme.

Random H&E Separation. To achieve images with single dye stained, we utilized the Vahadane method[VPS+16]
for stain separation. For a given pathological image, the relative optical density matrix V ∈ Rm×n can be ex-
pressed as a product of the stain color appearance matrix W ∈ Rm×r and the stain density maps H ∈ Rr×n, where
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Figure 4: The Architecture of Graph Attention Aggregator. It consists of two graph-attention layers and one
global-attention gate. Each instance-level representation is a node in the graph, and the relative positions of all
instances in a bag are encoded as an adjacency matrix to limit the flow of mutual attention within the bag-level
representation. The global-attention gate employs self-attention with dimensionality reduction to model the
contribution of each instance, and the final prediction is obtained through a fully connected layer.

m is the number of channels, r is the number of stains, and n is the number of pixels, given by:

V = log
I0

I
= WH (6)

I represents the matrix of RGB intensities, and I0 is the illuminating light intensity (usually 255 for 8 bit images).
Then, we can estimate W and H by solving the problem of sparse non-negative matrix factorization:

min
W,H

1
2
∥V −WH∥2F + λ

r∑
j=1

∥H ( j, :)∥1 ,

s.t.W,H ≥ 0, ∥W (:, j)∥22 = 1

(7)

From the stain density maps H, we can derive the H channel and E channel images, denoted as Ih and Ie,
respectively:

Ih = I0exp(−H[0, :])
Ie = I0exp(`H[1, :])

(8)

In practical applications, it is imperative to preserve the color features of pathological images. To this end,
we introduce a probabilistic parameter p, which stochastically converts patches to either their H-channel or
E-channel images.

Spatially-constrained aggregation network. In deep MIL models, attention mechanisms have been widely
used in aggregators. Initially, it was recognized that although the bag-level embedding is a whole, it is actually
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composed of multiple instance-level embeddings. According to the formulation of MIL, these instance-level
embeddings contribute differently to the final prediction. For example, in cancer detection, positive instances
have larger weights in determining the final diagnosis of a slice, while negative instances in a negative slice
have a more average impact on the result. Additionally, semantic information between instances should also
be correlated. Therefore, a self-attention mechanism is used to model this, and it has been demonstrated to
reduce the uncertainty of MIL[SBC+21]. However, this approach has significant limitations, as there may not
be intrinsic connections between every pair of instance-level embeddings. Analyzing the true distribution of
lesions from the slices, only two instances that are spatially close are likely to have consistent attributes. Taking
this into consideration, we propose an aggregator that employs graph attention[VCC+17] to restrict the flow of
mutual attention. In the final pooling stage, we design a global attention module that modifies the calculation
method of self-attention to better fit the contributions of each instance, as shown in Figure 4.

In the graph attention module, the adjacency matrix A of the graph attention layer is generated using the
absolute positional indices of each instance:

Ai, j =

0, if di, j >
√

2
1, if 0 ≤ di, j ≤

√
2

(9)

where di, j denotes the Euclidean distance between the coordinates of the i-th and j-th instances. Due to the
non-negligible role of self-attention, the indices i and j may be equal. Following this, we leverage A to compute
masked attention, which solely assigns attention to the neighbor node set Ni of instance xi (i.e., x j ∈ Ni). The
attention score between the node vector e⃗i of instance xi and the node vector e⃗ j of its neighboring instance is
then calculated as:

αi, j =
exp(LeakyRelu(a⃗T

[
We⃗i ||We⃗ j

]
))∑

k∈Ni
exp(LeakyReLu(a⃗T [We⃗i ||We⃗k

]
))

(10)

In this equation, W denotes a weight matrix that is responsible for performing a linear transformation on the
input feature e⃗i, while a⃗ represents a fully connected layer. Consequently, the output node vector e⃗′ i can be
defined as follows:

e⃗′ i = σ(
∑
j∈Ni

αi, jWe⃗ j) (11)

In this context, σ represents a non-linear activation function. Two successive graph attention layer are employed
and during the final pooling stage, we utilize global-attention on the bag-level representation Ei to derive weights
for its spatial dimensions inspired by self-attention mechanism, which in turn model the contribution of the
instance-level embeddings within the bag:

E⃗′i = sigmoid(
φ(E⃗iWQ(E⃗iWK)T )

√
dK

)E⃗iWV (12)

The weight matrices WQ, WK and WV are used to generate the query, key and value vectors, respectively. φ
means dimensionality reduction which we use to generate the spatial attention score, and average pooling was
eventually chosen. E⃗′i finally is projected into a low-dimensional space as the prediction for slide.

4 Experiment
In our experimentation, we evaluated our approach on two publicly available clinical pathology datasets: Came-
lyon16 and TCGA-NSCLC. These datasets offer a diverse range of MIL problems, spanning both balanced/unbalanced
and single/multiple class scenarios. We conducted comparative experiments to assess the efficacy of our aggre-
gator. Moreover, to corroborate the effectiveness of the individual components of our proposed framework, we
carried out ablation studies.

4.1 Dataset
Camelyon16[BVVD+17] is a publicly unbalanced dataset focused on differentiating between cancer and non-
cancer cases for metastasis detection in breast cancer, which consists of 270 slides for training and 129 for
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Camelyon16 TCGA-NSCLC
Accuracy AUC F1 score Accuracy AUC F1 score

mean pooling 0.6667 0.5283 0.2712 0.8140 ± 0.0169 0.8323 ± 0.0231 0.7999 ± 0.0210
max pooling 0.7597 0.7635 0.6804 0.8345 ± 0.0062 0.8634 ± 0.0263 0.8223 ± 0.0067
MIL-Score 0.7752 0.8120 0.7929 0.8563 ± 0.0036 0.8834 ± 0.0111 0.8550 ± 0.0077
MIL RNN 0.7829 0.7834 0.7021 0.8575 ± 0.0072 0.8754 ± 0.0093 0.8557 ± 0.0070
ABMIL 0.8295 0.8793 0.7442 0.8406 ± 0.0097 0.8524 ± 0.0124 0.8285 ± 0.0117

CLAM SB 0.7907 0.7709 0.6667 0.8430 ± 0.0024 0.8821 ± 0.0052 0.8346 ± 0.0070
CLAM MB 0.8140 0.8135 0.7073 0.8696 ± 0.0145 0.8853 ± 0.0107 0.8678 ± 0.0122

DSMIL 0.8217 0.8527 0.7356 0.8853 ± 0.0084 0.9004 ± 0.0252 0.8855 ± 0.0099
TransMIL 0.7984 0.8189 0.6977 0.8804 ± 0.0205 0.9042 ± 0.0310 0.8733 ± 0.0209

Ours 0.8372 0.8876 0.7586 0.8877 ± 0.0109 0.9073 ± 0.0146 0.8785 ± 0.0157

Table 1: The Results on Camelyon16 and TCGA-NSCLC Datasets

testing. Following pre-processing with the OTSU algorithm, we acquired approximately 460,000 patches at
20× magnification, with an average of 1704 patches per slide.

TCGA-NSCLC[TCW15] includes two subtype projects, i.e., Lung Squamous Cell Carcinoma (LUSC) and
Lung Adenocarcinoma (LUAD), for a total of 1034 diagnostic WSIs, including 527 LUAD slides and 507 LUSC
slides. After pre-processing, the mean number of patches extracted per slide at 20× magnification is 3114.

4.2 Experiment Setup and Evaluation Metrics.
To obtain non-overlapping 256× 256 patches, we employed the OTSU algorithm to generate foreground masks
for all Whole Slide Images (WSIs). For the Camelyon16 dataset, we split the official training set into training
and validation sets in an 8:2 ratio. The model was trained for 50 epochs on the training set and evaluated on
the official test set to select the best-performing model on the validation set. For the TCGA-NSCLC dataset,
we randomly divided all slides into 80% training and 20% validation, using four-fold cross-validation to assess
model performance. We adopted accuracy, area under curve (AUC), and F1-score as evaluation metrics to
measure the classification performance of model.

4.3 Implementation Details
To train the feature extractor, we utilized SimSiam[CH21] and incorporated random H&E separation in addition
to random crop and color distortion. We employed Adam optimizer with an initial rate of 1e-4 and decayed the
learning rate with the cosine decay schedule. The size of mini-batch was 256 and ResNet50 was selected as
backbone. During MIL training, the feature of each patch is embedded in a 1024-dimensional vector by pre-
trained extractor. We used Lookahead optimizer[ZLBH19] with a constant learning rate of 2e-4 and weight
decay of 1e-5. The mini-batch was 1.

4.4 Baseline
The baselines we chosed include deep models with traditional pooling operators such as mean-pooling, max-
pooling and the current state-of-the-art embedding-level models, the attention gate based pooling operator
ABMIL[ITW18], non-local attention based pooling operator DSMIL[LLE21], single-attention-branch CLAM-
SB[LWC+21], multi-attention-branch CLAM-MB[LWC+21], self-attention based aggregator TransMIL[SBC+21],
and RNN based aggregation MIL-RNN[CHG+19]. Furthermore, we also evaluate the instance-level approach
MIL-Score in our experiments.

4.5 Slide-level Classification
Results of the cancer/non-cancer detection task on Camelyon16 and the subtypes classification task on TCGA-
NSCLC are presented in Table 1. The experimental settings for other comparative methods are consistent with
the official code.

On the Camelyon16 dataset, only a small fraction of regions exhibit malignant growth. Moreover, the
distribution of positive and negative slides manifests a remarkable degree of imbalance. All deep MIL models
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Method origin hematoxylin eosin Accuracy AUC F1 Score
ImageNet 0.7984 0.7825 0.6977
SimSiam

√
0.8295 0.8859 0.7442

SimSiam
√ √

0.8372 0.8916 0.7529
SimSiam

√ √ √
0.8372 0.8876 0.7586

Table 2: The Influence of Different Feature Represetations on Camlyon16

exhibit superior performance compared to traditional pooling operations. Furthermore, our proposed model
outperforms the state-of-the-art ABMIL method in terms of accuracy, AUC, and F1 Score by 1.32%, 1.24%,
and 1.44%, respectively. Notably, the DSMIL method, which shares our approach of utilizing contrastive
learning, also attains promising results.

On TCGA-NSCLC, LUAD and LUSC exhibit significant differences in tissue structure, and the affected
area accounts for over 80% of the total tissue region. As there is no patch quantity imbalance between the two
classes, instance-level MIL Score methods show great potential. Our proposed method achieves competitive
performance compared to highly effective TransMIL and DSMIL models, with an improvement of 0.24% and
0.31% in accuracy and AUC, respectively. Notably, DSMIL outperforms our method in terms of F1 Score.

In addition, nuclear heterogeneity is of paramount importance in cancer detection, as cancerous cell nuclei
exhibit distinct morphological differences from normal cell nuclei. As a result, our proposed method demon-
strates a more significant improvement on Camelyon16, whereas it may not be the case on TCGA-NSCLC.

4.6 Ablation Study
Our model’s primary contribution lies in the introduction of two pathological priors. With this in mind, we
conducted a thorough ablation study on the pre-training strategy of the feature extractor, as well as the dimension
decay method in the global attention gate of the aggregator. A series of comprehensive experiments conducted
on the Camelyon16 dataset confirmed the effectiveness of these components.

Pre-training Strategy. We utilized two feature extractor models: ResNet50 pre-trained on ImageNet and
ResNet50 pre-trained using SimSiam. During the SimSiam training process, we employed three data aug-
mentation schemes, including random cropping and color distortion, and additionally incorporated random
H-separation and random H&E-separation instead of random grayscale. We extracted features from the four
strategies and used them as inputs to the aggregator to evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed random H&E-
separation. The experimental results presented in Table 2 demonstrate that the encoder pre-trained using Sim-
Siam generally outperforms the one pre-trained on ImageNet, achieving an accuracy improvement of 3%-4%.
This improvement is more pronounced in terms of AUC and F1 score. As the H-channel emphasizes the mor-
phological characteristics of the nucleus, unlike simple random grayscale, and the E-channel only serves as a
supplement, the performance of using random H-separation and random H&E-separation is almost comparable.

Dimensionality Reduction. In the aggregator structure, the global attention gate produces attention scores
to weight the spatial dimensions and transform package-level embeddings into slice-level representations. We
compared the effects of using max-pooling and average-pooling gates on the final performance. As shown in
Table 3, the performance of average-pooling is consistently higher than that of max-pooling, with improvements
of 1.55%, 1.23%, and 2.30% in accuracy, AUC, and F1 score, respectively.

Reduction Accuracy AUC F1 Score
max.pool 0.8217 0.8793 0.7356
avg.pool 0.8372 0.8876 0.7586

Table 3: Different Reduction Methods on Camelyon16
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5 Conclusion
In this paper, we propose a MIL framework based on two pathological priors, which has been shown to out-
perform previous methods on pathological datasets. Our key innovations are twofold. Firstly, we introduce
a H&E separation based data augmentation method that emphasizes nuclear heterogeneity and apply it to the
pre-training of extractor. Secondly, we design an MIL aggregator based on the principle of positional similarity,
which is highly interpretable. We use graph attention to calculate the mutual attention between only relevant
patches and fit the weights of different instances through attention gate based on self-attention mechanism.

In future research endeavors, the absence of comprehensive large-scale pathology standard databases accen-
tuates the criticality of rational upstream pre-training methodologies. Within the context of MIL, self-supervised
approaches warrant further investigation and comparison, including the utility of contrastive learning, autoen-
coder architectures, and generative adversarial networks, each with their unique advantages. Moreover, while
multiscale information is increasingly valued within existing MIL paradigms, pre-processing complexities at
different magnifications require due diligence, necessitating further discourse on effectively exploiting coarse
and fine-grained features at a fixed magnification.
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Onkologia, 2015(1):68–77, 2015.

12



[TLvdLC19] David Tellez, Geert Litjens, Jeroen van der Laak, and Francesco Ciompi. Neural image com-
pression for gigapixel histopathology image analysis. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and
machine intelligence, 43(2):567–578, 2019.

[US18] Caroline Uhler and GV Shivashankar. Nuclear mechanopathology and cancer diagnosis. Trends
in cancer, 4(4):320–331, 2018.
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