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Abstract

Biomarker detection is an indispensable part in the diagnosis and treatment of low-grade glioma (LGG).
However, current LGG biomarker detection methods rely on expensive and complex molecular genetic
testing, for which professionals are required to analyze the results, and intra-rater variability is often
reported. To overcome these challenges, we propose an interpretable deep learning pipeline, a Multi-
Biomarker Histomorphology Discoverer (Multi-Beholder) model based on the multiple instance learning
(MIL) framework, to predict the status of five biomarkers in LGG using only hematoxylin and eosin-stained
whole slide images and slide-level biomarker status labels. Specifically, by incorporating the one-class
classification into the MIL framework, accurate instance pseudo-labeling is realized for instance-level
supervision, which greatly complements the slide-level labels and improves the biomarker prediction
performance. Multi-Beholder demonstrates superior prediction performance and generalizability for five
LGG biomarkers (AUROC=0.6469-0.9735) in two cohorts (n=607) with diverse races and scanning
protocols. Moreover, the excellent interpretability of Multi-Beholder allows for discovering the quantitative
and qualitative correlations between biomarker status and histomorphology characteristics. Our pipeline
not only provides a novel approach for biomarker prediction, enhancing the applicability of molecular
treatments for LGG patients but also facilitates the discovery of new mechanisms in molecular functionality

and LGG progression.

Introduction

Glioma is one of the most prevalent types of primary brain tumours'. According to the World Health
Organization's grading system, gliomas can be divided into four grades, among which low-grade glioma

(LGG) includes grades below III°. LGG, despite its slow growth, can still infiltrate normal tissues and



potentially relapse as high-grade gliomas even after treatment, the median overall survival of which is
within 18 months after diagnosis®. Therefore, early screening and treatment are vital for LGG patients.
Presently, biomarker detection plays a significant role in the clinical practice of LGG diagnosis and
treatment* . On the one hand, biomarker status can assist pathologists in LGG subtyping. For instance,
LGG cases with both isocitrate dehydrogenase (/DH1/2) mutation and /p/19q codeletion are diagnosed as
oligodendrogliomas, which typically carry a favorable prognosis with longer progression-free survival®.
And the co-occurrence of ATRX mutation and /DHI/2 mutation suggests a higher likelihood of
astrocytoma®. On the other hand, biomarker status helps plan treatments. Alkylating agent chemotherapy

appears to be more effective in LGG patients with p/19q codeletion', and the methylation status of the

MGMT promoter is a well-established predictive biomarker for determining the response to temozolomide'".

In the routine clinical workflow for LGG biomarker detection, pathologists rely on biopsy samples of the
lesion tissues for molecular testing'?. However, molecular testing commonly depends on wet laboratory
techniques, including immunohistochemistry (IHC), fluorescence in-situ hybridization (FISH), polymerase
chain reaction (PCR), deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) sequencing, and others'*"'. These methods typically
require additional reagents and specialized equipment, and interpreting the test results demands professional
personnel. These factors considerably impede the promotion of biomarker detection, especially in resource-
limited regions'®. Moreover, intra-rater inconsistency in the evaluation of detection results is frequently
reported, resulting in resource wastage due to the requirement for re-testing'”'®. Furthermore, molecular
detection methods usually require additional biopsy tissue beyond the standard diagnostic procedure'®!’.
Consequently, biomarker detection is not feasible for LGG patients with tumors in hard-to-reach areas or

essential brain regions, where extensive tissue removal is not possiblezo. These issues in current biomarker

detection methods further hinder the improvement of overall survival in LGG patients.



Since the Food and Drug Administration approved the use of whole slide imaging (WSI) in pathology in
2017, the digitalization of tissue slides has become a routine practice in tumor diagnosis*'**. Coinciding
with the explosive growth of WSIs and the vigorous development of artificial intelligence, the adoption of
deep learning in automated pathological diagnosis and prognosis prediction has created an emerging field,
computation pathology®2*. Because pathology diagnosis is the definitive diagnosis, all LGG patients have
hematoxylin-eosin (H&E) stained WSIs*. Therefore, deep learning can remarkably reduce the cost and
requirements of LGG biomarker detection by directly predicting the biomarker status with easily accessible

H&E-stained WSIs, ultimately increasing the overall survival time of patients.

Nowadays, researchers have already applied deep learning to detect biomarkers in common cancers such

2728 and breast cancer” 2. Although some studies have achieved

as lung cancer’, colorectal cancer
promising performance, very few focus on biomarker prediction in LGG due to the lack of data and fine-
grained biomarker status labels. Some studies have utilized magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) images to
determine the molecular mutation status in glioma patients®****. Nevertheless, MRI is not sensitive to
early-stage lesions and cannot obtain sufficient anatomical details of the tumor due to lower resolution
compared with WSIs. Therefore, some studies attempted to predict specific biomarkers such as IDH1/2
mutation, p53 mutation, and MGMT methylation status based on the limited pathological data®*>*. However,
there is still a lack of comprehensive and systematic prediction for widely used biomarkers in LGG. Besides,
some methods were trained on the in-house dataset®, which can hardly be accessed due to ethical and
private issues. Furthermore, few of these studies concerned the interpretability of the proposed model. Deep
learning models, with their large-scale parameters, introduce great complexity that poses challenges to
understanding and interpreting the models. Enhancing the interpretability of deep learning models not only

helps patients and pathologists trust the model's decision but also can facilitate the study of tumor
ps p p g y

progression and biomarker functionality.



To address the issues mentioned above, we propose a Multi-Biomarker Histomorphology Discoverer
(Multi-Beholder) pipeline, which successfully predicts the status of five typical biomarkers in LGG, namely
1p/19q codeletion, ATRX mutation, TERT promoter mutation, /DH1/2 mutation, and MGMT promoter
methylation, solely based on H&E-stained WSIs and slide-level labels (Fig. 1). Notably, as far as we know,
this is the first time that the /p/19¢q codeletion, ATRX mutation, and 7ERT promoter mutation status have
been successfully predicted using only H&E-stained WSIs. Specifically, we integrate one-class
classification (OCC) into the multiple instance learning (MIL) framework to complement the coarse-
grained supervision from the slide-level biomarker labels. OCC provides accurate fine-grained instance
pseudo-labels as extra instance-level supervision, thus greatly improving the biomarker prediction
performance. Furthermore, domain generalization (DG) is employed to enable the pipeline trained on the
source domain to generalize to the target domain. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to exploit
OCC for the MIL framework in computation pathology. By incorporating Multi-Beholder with attention-
based instance aggregation, our proposed pipeline is fully interpretable, which not only improves the
reliability of the pipeline but also facilitates the clinicians in discovering the correlations between
histomorphology patterns and biomarker status, ultimately promoting a better understanding of new

mechanisms in biomarker functionality.

Results

Multi-Beholder pipeline overview and dataset characteristics

This paper proposes a fully automated pipeline named Multi-Beholder, which predicts the status of five
common biomarkers in LGG, i.e., Ip/19q codeletion, ATRX mutation, TERT promoter mutation, /[DH1/2
mutation, and MGMT promoter methylation, by using H&E-stained WSIs with slide-level labels. Since
each WSI contains hundreds of millions of pixels, we cut the WSIs into non-overlapped equal-sized small
patches to alleviate the memory burden on the graphic processing unit (GPU). Next, considering the labels
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of the patches are unavailable, we adopt the MIL framework into the Multi-Beholder pipeline. The MIL
framework treats WSIs as bags and image patches as instances, where the features of all the instances are
aggregated to a bag feature, thereby enabling bag-level labels to supervise the whole pipeline. However,
due to the limited number of WSIs in LGG datasets, only utilizing the supervision of bag-level labels is
insufficient to achieve a satisfactory performance. Therefore, assigning pseudo-labels to the instances is
usually necessary to obtain better instance-level features. It should be noted that the positive bags contain
both positive and negative instances, but the negative bags contain only negative instances. To better use
this property to improve the accuracy of pseudo-labels of instances in positive bags, we specifically
introduce the OCC strategy into the MIL framework. The OCC strategy can exploit the true negative
instances in negative WSIs to obtain a reliable negative-positive decision boundary, which is then utilized
to assign accurate pseudo-labels to the instances in the positive bags. Compared with the bag-level labels,
the instance pseudo-labels can assist the pipeline’s learning process to enhance the discriminative ability of
the instance features and ultimately improve the accuracy of the biomarker prediction task. Moreover,
benefiting from the OCC’s ability to better classify the negative and positive instances in positive bags,
OCC enables the quantification of the impact of biomarker status on histopathological characteristics in the
tumor micro-environment (TME), thereby promoting the clinical discovery of new mechanisms in LGG
progression and molecular functionality. An overview of the Multi-Beholder pipeline is illustrated in Fig.
1. We train the Multi-Beholder pipeline on the TCGA-LGG dataset with a 10-fold Monte Carlo cross-
validation. Besides, we build an external cohort named Xiangya by collecting H&E-stained WSIs and
biomarker status of LGG patients from the Xiangya Hospital. Note that the stain protocol, scanners, and
patient race in Xiangya differ from that of the TCGA-LGG dataset, thereby fully demonstrating the

generalization ability of the Multi-Beholder. Details of the two datasets are summarized in Table. 1.



Fig. 1: An overview of the Multi-Beholder pipeline for LGG biomarker status prediction and

biomarker-related TME histomorphology characteristic discovery.

THe CANCER
GENoME ATLAS

{Wl

F(x): ResNet-50

Tiling
Feature
Extraction

N Cases = 491 77 WsiBagB |\
N Slides = 844

Remove (
| Extracted
XIANGYA HOSPITAL s N | Feature 1
; ; |
4 j |
! |
{

CENTRAL SOUTH UNIVERSITY Extracted
Feature 2

Extracted
Feature K Y,
AN

NCases=116 ~  TissuePatches ~  "TT— T~ -
N Slides = 116
| - D - —— -
Feature Refinement /Attentlon-Based Instance Aggregation for Biomarker Status Predlctlorm
________ ~
( WSI Bag B; \ TN ) LGG
| Refined I :: x ' FZ:{Trid1 Biomarkers
I Feature 1 J\ | ® 1p/19
ReLUI ) Gated I | x Refined A " p/15q
— R Attentiory I Feature 2 | "99"°92'S S ATRX
| Feature 2 | ] ) © TERT
| : 3 I —l/ I : I i Bag Feature
o g | | : y ﬂ Refined ®IDH1/2
K Feature K
FC Eflyer |\ @ Feature K }I L_ — eature o MGMT
optimize i
\0 > —————— &Attenhon Scores /
4 Instance Pseudo-Labeling with One-Class Classification N/ Test-Time DG I
One-Class SVM Training | Instance Pseudo-Label Inference AA
; Instances in Top-M Confident Training
Inst .
Nggsa?ir\]/(;egaIZS : Negative Bags @ Neg Instances Selection Pos/Neg WSls
N mE
I N Testing
Initial DB | Instance Pos/Neg WSls
AN Classifiers —_
N I e ' o =
nstances in os
& Trained DB | Positive Bags back g G T
- > ' Pos propagation el eneralization
\ One-Class SVM | Trained One-Class SVM / \ /
D f Biomarker-Related TME Histomorphology Characteristic Discovery \
Quantitative Analysis of Biomarker-Related TME Characteristics Demonstration of Biomarker’s Impact on TME Morphology
Visualization | e
| Pos
oooa |
Attention Scores Attention Maps | Pos
, ® NEO ® Dead | p
. > , ©®INF e EPI I @ Neg
® CON | DB* i
Highly Attended PanNuke Pre-Trained Cell Type Refined Features and Instance
\ Instances HoverNet Proportion I Pseudo-Labels Distribution Map /




A Data sources of the Multi-Beholder pipeline. The TCGA-LGG dataset, consisting of 844 WSIs from 491
cases, is utilized for training and cross-validation. The in-house Xiangya cohort consists of 116 cases, which
are used for external validation. B The pre-processing of the Multi-Beholder pipeline. We first filter the
background areas of each WSI and cut out patches with sufficient tissue areas. Then, we utilize an ImageNet
pre-trained ResNet50 to convert each patch to a feature vector. C The workflow of biomarker status
prediction. Firstly, the extracted patch features are fed into an instance feature refinement module. The
instance feature refinement module introduces OCC, which only employs true negative instances in
negative WSIs to obtain a reliable decision boundary of negative and positive instances, thereby
distinguishing between negative and positive instances in positive WSIs for accurate instance pseudo-
labeling. Finally, by aggregating all refined instance features based on the gated attention mechanism, a
bag feature is obtained for biomarker status prediction. For better generalization, test-time template
augmentation (T3A) is utilized for test-time DG. D A summary of the process to discover the biomarker-
related TME histomorphology characteristics. We mask the attention maps on the WSIs to discover the
most relevant histomorphology characteristics with the biomarker status. For quantitative analysis of the
TME in highly attended patches, we utilize a HoverNet pre-trained on the PanNuke dataset to segment and
classify cells in the patches, and the results are utilized to calculate the proportion of different cell types in
the TME. Besides, we apply t-SNE to visualize the distribution of instance features, enabling an intuitive
demonstration of the biomarker's influence on the TME morphology. WSI: whole slide image; FC: fully
connected; DB: decision boundary; SVM: support vector machine; Neg: negative; Pos: positive; T3A: test-

time template augmentation. NEO: neoplastic; INF: inflammatory; CON: connective; EPI: epithelial.

Multi-Beholder predicts [Ip/19q codeletion status and discovers correlated

histomorphology characteristics



The 1p/19q codeletion status is one of the most essential biomarkers for LGG patients. Previous studies
have validated that LGG patients with /p/19q codeletion have better prognoses and higher sensitivity to
chemotherapy with alkylating agents®***’. To discover the relationship between 1p/19¢g codeletion and
histomorphology characteristics, we apply the Multi-Beholder pipeline to the TCGA-LGG dataset. Results
show that the Multi-Beholder successfully classifies patients with and without /p/19¢q codeletion, achieving
an AUROC (Area under Receiver Operating Curve) of 0.9401+0.0909 (mean=std, Fig. 2A) on the test set
with T3A. In terms of other metrics, the Multi-Beholder achieves excellent performance in accuracy
(mean+std, 0.7869+0.1237) and precision (mean+std, 0.8107+0.1831). In addition, the recall (meanzstd,
0.750940.1327) and F1 score (meantstd, 0.7324+0.1811) of the Multi-Beholder also exhibit satisfactory
results (Supplementary Fig. 1A). To validate the generalization ability of the Multi-Beholder, we directly
apply the Multi-Beholder trained on TCGA-LGG to the Xiangya cohort. External validation results prove
that the Multi-Beholder has excellent generalization capability with an AUROC of 0.8197+0.0309, an
accuracy of 0.7603+£0.0372, an F1 score of 0.6404+0.1138, a recall of 0.6505+0.0949, and a precision of

0.7067+0.1240 (Fig. 2B, Supplementary Fig. 1A).

Besides, the Multi-Beholder discovers the relationship between /p/19¢g codeletion and histopathological
characteristics in TME. Attention visualization on a /p/19¢ codeletion case illustrates the dependencies
between /p/19q codeletion and TME characteristics. In the attended regions, dense glial cells can be
observed by darker staining, indicating /p/19q codeletion may lead to improved glial cell density in the
TME (Supplementary Fig. 2A). The enlarged top 5 most attended regions further show that the perinuclear
halo frequently appears, indicating its potential correlation with /p/19¢q codeletion (Fig. 2D). In comparison,
the attention map of the case without /p/19g codeletion shows that glial cells are sparse with severe atypia.
Besides, eosinophilic granular bodies and Rosenthal fibers can be observed, suggesting that they may

indicate a lower probability of /p/19¢ codeletion (Fig. 2D, Supplementary Fig. 2B). To quantitatively reveal



the effect of 1p/19¢q codeletion at a cell level, we further count the proportion of diverse cell types in the
top 10% attended patches using a HoverNet*! (see "method"). Results show that the majority of the attended
cells are neoplastic in the 1p/19¢q codeletion case, with dead cells being the second majority. In comparison,
in the Ip/19g non-codeletion case, the dead cells appear the most frequently, with the second being
inflammatory cells, which indicates more inflammatory reactions in LGG patients without /p/19q

codeletion (Fig. 2E).

To study the impact of Ip/19¢q codeletion on the global TME morphology, we uniformly select patches
from the codeletion WSI and plot the patch features using t-SNE** (Fig. 2C). We estimate the decision
boundary of the OCC classifier by linear support vector regression* (SVR) (see "method"). The
visualization demonstrates that almost all negative and positive instances are separated by the decision
boundary rather than fused together. The most attended and least attended patches are located on the two
corners of the plot, and instances with the same distances to the decision boundary have similar attention
scores. These findings prove that the OCC classifier can effectively differentiate the negative and positive
instances in the /p/19¢q codeletion WSI, even without patch-level labels. In addition, in the t-SNE plot, there
are several instances below the decision boundary which are classified as negative, i.e., Ip/19g non-
codeletion. This phenomenon gives clues that a patient with /p/19¢g codeletion might have non-codeletion
tissues, which indicates that the codeletion of /p/19¢ is in gradual progress rather than affects the whole
TME morphology. We further calculate the proportion of positive and negative instances in all /p/19q
codeletion WSIs. The quantitative result demonstrates that the /p/19¢q codeletion instances take up to 90.86%
of areas in a positive WSI on average (Fig. 2F). These findings further validate that the impact of /p/19¢q

codeletion on the TME has a localized characteristic.
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Fig. 2: The Multi-Beholder predicts Ip/19¢q codeletion status in both TCGA-LGG and Xiangya

cohort and discovers histomorphology correlations with the biomarker status.
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A The Multi-Beholder successfully predicts the /p/19q codeletion status on TCGA-LGG. The receiver
operation curve (ROC) on the test dataset of each fold is plotted. B The ROCs of the Multi-Beholder when
directly applying the pipeline trained on TCGA-LGG of each fold to the Xiangya cohort. C The t-SNE plot
showing the distribution of the instance features in the /p/19q codeletion case. The color represents the

attention score of each instance, and the shape stands for the predicted label by the OCC classifier. Besides,
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the most-attended and least-attended instances are enlarged in the plot. The red dashed line represents the
estimated decision boundary of the OCC classifier by training a linear SVR on the dimension-reduced
instance features. The negative instances below the boundary prove that /p/19¢ non-codeletion (negative)
instances exist in the /p/19¢q codeletion (positive) WSI. D The five most attended instances in the /p/19¢q
codeletion (upper) and non-codeletion (lower) case. The value on each patch represents the normalized
attention score. In the codeletion case, high glial cell density can be observed together with clear perinuclear
halos. In comparison, glial cells are sparse with severe atypia in the non-codeletion case, and eosinophilic
granular bodies and Rosenthal fibers can be observed. E The proportion of different cell types predicted by
a trained HoverNet in the top 10% attended patches of the /p/19¢ codeletion (upper) and non-codeletion
(lower) case. The results show differences in cell type proportions between the codeletion and the non-
codeletion case. F The proportion of positive and negative instances predicted by the OCC classifier in each
positive WSI of the TCGA-LGG dataset. Each bar stands for a WSI, where red indicates positive instance

proportion while blue stands for the negative. We sort the slide indexes by the positive instance proportion.

Multi-Beholder predicts the A7TRX mutation and identifies biomarker-related

histomorphology characteristics

In the clinical subtyping of LGG, the 4ATRX mutation is a critical biomarker because it is more prevalent in
diffuse astrocytoma. To eliminate the complex and time-consuming molecular testing methods for ATRX
mutation, we apply the Multi-Beholder pipeline on the TCGA-LGG dataset. Results show that the
developed Multi-Beholder achieves an average AUROC of 0.9735+0.0332 (Fig. 3A) with T3A. In terms
of other metrics, the Multi-Beholder reaches an accuracy of 0.7524+0.1170, F1 score of 0.6257+0.1874,
recall of 0.6517+0.1306, and precision of 0.7387+0.2362 (Supplementary Fig. 1B). By directly applying

the trained Multi-Beholder to the Xiangya external cohort, the pipeline achieves an AUROC of

12



0.653240.0224, with an accuracy of 0.6055+0.0656, F1 score of 0.5679+0.0399, recall of 0.5928+0.0275,

and precision of 0.5912+0.0363 under a 0.5 classification threshold (Fig. 3B, Supplementary Fig. 1B).

To discover the correlation between A7RX mutation and histomorphology, we apply attention maps on
WSIs with mutated and wild-type ATRX, respectively (Supplementary Fig. 3). The most attended patches
are enlarged for better visualization (Fig. 3D). The enlarged patches show that cell density is higher in
ATRX-mutated WSI, with more severe cellular atypia, frequent nuclear divisions, and obvious perinuclear
halos. But in the WSI with wild-type ATRX, cell distribution is looser with milder cellular atypia and
microcysts can be observed. These findings indicate that 4A7RX mutation may have a close correlation with
cellular atypia. Then, we utilize the HoverNet to calculate the different cell type proportions in the top 10%
attended regions of the two WSIs (Fig. 3E). Quantitatively, the results demonstrate that inflammatory cells
account for over 80% in the 4TRX-mutated WSI, with a small number of neoplastic cells and dead cells.
However, in the ATRX wild-type case, connective cells appear the most frequently, and inflammatory cells
take up to 26.53% of all cells as well. These differences show that connective cells may be turned to
inflammatory in ATRX mutation, and interactions among connective, inflammatory, and dead cells imply

wild-type ATRX.

We further visualize the instance feature distributions in the 47RX mutation WSI using t-SNE to study the
interrelationship between 47RX mutation and TME morphology (Fig. 3C). The high-attended and low-
attended patch features are separated on the t-SNE plot, proving the effectiveness of feature refinement in
the Multi-Beholder. In addition, it is very interesting to find that the trained OCC classifier predicts all
patches in the WSI to be positive. Moreover, after we apply the OCC classifier to other 4TRX mutation
WSIs, we also find that all instances are predicted positive (Fig. 3F). This finding indicates that ATRX
mutation has a global effect on the TME instead of extending from local tissue to the global, like that in

1p/19q codeletion.
13



Fig. 3: The Multi-Beholder predicts the A7TRX mutation status in TCGA-LGG and Xiangya cohort

and identifies biomarker-related histomorphology characteristics.
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A The Multi-Beholder successfully predicts the ATRX mutation status on TCGA-LGG. The ROC on the
test dataset of each fold is plotted, with the mean ROC plotted in the thick blue line. The standard deviation
is shown in grey shadows. B The ROCs of the Multi-Beholder trained on TCGA-LGG of each fold when
applied to the Xiangya cohort. C The t-SNE plot of the distribution of instance features in the ATRX

mutation case. The color represents the attention score, and the most-attended and least-attended instances
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are enlarged in the plot. The plot shows that the OCC classifier classifies all instances in the WSI into the
positive category. Therefore, there are no decision boundaries to be plotted. D The five most attended
instances in the ATRX mutation (upper) and wild-type (lower) case. The value on the top of each patch
represents the normalized attention score. In the 4TRX mutation case, cells are relatively denser, with
round-shaped nuclei and obvious perinuclear halos. Nuclear division can be observed. In the wild-type case,
looser cell distribution with milder cellular atypia and microcysts is observed. E The proportion of different
cell types predicted by a trained HoverNet in the top 10% attended patches of the 4ATRX mutation (upper)
and wild-type (lower) case. F The proportion of positive and negative instances predicted by the OCC
classifier in each 47TRX mutation WSI in the TCGA-LGG dataset. Results show that all instances in the

ATRX mutation WSIs are positive.

Multi-Beholder correlates TERT promoter mutation status with TME

histomorphology characteristics

TERT promoter mutation is a critical biomarker in LGG diagnosis and treatment decisions, which is
associated with a worse prognosis and decreased overall survival. We apply the Multi-Beholder to predict
TERT promoter mutation status. Cross-validation results on the TCGA-LGG dataset show that the Multi-
Beholder reaches an average AUROC of 0.8352+0.0907 on the test sets (Fig. 4A). In terms of other metrics,
Multi-Beholder achieves an accuracy of 0.7273£0.1307, an F1 score of 0.70794+0.1621, a recall of

0.7356+0.1153, and a precision of 0.7207+0.1873 (Supplementary Fig. 1C).

Attention visualizations of the trained Multi-Beholder on a TERT promoter mutation case and a mutation-
free case are illustrated (Supplementary Fig. 4). The attention map of the mutation case gives us insights
that the highly attended regions have more aggregated glial cells (Supplementary Fig. 4A). From the

enlarged attended instances, we discover that cell density is high with frequently appeared distinct
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perinuclear halos and eosinophilic granules (Fig. 4E). In comparison, mild cellular atypia and nuclear
division are observed in the most attended instances of the wild-type case (Fig. 4E, Supplementary Fig. 4B).
The quantitative analysis using HoverNet implies that dead and inflammatory cells both act a key role in
TERT promoter mutation and wild type, with a proportion of around 50% and 30%, respectively. However,
connective cells substitute neoplastic cells in the TERT promoter mutation case for the third majority, giving

clues that connective cells contribute to the formation of TERT promotor mutation (Fig. 4C).

Finally, we plot the patch features in the TERT promoter mutation WSI using t-SNE (Fig. 4B). The t-SNE
plot shows that the instances with high attention scores and low attention scores are separated into two
different clusters, which validates the discriminative ability of the refined features in the Multi-Beholder.
Besides, both positive and negative instances exist in the 7ERT promoter mutation WSI, which is similar
to the case in the /p/19q codeletion. It is worth noting that the number of negative instances is too few to
train a linear SVR for estimating the boundary line, so it is not drawn in Fig. 4B. Furthermore, we find that
the positive instances take up to 89.57% among all the patches by calculating the ratio of positive and
negative instances in each TERT promoter mutated WSI (Fig. 4D). This phenomenon indicates that the

TERT promoter mutation affects the tissue morphology gradually other than at a large scale at once.
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Fig. 4: The Multi-Beholder predicts the TERT promoter mutation status in TCGA-LGG and

discovers biomarker-related histomorphology characteristics.
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A The Multi-Beholder successfully predicts the TERT promoter mutation status on TCGA-LGG. The ROC
on the test dataset of each fold is plotted, with the mean ROC plotted by the thick blue line. The standard
deviation is shown in grey shadows. B The t-SNE plot of the instance feature distribution in the TERT
promoter mutation case. The color represents the attention score of each instance. The shape stands for the
predicted category of the OCC classifier. Besides, the most-attended and least-attended instances are
enlarged in the plot. The negative instances are too few to train a linear SVR for estimating the boundary
line, so it is not plotted. C The proportion of the top three frequently appeared cell types within the top 10%
attended patches in the TERT promoter mutation (upper) and wild-type (lower) WSI. D The proportion of
positive and negative instances predicted by the trained OCC classifier in each TERT promoter mutation

WSI of the TCGA-LGG dataset. Each bar in the figure represents a WSI, with red standing for the positive
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instance ratio and blue being the negative instance ratio. E The five most attended instances in the TERT
promoter mutation (upper) and wild-type (lower) case. The value on the top of each patch represents the
normalized attention score. Glial cells are frequently aggregated in the mutation case, but mild cellular

atypia and nuclear division are observed in the wild-type case.

Multi-Beholder predicts the /DH1/2 mutation status with high generalization and

discovers mutation-related TME morphology

IDH1/2 mutation in LGG leads to the conversion of /DHI/2 enzyme to a new active form named 2-
hydroxyglutarate, which interferes with the normal metabolic process in cells and affects DNA methylation
modification, leading to abnormal cell proliferation and tumor formation. Therefore, /DH1/2 has been a
critical biomarker in LGG diagnosis and prognosis. We apply the Multi-Beholder pipeline to predict the
IDH1/2 mutation status using the TCGA-LGG dataset and validate the trained pipeline on the Xiangya
external cohort. Results on the TCGA-LGG dataset prove the strong prediction ability of the Multi-
Beholder for /DH1/2 mutation. The Multi-Beholder achieves an AUROC of 0.8247+0.0465 (Fig. 5A). In
terms of other metrics, the Multi-Beholder reaches 0.8490+0.0456, 0.6053+0.0900, 0.6166+0.0848, and
0.6907+0.1733 in accuracy, F1 score, recall, and precision under a 0.5 classification threshold, respectively
(Supplementary Fig. 1D). We then directly apply the trained Multi-Beholder to the Xiangya cohort. Results
show that the Multi-Beholder still obtains an average AUROC of 0.7080+0.0410 (Fig. 5B). Other metrics

also validate the generalization ability of the Multi-Beholder (Supplementary Fig. 1D).

Attention visualizations of the trained Multi-Beholder on an /DH1/2 mutation case and an /DH1/2 wild-
type case are illustrated (Supplementary Fig. 5). The attention map of the /DH1/2 mutation case gives us

insights that the Multi-Beholder treats high cell density as the evidence for /DHI/2 mutation
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(Supplementary Fig. SA). Enlarging the top five attended patches further validates that the cell density is
significantly high with severe nuclear atypia and cells in the mitotic phase appear frequently (Fig. 5D). In
comparison, eosinophilic granular bodies are more frequently observed in the most attended patches of the
IDH1/2 wild-type case (Fig. 5D, Supplementary Fig. 5B). We then apply the HoverNet to segment and
count the proportion of different cell types in the top 10% attended patches (Fig. SE). It can be found that
inflammatory cells compose 87.11% of the cells in the /DH /2 mutation case, while the proportion is only
16.78% in the wild-type case. In comparison, dead cells are the major cell type in the IDH1/2 wild-type
case, taking up to 74.59%. In addition, neoplastic cells replace connective cells in the /DH /2 mutation case
as the third place. This phenomenon may indicate that the immune response is stronger in /DH /2 mutation,

and tissue necrosis has a correlation with wild-type IDH1/2.

Besides, we plot the dimension-reduced patch features in the WSI with /DH1/2 mutation using t-SNE (Fig.
5C). From the figure, we can find that the instances with similar attention scores share similar distances to
the OCC classifier's estimated decision boundary, and the most-attended and least-attended instances are
located on the two ends of the plot, which validates the effectiveness of the Multi-Beholder. Furthermore,
the figure shows that the number of /DH1/2 mutation patches and wild-type patches is nearly the same.
Quantitative results also prove that the number of /DH /2 mutation patches and wild-type patches is almost
1:1 (Fig. 5F). These results indicate that the impact of /DH1/2 mutation on the TME is limited in a local

region other than affects the tissue morphology at a global scope.
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Fig. 5: The Multi-Beholder predicts the IDH1/2 mutation status in both TCGA-LGG and Xiangya

cohort and discovers related TME morphologies.
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A The Multi-Beholder successfully predicts the /DH1/2 mutation status on TCGA-LGG. The ROC on the
test dataset of each fold is plotted. B The ROCs of the Multi-Beholder when directly applying the model
trained on TCGA-LGG of each fold to the Xiangya cohort. C The t-SNE plot of the distribution of instance
features in the /DH1/2 mutation case. The color represents the attention score, and the shape stands for the
predicted label by the OCC classifier. Besides, the most-attended and least-attended instances are enlarged

in the plot. The red dashed line is the estimated decision boundary of the OCC classifier in the t-SNE
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dimension-reduced instance feature space. D The five most attended instances in the /DH1/2 mutation
(upper) and wild-type (lower) case. The value on the top of each patch represents the normalized attention
score. High cell density is observed with severe nuclear atypia, and cells are frequently in the mitotic phase
in the mutation case. In the wild-type case, eosinophilic granular bodies are observed. E The proportion of
the top three frequently appeared cell types within the top 10% attended patches in the /DH1/2 mutation
(upper) and wild-type (lower) WSI. F The proportion of predicted positive and negative instances in each
IDH1/2 mutation WSI of the TCGA-LGG dataset. Each bar represents a WSI, with red standing for the

IDH1/2 mutated instance ratio and blue being the wild-type instance ratio.

Multi-Beholder predicts the MGMT promoter methylation status and discovers

methylation-related TME characteristics

MGMT promoter methylation status has been proven to have the capability to predict the risk of
hypermutation at recurrence, and temozolomide is validated to have a better outcome for LGG patients with
MGMT promoter methylation''. To get rid of the complex testing process of MGMT promoter methylation,
we adopt the Multi-Beholder to the TCGA-LGG and Xiangya cohort. Results show that the Multi-Beholder
achieves an average AUROC of 0.6496+0.1051 on the TCGA-LGG dataset and an AUROC of
0.6469+0.0673 when directly applied to the external Xiangya cohort (Fig. 6A, B). In addition, the Multi-
Beholder obtains an accuracy of 0.63724+0.2039, an F1 score of 0.4931+0.1281, a recall of 0.5803+0.1051,
and a precision of 0.5621+0.0862 on the TCGA-LGG dataset, and the metrics of the Multi-Beholder on the
Xiangya cohort are similar to those on the TCGA-LGG dataset (Supplementary Fig. 1E). It is worth noting
that the classification threshold for the MGMT promoter methylation is set to 0.8 due to the label imbalance,
where 0.8 is determined by the approximate ratio of the MGMT promoter methylation WSIs to all WSIs in

the TCGA-LGG dataset.
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We next show the global attention visualization maps of the trained Multi-Beholder on an MGMT promoter
methylation case and a methylation-free case (Supplementary Fig. 6). The five most attended instances are
further enlarged (Fig. 6D). Denser distribution of glial cells can be observed in attended instances in the
methylated WSI. Besides, eosinophilic granular bodies and glial microcysts are more frequently observed,
with more severe cellular atypia and perinuclear halos. In comparison, nuclear division is frequently
observed for the five most attended instances in the case without MGMT promoter methylation, with
background tissue loosening that leads to microcyst formation. The HoverNet cell segmentation and
classification results show that neoplastic, inflammatory, and dead cells all frequently exist in MGMT
promoter methylation and wild-type cases, but the proportion of cell types is different (Fig. 6E). In general,
the ratio of neoplastic cells is smaller in the methylated case than the non-methylated case, but the dead
cells appear more frequently in the case with MGMT promoter methylation, which gives evidence that

MGMT promoter methylation has a relationship with tumor cell death.

The patch features in the MGMT promoter methylation WSI are further visualized in Fig. 6C by t-SNE.
Compared with other biomarkers, we find that the number of positive instances in the MGMT promoter
methylated WSIs is much smaller. Almost all instances are labeled as negative, i.e., without MGMT
promoter methylation. The quantitative result by calculating the ratio of positive and negative instances in
each methylated WSI also proves this finding. On average, the proportion of positive instances in an MGMT
promoter methylation WSI is only 0.79% (Fig. 6F). These findings indicate that MGMT promoter
methylation influences the TME subtly. Accompanied by the findings in cell type proportion, we may draw
the conclusion that MGMT promoter methylation only changes the proportion of different cell types. This
effect may explain why Multi-Beholder performs not so well (average AUROC < 0.7) on the test dataset
since it is easier for a model to detect the changes in cell types (similar to a classification task) than count

the cell proportion, which is more closed to a dense detection task.
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Fig. 6: The Multi-Beholder predicts the MGMT promoter methylation status in TCGA-LGG and

Xiangya cohort and discovers correlated TME characteristics.
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A The Multi-Beholder predicts the MGMT promoter methylation status on TCGA-LGG. The ROC on the
test dataset of each fold is plotted. The mean ROC is plotted by the thick blue line, with the standard
deviation shown in grey shadows. B The ROCs of the Multi-Beholder applied to the Xiangya cohort after
training on each fold of the TCGA-LGG dataset. C The t-SNE plot of the instance feature distribution in
the MGMT promoter methylated case. The color represents the attention score of each instance, and the
shape indicates the predicted label by the OCC classifier. Besides, the most-attended and least-attended

instances are enlarged in the plot. The red dashed line is the linear SVR-estimated decision boundary of the
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OCC classifier on the t-SNE dimension-reduced feature space. D The five most attended instances in the
MGMT promoter methylation (upper) and non-methylation (lower) case. The value on each patch represents
the normalized attention score. Eosinophilic granular bodies and glial microcysts can be more frequently
observed in the methylation case, with more severe cellular atypia and perinuclear halos. Comparatively,
nuclear division is frequently observed with background tissue loosening that leads to microcyst formation
in the non-methylation case. E The proportion of the top three frequently appeared cell types within the top
10% attended patches in the MGMT promoter methylation (upper) and non-methylation (lower) WSI. F
The proportion of predicted positive and negative instances in each MGMT promoter methylated WSI of
the TCGA-LGG dataset. Each bar in the figure represents a WSI, with red standing for the promoter

methylated instance ratio and blue being the non-methylated instance ratio.

Discussion

Biomarkers play a significant role in the progression of LGG, and the subtyping and treatment of LGG
patients heavily rely on the biomarker status. For instance, patients with ATRX mutation have a higher
probability of having diffuse astrocytoma. In addition, previous studies have indicated that LGG patients
with IDH1/2 mutation and 1p/19q codeletion tend to have a favorable prognosis*, and patients with MGMT
promoter methylation can benefit from the alkylating agents®. Therefore, biomarker detection is an

indispensable step in the diagnosis and treatment of LGG patients.

In the current LGG treatment, biomarker detection is usually conducted by molecular genetic testing
methods such as PCR and FISH. However, these methods have quite a number of issues. For PCR, as an
example, it requires strict experimental conditions and multiple steps, including DNA extraction, primer
design, and temperature control, which need not only specifically built laboratories but also technical
personnel. These limitations make biomarker detection very complex, expensive, and hard to equip,

especially in resource-limited regions.
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To overcome the above issues, we proposed a fully interpretable deep learning pipeline, Multi-Beholder, to
predict the status of five substantial biomarkers in LGG with only H&E-stained WSIs. Given the giga-
pixel-sized WSIs, we split the WSIs into small patches to satisfy the GPU memory capacity. However, the
labels for the patches are not available. To this end, the Multi-Beholder aggregated all patch features in a
WSI into a bag-level feature under the MIL framework, enabling supervision by the bag-level label.
However, using bag labels alone may obtain unsatisfactory instance features, resulting in poor performance
for biomarker prediction. To address this problem, we devised a pseudo-labeling method for instances and
improved the accuracy of instance features under the supervision of the assigned pseudo-labels.
Considering the instances in negative WSIs have accurate negative labels, we utilized the OCC strategy to
fully exploit the true negative instances in negative WSIs and obtain a separatable positive-negative
decision boundary with high accuracy. Therefore, instances in positive bags can be clearly separated by the
decision boundary, resulting in accurate instance-level pseudo-labels. Eventually, the instance-level
supervision was utilized to refine the instance features, and the bag feature aggregated by the refined
instance features could be more discriminative, thus achieving accurate biomarker prediction. To the best
of our knowledge, we were the first to leverage OCC to label the instances in WSIs, which created a new
way for instance pseudo-labeling in the MIL framework. To enhance the generalization of the Multi-
Beholder, we further adopted the test-time template augmentation (T3 A) strategy, which enabled the Multi-

Beholder to adapt to test WSIs without retraining the model.

To prove the effectiveness of the Multi-Beholder, we cross-validated the Multi-Beholder on the public
TCGA-LGG dataset and tested the model on the external Xiangya cohort, in which the staining protocol
and scanners were different from those of TCGA-LGG. The results demonstrated that the Multi-Beholder
could predict the status of five biomarkers in LGG, i.e., 1p/19¢q codeletion, A TRX mutation, TERT promoter
mutation, /DH1/2 mutation, and MGMT promoter methylation, with high performance and generalization.
Specifically, the results showed that the Multi-Beholder achieved an average AUROC of 0.9401, 0.9735,
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0.8352, 0.8247, and 0.6496 for 1p/19q codeletion, ATRX mutation, TERT promoter mutation, /IDH1/2
mutation, and MGMT promoter methylation on the TCGA-LGG dataset, respectively (Fig. 2-6A). External
validation results on the Xiangya dataset also proved the generalization ability of the Multi-Beholder for

the prediction of /p/19¢q codeletion, A TRX mutation, /DH1/2 mutation, and MGMT promoter methylation.

Considering the clinical significance of the Multi-Beholder, it can be utilized as a complement to the current
molecular detection methods. When applying the Multi-Beholder to the clinical LGG treatment process,
clinicians can set a classification threshold to obtain a high recall to avoid missed detections, and only
patients predicted positive by the Multi-Beholder are further applied with the molecular detection methods.
Therefore, a large number of patients will not have to take complex molecular tests, and the workload of
pathologists and expenditure of patients can be decreased. Hopefully, Multi-Beholder can obtain a better
performance after delicate optimization and hyper-parameter tuning, with which the traditional detection

methods can be fully substituted, and the clinical practice can be revolutionized.

Furthermore, our pipeline could automatically discover the TME characteristics that contributed the most
to the biomarker status, which gave clues and laid the foundations for further research on the mechanism
of LGG biomarkers. Specifically, the Multi-Beholder discovered the correlation between histomorphology
and biomarker status on both a patch level and a slide level by visualizing the attention map. Additionally,
quantitative analysis of the biomarkers’ effect at a cell level was also enabled with a pre-trained HoverNet.
Through the analysis of the attention maps, we found that the most attended instances were majorly tumor
tissues, where the glial cells were denser, and the cell atypia was more substantial. Besides, more distinctive
features such as mitoses, which represent cellular atypia, existed in most attended instances. These
discoveries indicate that our model could analyze biomarker status through the morphological structure of
glial cells and areas with high malignancy, which provides new ideas for the analysis of biomarkers based
on TME morphology. By quantitatively calculating the proportion of different cell types in the most

attended patches, we further found that the cell compositions of TMEs with different biomarker status had
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different characteristics. For example, interactions between neoplastic and dead cells occurred in Ip/19q
codeletion cases, and inflammatory cells tended to replace the connective cells as the majority in the ATRX

mutation case compared with the wild-type case.

In addition, benefiting from the OCC's ability to accurately classify negative and positive instances, we
studied the proportion of negative to positive instances in the positive WSIs both qualitatively and
quantitatively. Results demonstrated that although some cases were with /p/19¢ codeletion, TERT promoter
mutation, or /DH1/2 mutation, there were still some instances predicted negative. Considering these
biomarkers should also be negative in healthy people’s tissue morphology, this phenomenon may indicate
that the 1p/19q codeletion, TERT promoter mutation, and /DH1/2 mutation are developed in a gradual
process and influence the tissue morphology in a step-wise characteristic (Fig. 2C, F, Fig. 4C, F, and Fig.
5C, F). However, all instances were classified as positive by the OCC classifier in the ATRX mutation,
indicating that mutations in the ATRX may have a global impact on the TME (Fig. 3C, F). Furthermore,
almost all instances were predicted negative in the MGMT promoter methylation WSIs, giving clues that
the MGMT promoter methylation has a very subtle effect on the tissue morphology of LGG. These
discoveries can improve clinicians’ understanding of the progression pattern of the LGG biomarkers and
their impact on the TME characteristics. Combined with the attention visualizations, tissue regions that are
highly correlated with the biomarkers can be identified, which has the potential to facilitate clinicians and
pathologists for future studies of biomarker functionality and tumorigenesis mechanisms, ultimately

helping the development of target therapy.

There are a few limitations in our study. Firstly, we only utilized the H&E-stained WSIs for training.
Although pathological diagnosis based on H&E-stained slides is the gold standard for cancer diagnosis,
many patients are screened with radiology like magnetic resonance imaging and computerized tomography.
Utilizing multi-modality data may bring about better prediction performance, and exploring the relationship

between different image modalities and the biomarker status may bring new findings on LGG progression.

27



Secondly, because the prediction of biomarker status in LGG is a novel research area, it was hard to get
sufficient cases with biomarker status labels. As a result, the volume of the dataset was limited. The TCGA-
LGG dataset used for training was less than 1,000 WSIs. The external Xiangya dataset had less than 120
cases where some biomarkers, like the TERT promoter mutation status, were not available. Although the
results validated the excellent performance of the Multi-Beholder both on the TCGA-LGG dataset and the

Xiangya dataset, the performance could be further improved with larger data size.

In summary, this paper proposed a deep learning pipeline named Multi-Beholder. To the best of our
knowledge, we were the first to introduce the OCC strategy into the MIL framework to assign accurate
pseudo-labels to the instances in the WSIs. The instance pseudo-labels were further utilized to refine the
instance features, thereby improving the prediction accuracy of five common and useful biomarkers for
LGG, among which the Ip/19g codeletion, ATRX mutation, and 7TERT promoter mutation status was
predicted by WSIs for the first time. Besides, our pipeline successively discovered the correlations between
biomarker status and TME histomorphology from a cell level to a global perspective, helping future
research on the functionality of LGG biomarkers. Our pipeline can also be easily extended to other tumors
for biomarker prediction and biomarker-related histomorphology characteristic discovery, which may
revolute the current tumor diagnosis and treatment process by substituting the traditional molecular

detection methods.

Methods

Data Sources and Pre-Processing
Public TCGA-LGG Dataset
We collected 844 WSIs from 491 cases diagnosed with LGG in The Cancer Genome Atlas Program to

build the TCGA-LGG dataset. All the WSIs were scanned in the SVS format. In the dataset, most cases

(n=379) only had one WSI, while a few cases had multiple WSIs, with a maximum of 17 WSIs per case.
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For cases with multiple WSIs, we assumed that the biomarker labels of all WSIs were consistent with the
biomarker status of the case. For each WSI, we followed the pre-processing pipeline in CLAM*®, which
first used the OTSU*” method to segment the background areas and divided each WSI into 256 x 256-
shaped patches under a 20X magnification (mpp=0.5). A WSI was discarded if the tissue area in the WSI
was too tiny (without any continuous tissue areas larger than 4096 X 4096 under 40X ). After pre-
processing, we had 831 WSIs from 485 cases. Then, considering that not all cases had the status of all five
biomarkers, we grouped the WSIs with a specific biomarker status into a dataset. At last, there were 831
WSIs from 485 cases for /p/19¢g codeletion and MGMT promoter methylation and 828 WSIs from 482
cases for ATRX mutation and I/DH /2 mutation. For TERT promoter mutation, there were 489 WSIs from
266 cases. For each biomarker, we used 10-fold Monte Carlo cross-validation to divide the dataset into
training, validation, and test sets under a split ratio of 8:1:1. Notably, WSIs from the same case were ensured
to be included in the same set. Finally, we reported the pipeline’s average prediction performance and the

standard derivation on the test set.

In-house Xiangya Dataset

Our in-house Xiangya dataset contained 116 WSIs from 116 cases, where 94 WSIs were in the SDPC
format, and 22 WSIs were in the QPTIFF format. We converted the WSIs with SDPC format into the SVS
format. Only /p/19¢q codeletion, A TRX mutation, /DH1/2 mutation, and MGMT promoter methylation status
were recorded in the Xiangya dataset. We pre-processed the WSIs as those in TCGA-LGG. Specifically,
the ATRX mutation and IDHI/2 mutation status of some cases were marked as indeterminate (neither
positive nor negative), and we discarded these ambiguous labels. Finally, we constructed the Xiangya
dataset containing 63 WSIs for /p/19q codeletion, 109 WSIs for ATRX mutation, 73 WSIs for IDHI/2

mutation, and 64 WSIs for MGMT promoter methylation (Table 1).

Multi-Beholder Pipeline Design
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Multiple Instance Learning Framework

As mentioned in the dataset description, each case in this study only had biomarker labels at the WSI level.
Due to the giga-pixeled nature of WSI, it needed to be cut into patches whose labels could not be obtained.
Therefore, the biomarker prediction problem was a typical weakly-supervised binary classification task. To
this end, the MIL framework was employed in this paper. The MIL framework considered the WSIs as
bags, denoted as {B;}, where i stands for the index of the bags. Each bag was composed of K different
instances (non-overlapping patches) denoted by {x;1, X;2,***, X;x } (K may vary across different WSIs). We

only had access to the bag-level label Y; but could not obtain the labels {y;1, ¥i2, ***, i} of the instances.

The basic assumption of MIL is that if the label of a bag is positive (Y; = 1), there is at least one instance
in the bag whose label is positive as well. Otherwise, if the label of a bag is negative (Y; = 0), all instances

in the bag should have negative labels, i.c.,

Yi=1<:)Elyl-j=1,j=1,--~K(:>max{yij}=1, (D
J

,=0&Vy;=0,j=1-,K < max{y;} = 0. (2)
J

This study considered codeletion, mutation, or methylation of a gene or a promoter as a positive label. Since
each bag (WSI) corresponded to a specific biomarker status, they formed a sample point {B;, Y;}, where

Y; € {0,1}.
Patch Feature Extraction

Because WSIs contain billions of pixels, the limitation of memory capacity in GPU makes it infeasible to
directly input the WSIs into deep learning models. To significantly reduce the GPU memory occupation,
we fed the instance features into the MIL framework instead of the patch images. Specifically, we first fed

the patch x;; € R256%256X3 in each WSI into a ResNet50* network pre-trained on ImageNet*’ for feature

extraction by
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hij = F(xi), 3)
where h;; € R1924 is the extracted features, and F is the ResNet50 network. After feature extraction, each
ij

WSI can be represented as a collection of feature vectors, i.e., B; = {h;1, hiz,***, hig }.
Feature Refinement based on OCC

In the Multi-Beholder, the pre-trained ResNet50 based on natural images was used to extract pathological
image features. However, the difference between natural and pathological images may lead to
unsatisfactory feature extraction. To address this problem, we added a trainable feature refinement layer
after ResNet50, which was composed of a fully connected (FC) layer with a ReLU activation function

calculated by
z;; = ReLU(WTh;; +b), (4)

where W € R1024%512 apnd b € R>'2 are the weights and bias of the FC layer, respectively. ReLU(x) =

max (0, x) stands for the ReLU function, and z;; € R>'? is the refined feature vector.

However, directly supervising the training of the feature refinement layer required accurate labels for the
instances, which are not available under the MIL framework. To address this problem, we adopted the OCC
strategy, which could make full use of the true negative instances in negative WSIs to obtain an accurate
negative-positive decision boundary, thereby enabling the discrimination of negative and positive instances
in the positive WSIs to assign instance precise pseudo-labels. Specifically, one-class support vector
machine (OCSVM)* was used as the OCC model in the Multi-Beholder. Let {z], z5, -+, zZy-} be the set of
refined instance features in the negative WSIs, where N~ represents the number of the instances in all
negative WSIs. The basic idea of OCSVM is to find a hyperplane farthest to the zero point while ensuring

all the training samples are on the same side of the normal vector of the hyperplane. In testing, the negative
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instances are located on the side of the normal vector of the hyperplane, while the positive instances are

located on the other side. The objective function of OCSVM is defined as

in 2wl —p+ — NX 5
mpa Mo p 25 ®
=1
s.t.
(w,dE )Y=p—-¢&, 1<i<N-, (6)
§=0,1<i<N". (7)

Here the projection function @ was set to the identity function since the instance features z; had become
distinguishable through the feature refinement layer. w and p are trainable parameters of the OCSVM,
representing the normal vector and intercept of the hyperplane, respectively. ¢; is the slack variable. Besides,
v € (0,1] is a hyper-parameter used to determine an upper bound on the training error and a lower bound

on the support vector ratio.

After training OCSVM utilizing equations (5)-(7), we could judge whether an instance in a positive WSI
belongs to the negative category or not. Let B; be a testing positive bag composed of instances
{z}, 25, Z;'K+}, where K* is the number of instances in the bag. The directed distance of each instance

Z;;- to the hyper-plane w without considering the intercept was calculated by

The larger the directed distance, the higher the likelihood of the instance being negative. We defined the
opposite value d; ; = —d;; as the anomaly score for each instance in positive bags. Eventually, we could
pseudo-label the instances in positive bags based on the anomaly scores. To ensure the accuracy of the
pseudo-labels, we did not label all instances. Instead, we only selected the instances with the highest or

lowest anomaly scores as confident instances and assigned them pseudo-labels. Specifically, all instances
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were first sorted according to the anomaly score d; ;- Then, the M instances with the minimum anomaly
scores were labeled as negative, and those with the M maximum anomaly scores were annotated as positive.
It is worth noting that some noisy patches, such as pen marks, shadows, and bubbles in the WSIs, were
totally different from the tissue patches and had extremely high anomaly scores. Hence, we did not select
patches corresponding to the highest anomaly score of r percentage, where r was a hyperparameter

associated with the dataset.

For the negative WSIs, all instances are negative according to equation (2). Considering that we only
assigned pseudo-labels to the confident instances in the positive WSIs, to ensure data balance, we only
assigned negative labels to the top M and bottom M confident instances measured by the attention score in

the negative WSIs.

With the pseudo-labeling strategy, we could assign labels to the confident instances in both positive and
negative WSIs, which could be used as additional supervision samples for training the feature refinement
layer, thereby improving the biomarker prediction performance. To take full advantage of instance-level
supervision, we designed two separate instance classifiers for the negative and positive instances. The
negative instance classifier classified negative and non-negative instances and vice versa. Specifically, the

two classifiers were built by
Vij = Softmax(W‘Tzij + b‘), 9
9i% = Softmax (W+Tzij + b+) , (10)

where W™~ € R512%2 and W+ € R>12*2 are learnable weights, b~ € R? and b € R? are learnable biases,

and J;; and }7;; represent the probability of z;; being a negative or positive instance, respectively.

Attention-Based Instance Aggregation
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To predict the bag-level biomarker status, it is necessary to aggregate the feature representations of all
instances in the bag to obtain a bag-level feature representation. Traditional instance aggregation operators
in MIL include average pooling, max pooling, and others. However, these operators without trainable
parameters have poor generalization. To address this issue, we adopted an attention-based feature
aggregation method®'. Technically, for each refined instance feature z; > denote its attention score to the
bag-level feature as a;;. The final bag-level feature representation was aggregated by the weighted average
of all instance features over the attention scores by
K
Z; =2aij-zij, 11)

Jj=1

where Z; € R5? is the aggregated bag-level feature representation. In this work, the attention score a;; was
i ggreg g P j

obtained by the gated attention mechanism as

exp{wT(tanh(V'z;;) © sigmoid(U”z;
L= J J
Y K_, exp{wT (tanh(V7z;) O sigmoid(UTz;))}’

(12)

where w € RP*1, V € R512%P and U € R>2*P are learnable weights. D is a manually determined hyper-

parameter controlling the dimension of the latent features when calculating the attention scores.

After obtaining the bag-level representations, an FC layer activated by the Softmax function was utilized

as the bag classifier to obtain the predicted probabilities of the biomarker status as

Y; = Softmax(WgacZ; + bpac), (13)
where Wgag € R512%2 and bg, € R? are learnable weights and biases, respectively.
Optimization Objectives

We used cross entropy as the loss function for negative and positive instance classifiers. For an instance

with pseudo-label y;;, the loss of the negative instance classifier can be expressed as
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L™ (z;;) = =[(1 = yi;) log(P;;[11) + y;; log(P;;[01)]. (14)
where (0] and $;;[1], i.e., the first and second components of 9;;, represent the predicted non-negative
and negative evidence probability from the negative evidence classifier.

Similarly, the loss of the positive evidence classifier can be expressed as

L*(z;) = —[yi;log(P5111) + (1 — yy;) log(p:5[01)]- (15)

The bag-level classifier also used the cross entropy loss, defined as
LBAS(By) = ~[Y;log(¥:[1]) + (1 — Y log(¥;[0])]- (16)

For each WSI B;, the total loss function was defined as the weighted sum of the losses of the instance

classifiers and the bag-level classifier, which is expressed as

a
LB =y - I8 + 3 > L (a) + L (2). (17)
2|C (B
zij€C(B})
Here C(B;) represents the features of the confident instances in B;. | - | represents the cardinality of a set.

a4 and a, are manually set weights, which satisfy aq + @, = 1.
Test-Time Domain Generalization

Due to distinctions in ethnicity, staining, scanners, etc., there are often differences between the WSIs used
in training and testing, leading to a substantial performance drop when a model trained on the source domain
(training set) is directly applied to the target domain (test set). Domain adaptation (DA) effectively solves
the inconsistency between the source and target domains®2. However, traditional DA techniques require
target domain data to take part in the training process. Therefore, if the model needs to be applied to a new
dataset, retraining is necessary, which is time-consuming and severely limits the model's usability. In

contrast, testing-time DG methods do not need target domain data during training, enabling the model to
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generalize well to a new target domain without retraining®. Consequently, the Multi-Beholder adopted the

DG method T3A* into the biomarker prediction task.

Specifically, two support sets, S(°) and S(), were maintained for negative and positive WSIs, respectively,
with the initial element being the weight of the bag-level classifier corresponding to the biomarker label.

Namely, for the weight of the trained bag-level classifier W4, we had
SO = Wgacl:,i] € R®12,i = 0,1. (18)
Next, for each test WSI B, we first fed it into the trained Multi-Beholder and got a raw prediction ¥. Then,

we normalized the bag representation and added it to the support set corresponding to ¥, i.e.,

- - Z
s s y {_} 19
Iz (19

where ||| represents the L-2 norm.

Finally, the average of each support set was calculated as the new weight for the bag classifier, and the

actually predicted label ¥ for B was calculated by

Y = argmax; exp(<ci 2 >) (20)
smax; exp(< co, Z >) +exp(<cy,Z>))’
where
1 2 .
Ci Zw Z,l—O,l. (21)

zeS®

In practice, considering the raw predictions may be wrong, only the features whose prediction probability
entropy is below the C-th largest among the support set were considered in equation (21), where C is a

hyperparameter.

Visualization of attention maps and instance feature distributions
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To visualize the attention map and the t-SNE instance feature distribution map, we chose the trained Multi-
Beholder with the best test AUROC among the ten folds on the TCGA-LGG dataset. Then, we randomly
selected one WSI in the test set for visualization. For the attention map, we first calculated the raw attention
scores of each patch feature z;; by wT(tanh(VTZi ]-) O] Singid(UTZi ]-)), and then we scaled the raw

attention scores to 0-1 by the Min-Max normalization. Finally, the instances whose normalized attention
scores were among the largest 10% were selected for better visualization by applying a heatmap upon the

WSI under 1 X magnification.

For the visualization of the instance distribution map, we first reduced the refined instance features to two
dimensions using t-SNE*2. Then, we uniformly selected up to 2,000 instances for plotting. To draw the
decision boundary of the OCC on the 2-dimension plot, we utilized the SVR* to estimate the decision
boundary by feeding the dimension-reduced instance features and the instance labels predicted by the
trained OCSVM into the SVR. For ATRX mutation and TERT promoter mutation, because there were too
few or even no predicted negative instances, it was difficult to train the SVR. So, we did not plot the
estimated decision boundary. The attention scores were normalized by Min-Max normalization among the

selected instances in the instance feature distribution map.

Cell proportion calculation with HoverNet

To calculate the proportions of different cell types in the top 10% attended patches, we utilized the

t*! pre-trained on the PanNuke**® dataset, which was composed of histopathology patches under

HoverNe
different magnifications from 19 different tissues, including the brain tumor, with over 200,000 precise-
labeled nuclei annotations. The PanNuke dataset was officially split into three folds. We trained the
HoverNet using the first fold and validated the HoverNet on the second fold, with the third fold being the

test set. Besides, it is worth noting that in a validation epoch, we randomly selected 200 samples from the
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whole validation dataset to save time. Finally, the HoverNet with the best validation loss was selected as

the model for cell proportion calculation, which achieved an average Dice score of 0.7929 on the test set.

Experimental Settings

During training the Multi-Beholder, the batch size was one and the dimension of the latent features during
attention calculation, i.e., D, was set to 128. The learning rate was set to 0.0005. The optimizer was Adam’’,
with 5; and 5, set to 0.9 and 0.999, respectively. The weight decay was set to 1e-4. Early stopping was
used during training. After each epoch, the model was evaluated by the AUROC on the validation set. The
training was stopped if the validation AUROC did not increase for ten consecutive epochs with the
maximum number of epochs being 200. Finally, the model with the highest validation AUROC was taken
for testing. Apart from normalizing the patches using the mean and variance of ImageNet, no data
augmentation was used. The number of confident instances M was set to 8 for /p/19¢q codeletion, ATRX
mutation, and TERT promoter mutation. For IDH1/2 mutation and MGMT promoter methylation, M was
set to 16 and 64, respectively. The weight of the bag loss a; was set to 0.7 for Ip/19q mutation, MGMT
promoter methylation, and TERT promoter mutation and @y = 0.9 for /DH1/2 mutation. For ATRX
mutation, we set a; = 0.3. The percentage of the noisy patches not selected for pseudo-labeling, r, was set
to 5 and 10 for /p/19q codeletion and /DH 1/2 mutation, respectively, with r = 20 for other biomarkers. As
for OCSVM, the lower bound of the support vector ratio v was set to 0.25 for ATRX mutation and /DH1/2
mutation, and v was 0.55, 0.05, and 0.95 for /p/I9q codeletion, MGMT promoter methylation, and TERT
promoter mutation, respectively. OCSVM training was stopped when the reduction in training loss was less
than 0.0001. After each training epoch, OCSVM was retrained from scratch. Besides, we utilized T3A for
1p/19q codeletion and A TRX mutation with the number of selected instances in the support set, C, set to 10

and 8 on the TCGA-LGG dataset, respectively.
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Statistical information and experimental environment

All available WSIs that had enough tissue areas were included in the deep learning pipeline. In this study,
all experiments were done on an Ubuntu 18.04LTS server with one RTX 3090 GPU. The Multi-Beholder
was implemented by Pytorch 1.12.1 and Pytorch Lightning 1.6.3. Moreover, the SGDOneClassSVM in
scikit-learn was utilized to implement the OCSVM model. The Python environment was 3.8.13. All metrics,
including AUROC, accuracy, recall (=sensitivity), precision, and F1 score, were calculated by
TorchMetrics 0.9.3. All metrics were measured under a macro-averaged scheme except for the accuracy,
which was micro-averaged. SVR and t-SNE were implemented by scikit-learn 1.1.1. All statistical analyses

were done by scikit-learn 1.3.0. All experimental result figures were created by seaborn 0.12.2.

Data Availability

TCGA-LGG is a public dataset that can be accessed through the Genomic Data Commons Data Portal
(https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/), where the WSIs and the biomarker status can be obtained. Xiangya is an

in-house private dataset available upon reasonable requests to the corresponding authors.

Code Availability

After acceptance, the codes for model development and result analysis, along with the trained model

parameters, will be open-sourced on GitHub.
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Tables

Table 1 Statistics of TCGA-LGG and Xiangya external cohort

TCGA-LGG Xiangya
Dataset & Race (Western) ( Chil%g)
Number of cases N =491 N =116
Age (MeantStandard Deviation) 43.5+13.5 37.1+16.9
Survival Months (Mean+Standard Deviation) 24.2+29.7 -
Male 242 (49.3%) 60 (51.7%)
Sex Female 191 (38.9%) 55 (47.4%)
Not Available 58 (11.8%) 1 (0.9%)
Anaplastic astrocytoma 6 (5.2%)
Anaplastic diffuse astrocytoma 1 (0.9%)
Astrocy- Diffuse astrocytoma 54 (46.6%)
Subtype toma g Pilocytic astrocytoma 156 (31.8%) 11 (9.5%)
Pilomyxoid astrocytoma 1 (0.9%)
Xanthomatous astrocytoma 3 (2.6%)
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Others 9 (7.8%)
Oligoastrocytoma 113 (23.0%) 0 (0.0%)
Oligodendroglioma 164 (33.4%) 20 (17.2%)
Ependymoma 0 (0.0%) 4 (3.4%)
Ganglionic glioma 0 (0.0%) 3 (2.6%)
Not Available 58 (11.8%) 4 (3.4%)
Stage I 0 (0.0%) 13 (11.2%)
WHO Stage 11 205 (41.8%) 92 (79.3%)
Staging Stage 111 228 (46.4%) 6 (5.2%)
Not Available 58 (11.8%) 5(4.3%)
1p/19 Codeleted 161 (32.8%) 19 (16.4%)
codeletion Non-codeleted 330 (67.2%) 44 (37.9%)
Not Available 0 (0.0%) 53 (45.7%)
Mutated 177 (36.0%) 33 (28.4%)
ATRX Wild-type 311 (63.3%) 76 (65.5%)
mutation Intermediate 0 (0.0%) 5 (4.3%)
Not Available 3 (0.6%) 2 (1.7%)
TERT Mutated 122 (24.8%) -
promoter Wild-type 148 (30.1%) -
mutation Not Available 221 (45.0%) -
Mutated 398 (81.1%) 44 (37.9%)
IDH1/2 Wild-type 90 (18.3%) 29 (25.0%)
mutation Intermediate 0 (0.0%) 2 (1.7%)
Not Available 3 (0.6%) 41 (35.3%)
MGMT Methylated 407 (82.9%) 26 (22.4%)
promoter Non-methylated 84 (17.1%) 38 (32.8%)
methylation Not Available 0 (0.0%) 52 (44.8%)
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