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Abstract. Multiple Instance Learning (MIL) has demonstrated effec-
tiveness in analyzing whole slide images (WSIs), yet it often encoun-
ters overfitting challenges in real-world applications. This paper reveals
the correlation between MIL’s performance and the entropy of atten-
tion values. Based on this observation, we propose Attention Diversity
Regularization (ADR), a simple but effective technique aimed at pro-
moting high entropy in attention values. Specifically, ADR introduces a
negative Shannon entropy loss for attention values into the regular MIL
framework. Compared to existing methods aimed at alleviating overfit-
ting, which often necessitate additional modules or processing steps, our
ADR approach requires no such extras, demonstrating simplicity and ef-
ficiency. We evaluate our ADR on three WSI classification tasks. ADR
achieves superior performance over the state-of-the-art on most of them.
We also show that ADR can enhance heatmaps, aligning them better
with pathologists’ diagnostic criteria. The source code is available at
https://github.com/dazhangyu123/ADR.

Keywords: Computational pathology · Whole slide image · Multiple
instance learning · Overfitting · Entropy regularization.

1 Introduction

Whole slide images (WSIs) are widely recognized as the gold standard for numer-
ous cancer diagnoses. They play a crucial role in ensuring precise diagnosis [1],
prognosis [17,31], and the development of treatment plans [27]. In recent years,
multiple instance learning (MIL) has emerged as a promising approach for WSI
analysis [5,20,16,36,30,33,8,15,14,21]. Although considerable progress has been
made on this field, recent studies have uncovered issues of overfitting in MIL due
to factors like limited scale of available data [28,32,34,13], class imbalance [34],
and staining bias [18,35].

There have been some recent efforts that focus on mitigating the overfitting
issue from the perspectives of data augmentation [32,30,28,34] and regularization
[18,13]. For data augmentation methods, DTFD-MIL [32] enlarges the number
of bags by introducing the concept of pseudo-bags. Mixup-MIL [6], Remix [30],
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Table 1: Detailed comparison of methods used for combating the overfitting
for WSI classification. Time means the training time cost on CAMELYON-16
dataset. Avg. AUC denotes the averaged test AUC value on three datasets.

Method Extra Modules/Processing Time Avg. AUC

DSMIL [13] Two stream architecture for critical instance and bag embeddings 11.8 min 86.3
DTFD-MIL [32] Double-tier attention mechanisms 12.7 min 90.0
IBMIL [18] New training stage of interventional training from scratch 19.9 min 87.9
MHIM-MIL [28] Teacher model for masking easy instances 21.8 min 89.6

ADR(ours) None 10.5 min 90.8
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Fig. 1: Samples with higher entropy
in their attention values exhibit
higher accuracy. This result is ob-
tained on the LBC dataset at seed
1.
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Fig. 2: There exists a moderate positive
correlation between AUROC values and
entropy of attention values across experi-
mental seeds. One point denotes the out-
come of a single seed on the LBC dataset.

and Slot-Mix [12] generate the pseudo bag by mixing two bags. WENO [22],
MHIM-MIL [28], and STKIM [34] create hard bags/samples by masking the
easy instances in the bag. For the regularization methods, DSMIL [13], H2MIL
[9], and DAS-MIL [2] consider the hierarchical structure of patches and aggregate
multi-scale representations in attention mechanisms. Some studies introduce self-
attention layers [24] and graph neural networks [7,3,29] to model correlations
between different areas. Although these methods achieve promising results, the
majority of them introduce intricate modules/processing (refer to Tab. 1 second
column), which not only significantly increase computational time but also limit
their scalability.

In this paper, we reveal that the entropy of attention values is closely linked
to MIL’s performance. In Fig. 1, we observe that samples with higher entropy
in their attention values tend to demonstrate higher accuracy. Fig. 2 illustrates
the moderate positive correlation between AUROC and entropy of attention val-
ues across experimental seeds. Leveraging these insights, we propose Attention
Diversification Regularization (ADR), a straightforward yet effective method to
address overfitting. This regularization only requires plugging a negative entropy
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Fig. 3: Overview of plugging ADR into MIL framework. ADR adds only a nega-
tive entropy regularization for attention values to the regular MIL framework.

loss for attention values to the regular MIL paradigm (see Fig. 3). A prelimi-
nary comparison between our ADR and existing methods is shown in Table 1.
Our ADR stands out from existing methods by not requiring any additional
modules or processing, while also imposing minimal computational overhead,
highlighting its simplicity and efficiency. Our experimental evaluations on three
benchmark datasets (CAMELYON16, CAMELYON17, and our in-house LBC
dataset) demonstrate the superior performance of our proposed method. Addi-
tionally, we show that ADR enhances heatmaps, aligning them more closely with
pathologists’ diagnostic criteria.

2 Method

We present ADR, a plug-and-play regularization to enhance the MIL framework,
building upon the commonly used MIL framework, ABMIL [10]. Sec. 2.1 provides
a brief overview of ABMIL for WSI classification. In Sec. 2.2, we present ADR
and then integrate it into ABMIL. Fig. 3 depicts the overview of our solution.
Sec. 2.3 consolidates various approaches aimed at mitigating overfitting from the
aspect of excessive concentration of attention values.

2.1 ABMIL for WSI Analysis

For the WSI classification problem, we have access to the WSI X along with its
slide-level label Y . Typically, the resolution of a WSI ranges from 50, 000×50, 000
to 100, 000 × 100, 000, making it computationally infeasible to be directly used
for training. To resolve this, regular MIL framework, represented by ABMIL [10],
segments full resolution WSIs into non-overlapping patches {xn}Nn=1, following

applying a two-step process to predict the slide label Ŷ . Next, we provide a
detailed introduction to these two steps.
Extracting instance feature. In the original paper, ABMIL utilizes an Ima-
genet pre-trained encoder to extract instance features. However, recent research
[19,4] has shown that replacing this encoder with one pre-trained using SSL can
lead to significant performance improvements. Hence, following [34], we employ
the ViT-S/16 pre-trained on 36,666 WSIs [11] as our encoder.



4 Authors Suppressed Due to Excessive Length

Aggregating instance features and outputting bag predication. AB-
MIL aggregates all instance embeddings into the bag embedding using a gated
attention operator, which can be written as:

z =

N∑
n=1

anhn, (1)

where an = σ(hn) represents the attention values for n-th instance, hn. Specifi-
cally, the gated attention mechanism σ(hn) can be formulated as:

σ(hn) =
exp{wT(tanh(V1hn)⊙ sigm(V2hn))}∑N
j=1 exp{wT(tanh(V1hj)⊙ sigm(V2hj))}

, (2)

where V1,V2 ∈ RL×M , w ∈ RL×1 are parameters, ⊙ is an element-wise multi-
plication and sigm(·) is the sigmoid non-linearity. Obtaining the bag embedding,

ABMIL outputs the bag prediction by suspending a MLP layer Ŷ = g(z). The
loss for training the ABMIL is defined as:

Lce = H(Y , Ŷ ) = −
∑
i

Yi log Ŷi (3)

2.2 Attention Diversification Regularization

The objective of ADR is to maximize the entropy H(A) of attention values,
A = {an}Nn=1. This is achieved by formulating ADR as the negative Shannon
entropy [23]:

Ladr = −H(A) =
∑
n

an log an (4)

This formulation aims to prevent attention values from being concentrated on
minority instances. By combining Eq. 3 and 4, the final objective of our solution
can be formulated as:

Ltotal = Lce + λLadr (5)

where λ is a hyperparameter that balances the trade-off between Lce and Ladr.

Discussion. ADR serves a similar role to the KL-divergence loss in the C2C
[25] by assigning attention values to more patches. However, there are distinct
differences between them. Firstly, while ADR operates on all instances, the KL-
divergence loss in C2C focuses on instances within a cluster. Secondly, the KL-
divergence loss forces the attention mechanism to weigh all instances uniformly,
whereas the negative Shannon entropy prevents attention values from concen-
trating solely on a few instances. This disparity makes the KL-divergence loss
unsuitable as our objective (validated in Sec. 3).
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2.3 Relation to Existing Works

In this section, we relate our ADR and several recent efforts through their impact
on suppressing attention value concentration. This can improve the understand-
ing for our method as well as these methods.
Excessive concentration of attention values. Several existing studies [13,34]
have revealed that attention values in ABMIL tend to concentrate on a small
number of instances, compared with the tumor regions outlined by pathologists.
A recent study [34] has revealed that the excessive concentration of attention
values will cause the overfitting of attention mechanism.
Understanding existing methods and ADR from mitigating excessive
concentration of attention values. Several existing methods as well as our
ADR alleviate overfitting by mitigating the excessive concentration of attention
values. Masking-based methods [22,28,34] mask out the instances with the high-
est attention values, allocating their attention values to remaining instances.
Clustering-based methods [25,7] group instances into clusters and randomly
sample instances from these clusters, ensuring attention values are not overly
focused on minority instances. MBA [34] generates the heatmap by averaging
the attention values generated by multiple attention layers, thereby avoiding the
over-concentration of attention values. In contrast, our ADR approach directly
applies regularization to disperse attention values, thereby addressing concen-
tration directly.

3 Experiments

Datasets and Evaluation Metrics. The performance of ADR is evaluated on
two public WSI datasets, i.e., CAMELYON16 [1] and CAMELYON17 [1], and
one private dataset, LBC. CAMELYON16 dataset consists of 400 WSIs in total,
including 270 for training and 130 for testing. Following [32,13,34], we further
randomly split the training and validation sets from the official training set with
a ratio of 9:1. CAMELYON17 dataset contains 1,000 WSIs collected from five
hospitals, categorized into different slide labels such as Normal, isolated tumor
cells, Micro-metastases, and Macro-metastases. Due to the absence of labels for
the test set, the training set (500 WSIs) is reallocated to validate the OOD
performance. Specifically, 200 WSIs from the fourth and fifth hospitals are des-
ignated as the test set, while the remaining 300 WSIs are randomly split for
training and validation in a 9:1 ratio. The liquid-based cytology (LBC) dataset
collected 1,989 WSIs and included 4 classes, i.e., Negative, ASC-US, LSIL, and
ASC-H/HSIL. We randomly split the whole dataset into training, validation,
and test sets with the ratio of 6:2:2. Following [15,34], macro-AUC and macro-F1
scores are reported. Each main experiment is conducted five times with random
parameter initializations, and the average classification performance and stan-
dard deviation are reported. Besides, following [19,32,34], the test performance
is reported in epochs with the best validation performance.
Implementation Details. (1) Pre-processing. We follow the pre-processing of
CLAM [19], which involves threshold segmentation and filtering to locate tissue
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Table 2: The performance of different MIL approaches across three datasets and
two evaluation metrics. The most superior performance is highlighted in bold.

Method
CAMELYON-16 CAMELYON-17 LBC

F1-score AUC F1-score AUC F1-score AUC

Max-pooling 0.903±0.054 0.956±0.029 0.413±0.077 0.722±0.069 0.590±0.043 0.829±0.023

Mean-pooling 0.577±0.057 0.569±0.081 0.402±0.026 0.751±0.015 0.559±0.024 0.827±0.012

Clam-SB [19] 0.925±0.035 0.969±0.024 0.523±0.020 0.846±0.020 0.617±0.022 0.865±0.018

LossAttn [26] 0.908±0.031 0.928±0.014 0.575±0.051 0.865±0.016 0.621±0.012 0.843±0.006

ABMIL [10] 0.914±0.031 0.945±0.027 0.522±0.050 0.853±0.016 0.595±0.036 0.831±0.022

TransMIL [24] 0.922±0.019 0.943±0.009 0.554±0.048 0.792±0.029 0.539±0.028 0.805±0.010

DSMIL [13] 0.943±0.007 0.966±0.009 0.532±0.064 0.804±0.032 0.562±0.028 0.820±0.033

DTFD-MIL [32] 0.948±0.007 0.980±0.011 0.535±0.046 0.877±0.018 0.612±0.034 0.842±0.010

IBMIL [18] 0.912±0.034 0.954±0.022 0.557±0.034 0.850±0.024 0.604±0.032 0.834±0.014

MHIM-MIL [28] 0.932±0.024 0.970±0.037 0.541±0.022 0.845±0.026 0.658±0.041 0.872±0.022

ILRA [29] 0.904±0.071 0.940±0.060 0.631±0.051 0.860±0.020 0.618±0.051 0.859±0.017

ADR(ours) 0.951±0.004 0.967±0.008 0.638±0.007 0.883±0.013 0.664±0.021 0.874±0.012

regions in each WSI. From these regions, we extract non-overlapping patches
of size 256 × 256 at a magnification of ×20. (2) Model Architecture. Learnable
components of the model include one fully-connected layer to reduce features
to 128 dimensions, a gated attention network, and a fully-connected layer for
making predictions. (3) Optimization. The model is trained for 50 epochs using
a cosine learning rate decay starting at 0.0001. We employ an Adam optimizer
with a weight decay of 0.0001, and the batch size is set to 1. (4) Hyperparameters.
The default λ is set as 0.01, 0.1, and 0.1 for CAMELYON16, CAMELYON17,
and LBC, respectively.

Performance comparison with SOTA methods. We mainly compare with
attention-based MIL methods including AB-MIL [10], DSMIL [13], CLAM-SB
[19], TransMIL [24], DTFD-MIL [32], IBMIL [18], MHIM-MIL [28], ILRA [29]
and LossAttn [26]. In addition, we compared two traditional MIL pooling op-
erations, Max-pooling and Mean-pooling. The results of all other methods are
reproduced using the official code they provide under the same settings. As pre-
sented in Tab. 2, our ADR achieves the best performance on five out of six
metric terms. Particularly noteworthy is its performance on the CAMELYON17
and LBC datasets, which are more complex than the CAMELYON16 dataset
due to a higher number of classes and more imbalanced class ratios. Despite
these challenges, our ADR consistently achieves the best performance across all
four metric terms for both datasets.

Performance comparison of integrating our ADR into different MIL
methods. To illustrate the versatility of our ADR in enhancing the performance
of various MIL methods, we choose three commonly used MIL frameworks, AB-
MIL [10], MHA [34], and LossAttn [26], as baseline methods. Fig. 4 shows the
performance comparison with and without our proposed ADR. The plots con-
sistently show improvements in AUC across different datasets, underscoring the
effectiveness of ADR in enhancing the performance of diverse MIL frameworks.

Ablation. We conducted an ablation analysis on the CAMELYON17 dataset to
examine the individual contributions of ADR. We varied the weight of ADR, λ,
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Fig. 4: Performance comparison before and after plugging our ADR into three
MIL methods, ABMIL, MHA, and LossAttn. ADR consistently improves their
performance across three datasets, as indicated by the comparison between the
light blue and dark blue bars.
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Fig. 5: Ablation results on the CAME-
LYON17 dataset. Choosing an appro-
priate λ is critical for ADR.
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Fig. 6: Performance comparison of us-
ing negative entropy and KL diver-
gence as the loss formulation of ADR.

across a range of values: {0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4}. Here, λ = 0 indicates the exclusion
of ADR. As depicted in Fig. 5, setting λ > 0 consistently enhances performance
compared to the baseline (λ = 0). However, performance begins to degrade with
larger λ values. Thus, selecting an appropriate λ is crucial for optimizing the
effectiveness of ADR.

Negative entropy V.S. KL divergence as the loss formulation of ADR.
To compare their difference as the loss formulation for ADR, we compare AUORC
results across three datasets. Fig. 6 presents the performance of ABMIL, ABMIL
with negative entropy, and ABMIL with KL divergence. We find that negative
entropy yields comparable performance to KL divergence on CAMELYON16
and notably outperforms KL divergence on the other two datasets. Additionally,
KL divergence leads to performance degradation on the LBC dataset, indicating
its unsuitability for the ADR formulation.

Heatmap Visualization. The heatmap can identify important instances that
provide insight into the prediction. In clinical practice, the heatmap is always
used to ensure the reliability of the method by comparing it with expert knowl-
edge and serve as an indicator for the automatic selection of regions of interest
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Fig. 7: Heatmap visualization of WSIs produced by ABMIL and ADR (Zoom-in
for best view). We selected three WSIs from the CAMELYON16 dataset: one
slide with large tumor regions and two slides with small tumor regions. ADR
assigns attention values to a broader range of tumor instances compared to
ABMIL, leading to better alignment with expert annotations.

[27]. Fig. 7 presents heatmap visualizations illustrating three examples of our
ADR compared to the baseline method, ABMIL [10].

In the first whole slide image (WSI), a large tumor region is present. Con-
trasting with ABMIL, ADR disperses attention across a broader range of tumor
instances. Moving to the second and third WSIs, which contain smaller tumor
regions, ABMIL concentrates solely on a part of tumor instances, whereas ADR
effectively identifies the entire tumor region.

4 Conclusion

Our experiments on three datasets highlight the efficacy of ADR in addressing
overfitting challenges within the MIL framework. Compared with existing solu-
tions, the simplicity of ADR is worth reemphasizing. It requires no additional
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modules or processing, involving only one hyperparameter, λ. In practice, users
only need to select an appropriate λ for their specific dataset when implementing
ADR. Moreover, the effectiveness of data augmentation techniques [32,30,28,34]
have been extensively validated. Intuitively, these techniques are complementary
to our ADR. The combination of these two techniques is a future work.
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