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• AI-driven methods allow refining cell delineation in SEM images
• A deep cell contour closing operator is proposed
• CNN are suitable to fill cell contours in regions with deficient/absent information
• Low integrity in cell boundaries can be simulated using partial differential equation
• Cell instance segmentation is enhanced in private and public datasets
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A B S T R A C T
Accurately segmenting and individualizing cells in scanning electron microscopy (SEM) im-
ages is a highly promising technique for elucidating tissue architecture in oncology. While
current artificial intelligence (AI)-based methods are effective, errors persist, necessitating time-
consuming manual corrections, particularly in areas where the quality of cell contours in the
image is poor and requires gap filling.

This study presents a novel AI-driven approach for refining cell boundary delineation to
improve instance-based cell segmentation in SEM images, also reducing the necessity for resid-
ual manual correction. A Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) Closing Operator (COp-Net) is
introduced to address gaps in cell contours, effectively filling in regions with deficient or absent
information. The network takes as input cell contour probability maps with potentially inadequate
or missing information and outputs corrected cell contour delineations. The lack of training data
was addressed by generating low integrity probability maps using a tailored partial differential
equation (PDE), for which we publicly provide the source code.

We showcase the efficacy of our approach in augmenting cell boundary precision using
both private SEM images from patient-derived xenograft (PDX) hepatoblastoma tissues and
publicly accessible images datasets. The proposed cell contour closing operator exhibits a notable
improvement in tested datasets, achieving respectively close to 50% (private data) and 10%
(public data) increase in the accurately-delineated cell proportion compared to state-of-the-
art methods. Additionally, the need for manual corrections was significantly reduced, therefore
facilitating the overall digitalization process.

Our results demonstrate a notable enhancement in the accuracy of cell instance segmentation,
particularly in highly challenging regions where image quality compromises the integrity of cell
boundaries, necessitating gap filling. Therefore, our work should ultimately facilitate the study
of tumour tissue bioarchitecture in onconanotomy field.

1. Introduction
In recent years, there has been a growing interest in studying tissue architecture, particularly in the field of oncology,

where a deeper understanding of intracellular and intercellular ultrastructure could lead to major advancements in
tumour therapy (Johnson et al., 2022; Han et al., 2023; Machireddy et al., 2023a,b). Scanning electron microscopy
(SEM) has become a crucial imaging technique for providing nanometer-resolution views of the ultrastructure of
whole cells and tissues (Denk and Horstmann, 2004; Riesterer et al., 2019). This technology enables the visualization
of organelles such as nuclei, mitochondria, nucleoli, and lipid droplets and so on, but also the study of the organization
of cells into the tissue, an essential step for understanding tumour tissue development mechanisms and drug
resistance. Therefore, the analysis of bioarchitectural parameters within and among tumour cells holds great promise
in onconanotomy field, paving the way for a better understanding of tumour tissue 3D organization (Senneville et al.,
2021).
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Enhanced Cell Segmentation in SEM Images

To this end, an instance segmentation of SEM images is mandatory, which involves identifying and separating
individual structures, including detecting the boundaries of each structure and assigning a unique label to each. Each
organelle or cellular component possesses distinct characteristics, including number, size, shape, texture, or grey
level in images. Consequently, their individual segmentations present diverse methodological challenges (Senneville
et al., 2021). Manual segmentation is laborious, necessitating automated methods to comprehend the functioning
of a heterogeneous lesion in its entirety. Therefore, several studies focused on the development of algorithms for
segmenting organelles within cells (Machireddy et al., 2023a; Wei et al., 2020). However, cell segmentation and
labelling constitute crucial data for collecting cell population statistics. To accomplish this, numerous studies have
relied on manually segmenting a subset of cells for inter-cell comparison (Johnson et al., 2022). However, in particular
and unlike organoids, tumour tissue is subject to a great deal of pressure, which means that cells are often tightly packed
together. In addition, depending on the tissue fixation method and microscope parameters used, cell membranes are
more or less visible. Therefore, enhancing computer-aided instance segmentation of closely spaced cells presents a
significant challenge addressed within this paper.

Recently, artificial intelligence (AI) has proven to be an extremely powerful tool for facilitating segmentation
(Karabag et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2021). Among the significant advances, the U-Net architecture introduced by
Ronneberger et al. (2015) has attracted a great deal of interest, particularly in image segmentation. A notable
enhancement to U-Net is the use of weight maps in the loss function to more accurately account for cell boundary
details, helping to improve segmentation accuracy. Guerrero-Peña et al. (2018) introduced two innovative weight
maps integrated into the weighted cross-entropy loss function, which consider the geometric characteristics of cell
contours. The shape-aware map assigns substantial weights to narrow and concave areas, leading to superior instance
segmentation outcomes. Additionally, by incorporating a third class representing touching borders, they improved
the discriminative capability of the network. Alternative methods utilize a combination of techniques, integrating
deep learning, optical flow, and cross-slice linking, to extrapolate segmentations or manual corrections beyond the
original plane (Senneville et al., 2021; Machireddy et al., 2023b; Wen et al., 2023). More recently, Isensee et al.
(2021) presented a self-configuring method for biological and medical images segmentation named nnU-Net. This deep
learning open-source algorithm automatically configures itself, including preprocessing, data augmentation, network
architecture, training and post-processing for any new task and surpasses most existing approaches on many public
datasets with various dimensions. Additionally, Isensee et al. (2024) have reaffirmed the continued prominence of
Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) and nnU-Net as the leading techniques in medical segmentation. For the specific
case of cell instance segmentation, Wang et al. (2022) proposed a method which is conducted using a super voxel-
based clustering algorithm. Moreover, they provided an overview of the existing deep learning model for 2D and 3D
cell segmentation and lists their major drawbacks. Recently, a general-purpose algorithm called Cellpose has been
developed and continuously updated to achieve instance cell segmentation across various microscopy modalities and
fluorescent markers (Stringer et al., 2021; Pachitariu and Stringer, 2022; Stringer and Pachitariu, 2024). The authors
proposed a vector flow representation that can be predicted by a neural network. Then, by running a gradient ascent
procedure for all pixels in an image and checking which pixels converged to the same fixed point, they can assign
different label to each cell.

While the aforementioned end-to-end methods show strong efficiency in segmenting cells and assigning a unique
label to each, a challenge inherently persist in practice in areas where cell contours are not straightforward, even for a
biological expert. In practice, addressing these issues involve filling gaps manually in cell contour segmentation. Gap
filling in contour objects can be assessed using the developments performed in the field of mathematical morphology
since the 1970s. This task can be typically achieved through a closing operation, which involves dilation followed by
erosion (Serra, 2011). This approach is effective when the structures are relatively simple and sparse. However, it falls
short when the gaps are elongated, large, and numerous, as it tends to excessively alter the overall structure. Filling
gaps in object contour segmentation can be seen as an inpainting problem necessitating prior localization knowledge
of regions to be corrected. Many works use diffusion partial differential equation (PDE) to solve this problem such as
heat equation (Qin et al., 2012) and Cahn-Hilliard equation (Bertozzi et al., 2007b,a; Bosch and Stoll, 2015). Moreover,
Schönlieb (2023) also provides three inpainting codes using heat equation, Total Variation (TV) inpainting and TV-
H−1 inpainting. All of these models are commonly used to restore damaged images as fingerprint image or gray scale
photography with little inpainting area. However, they require the missing regions as input, which is a real drawback
in applications where there are numerous such regions. Nowadays, the most effective methodologies rely on CNN
capable of autonomously detecting absent line segments and accurately reinstating them with appropriate thickness
and curvature, even within images exhibiting numerous omissions (Sasaki et al., 2017; Chen et al., 2018, 2019).
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To enhance the aforementioned techniques for cell instance segmentation, our approach focuses on delineating cell
boundaries, and our contributions are threefold:

1. An AI-driven cell contour Closing Operator (COp-Net) is proposed: a dedicated CNN-based closing network,
embedded in an iterative scheme, is introduced to detect and fill specific gaps, as summarized in Figure 1.

2. A novel data simulation approach is proposed to simulate local areas with inadequate or missing information
using a fully dedicated PDE during training, for which we publicly provide the code online for reproducibility
purpose.

3. The proposed approach is assessed for cell instance segmentation using both private high-quality SEM images
from patient-derived xenograft (PDX) tumour tissues and publicly available datasets.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the complete cell instance segmentation
pipeline, detailing each component. Section 3 analyses the performance on private and public validation datasets,
showcasing stability in corrections and a significant increase in the proportion of correctly identified cells. Finally,
Section 4 discusses the presented results, evaluates the usefulness of each component, and suggests future avenues for
exploration.

2. Material and methods
Our approach for cell instance segmentation relies on the delineation of cell boundaries, which consists of

two steps summarized in Figure 1. First, a voxelwise cell contour probability map is generated from a 3D SEM
image (Step #1/section 2.1). A CNN Closing Operator (COp-Net) is subsequently applied to address gaps in cell
contours (Step #2/section 2.2). Ultimately, a connected component algorithm is applied to generate the cell instance
segmentation.

Note that, our implementation heavily rely on the utilization of the open-source nnU-Net algorithm for both steps
due to its self-configuring capabilities, its robust data augmentation, versatile 2D and 3D architectures and performance
which align with the standards of leading techniques in medical image segmentation (Isensee et al., 2024).

Figure 1: Overview of the proposed pipeline for cell instance segmentation. A segmentation neural network first generates
a probability map 𝑢 of cell contours from a 3D SEM stack input (Step #1, see section 2.1). Subsequently, the proposed
Closing Operator (COp-Net) automatically identifies and fills regions with insufficient or missing information (Step #2,
see section 2.2). Finally, a connected component labelling algorithm is applied to achieve individual cell identification and
produce the output cell instance segmentation.

2.1. Generation of cell contour probability maps (Step #1)
The nnU-Net algorithm (Isensee et al., 2021) was trained in a supervised end-to-end manner on ground truth cell

contours to produce cell contour probability maps. Note that either a 2D or 3D architecture was employed depending on
the slice thickness of the training dataset. This information is provided for each dataset used for training in section 2.3.
Additionally, the original implementation of nnU-Net allows saving probabilities by skipping the last activation layer.
In the resulting maps (noted 𝑢 throughout the rest of the manuscript), each pixel (resp. voxel) value represents the
probability of it being part of a cell contour.

F. Robert et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 15
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2.2. Deep cell contour Closing Operator (COp-Net/Step #2)
At this point, we have cell contour probability maps 𝑢 that contain locally inadequate or missing information. The

proposed cell contour correction network, COp-Net, is then applied to automatically rectify these maps (see Figure 2).
We employed a 2D convolutional neural network (CNN) architecture to enable a direct comparison with state-of-the-art
cell instance segmentation techniques, which are trained in a 2D context (section 2.4.3 and section 2.4.4). Once trained,
the COp-Net was applied on a slice-by-slice basis on 𝑢. Once more, we exploited the nnU-Net algorithm (Isensee et al.,
2021, 2024), utilizing its 2D architecture. The proposed closing operator is embedded in an iterative scheme with a
dedicated convergence criterion. In the subsequent sections, we elaborate on each component of COp-Net.

Figure 2: Schematic view of the proposed cell contour Closing Operator (COp-Net). A 2D pixelwise continuous probability
map 𝑢 obtained from Step #1 is taken as input. The proposed operator is composed by a closing network embedded in
an iterative scheme.

2.2.1. Simulating training data using PDE
The closing network underwent supervised end-to-end training utilizing degraded ground truth cell contour

segmentations as inputs to predict their corresponding correct versions. The inputs comprised 2D pixel-wise maps
representing cell contour probabilities, incorporating locally partial or missing information generated from ground
truth segmentations (see Fig. 3), which were intentionally perturbed using the following PDE:

𝜕𝑡𝑢 = 𝛼Δ𝑢 − 𝛽𝑢, in Ω (PDE)
𝑢(𝑡 = 0, 𝑥) = 𝑢0(𝑥), 𝑥 ∈ Ω (Initial guess)

∇⃗𝑢 ⋅ 𝑛 = 0, on 𝜕Ω (Boundary conditions)
(1)

Ω being the image domain (Ω ⊂ ℝ2 → ℝ for the two dimensional case), 𝜕Ω the image boundary, 𝑥 ∈ Ω the 2D pixel
coordinates, 𝑛(𝑥) is the vector normal to the image boundary at location 𝑥, 𝑢0 the ground truth cell contour segmentation
used as an initial guess, 𝑢 the simulated probability of cell contour at location 𝑥, and 𝑡 the scheme time. Eq. (1) was
solved using the Crank-Nicolson time scheme and finite differences2 (Crank and Nicolson, 1947). Neumann boundary
conditions were applied (𝑢 constant along the normal border direction).

While the first contribution in the right part of Eq. (1) is tailored to simulate isotropically diffused cell contour
probabilities (refer to Fig. 3c and 3d), the second contribution addresses local signal drop (refer to Fig. 3c and 3e). The
first perturbation mechanism is determined by the pixelwise map 𝛼 (𝛼 ∈ [𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛, 𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥], 𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛 and 𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥 being pre-defined
minimal and maximal diffusion values, respectively). The second perturbation is guided by the associated pixelwise
perturbation map 𝛽 (𝛽 ∈ [0, 1]). Both 𝛼 and 𝛽 maps were randomly generated, and their mathematical formulations
are presented in Eq. (2):

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝛼(𝑥) = 𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛 + (𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥 − 𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛)
∑𝑁1

𝑖=1max
(

0, 1 − ‖𝐱−𝐱𝐢‖2
𝑅𝑖

)

𝛽(𝑥) =
∑𝑁1+𝑁2

𝑖=𝑁1+1
max

(

0, 1 − ‖𝐱−𝐱𝐢‖2
𝑅𝑖

) (2)

2Codes are publicly available at : https://xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
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SEM image

(a)

Ground truth cell contour

(b)

Simulated probability map

(c)

Zoom into a local isotropic diffusion area

(d)

Zoom into a local dropout area

(e)
Figure 3: Typical data used for the end-to-end supervised training of the cell contour closing network. (a): private tumour
SEM image, (b): corresponding ground truth cell contour , (c): simulated cell contour probability map derived from (b)
using Eq. (1), (d): zoom into the red square in (c) highlighting a global and local isotropic diffusion of cell contour
probability, (e): zoom into the purple square in (c) highlighting a local lack of cell contour probability.

𝑁1 and 𝑁2 being the number of local diffusions and the number of local drops in the cell contour probability map,
respectively. These local perturbations were applied within distinct circular regions (with radius 𝑅𝑖, ∀𝑖 ∈ ℕ, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤
𝑁1 +𝑁2) centered on randomly positioned pixels with coordinates 𝑥𝑖. The radius 𝑅𝑖 were drawn randomly following
a uniform distribution 

([[

𝑅𝑚𝑖𝑛, 𝑅𝑚𝑎𝑥
]]) (𝑅𝑚𝑖𝑛 and 𝑅𝑚𝑎𝑥 representing pre-defined minimum and maximum radius

values, respectively).
Note that the above method encompass six hyper-parameters 𝑁1, 𝑁2, 𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛, 𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥, 𝑅𝑚𝑖𝑛, and 𝑅𝑚𝑎𝑥 for generating

random local perturbations to the ground truth cell contour probability map. While some parameters were set
empirically to typical values, the main ones were optimized through a grid search analysis, as detailed in section 2.4.2.
2.2.2. Iterative scheme

Once trained, the proposed closing network was applied iteratively until the percentage of modified pixels between
two consecutive iterations fell below a threshold. In this way, the network detects and fills gaps incrementally as it
iterates. A typical threshold value of 0.1% was employed to terminate the iterative process.

F. Robert et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 5 of 15
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2.3. Dataset
This section presents a comprehensive overview of the data obtained from a serial block face-SEM (SBF-SEM),

used for training and validation purposes. The proposed approach for cell instance segmentation was assessed using
both private high image quality SEM PDX tumour tissues and publicly available datasets.
2.3.1. Private PDX tumour tissue datasets

The private datasets, described in Figure 4, consist of image stacks acquired using SBF-SEM from two distinct
PDX hepatoblastoma tissues: one tissue sample (referred to as T1 in the remainder of this manuscript) was designated
for training purposes, while the other (referred to as T2) was reserved for external validation. For additional information
about these PDX samples, the reader is referred to Senneville et al. (2021).

Figure 4: Private dataset preparation and distribution used to train and validate the COp-Net. T1 and T2 represent two
different PDX tumour tissue samples. The number of cell delineations is specified for both the training and validation
datasets.

Image pre-processing Intensity standardization was accomplished by individually applying z-scoring on a slice-by-
slice basis. Subsequently, all images were resized to achieve a standardized in-plane dimension of 512 × 512 pixels.
Image alignment was completed within each stack to correct for spatial drifts (translations) occurred during SBF-SEM
acquisition.
Training dataset The first stack (Stack #1 T1, 246 slices, acquisition parameters: voxel size = 0.015 × 0.015 × 0.1
µm3, Field Of View (FOV) = 75 × 75 µm2) underwent a complete manual segmentation using a semi-automatic
method (for additional information about the method employed, the interested reader is referred to Senneville et al.
(2021)). These manual segmentations were first employed to train for the initial cell contour segmentation network
(Step #1, section 2.1). In that case, the 3D architecture of nnU-Net was employed in Step #1. Then, the 246 manual 2D
segmentations (19, 571 cell delineations) were employed to generate 20 × 246 2D cell contour probability maps with
locally partial or missing information (see section 2.2.1) to pre-train the closing network (Step #2).
Fine-tuning dataset The second stack (Stack #2 T1, 630 slices, acquisition parameters: voxel size = 0.015×0.015×
0.05 µm3, FOV = 90 × 90 µm2) belongs to the same tissue as Stack #1 (T1) but represents a different region. Stack #2
underwent manual segmentation on every tenth slice, resulting in a total of 6, 867 cell delineations across 63 slices.

F. Robert et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 6 of 15
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Cell contour probability maps with locally missing information were generated using the previously trained initial
cell contour segmentation network (Step #1, section 2.1). These slices were utilized to fine-tune the closing network
embedded in the proposed COp-Net (see section 2.2).
Validation datasets Two additional stacks acquired from two different tumours were used to validate the proposed
approach: Stack #3 T1 (300 slices) is from the same tissue as Stack #1 and Stack #2 (T1) but represents a different
area, while Stack #4 T2 (1,030 slices) is from a distinct PDX. These stacks share the same acquisition parameters:
voxel size = 0.015 × 0.015 × 0.05 µm3, FOV = 90 × 90 µm2. Stack #3 (T1) underwent manual segmentation on every
tenth slice, while Stack #4 (T2) underwent manual segmentation on every fiftieth slice. This process yielded 3, 425
and 1, 282 cell delineations in 30 and 21 slices, respectively, providing validation on two different tissues.
2.3.2. Publicly available HeLa cells dataset

The DIC-C2DH-HeLa cells dataset (Ulman et al., 2017; Maska et al., 2023) was utilized to validate the proposed
approach. These 2D images of HeLa cells on a flat glass were acquired to achieve a cell-tracking task over time
and are publicly available3. The Zeiss LSM 510 Meta microscope was used with a pixel size = 0.19 × 0.19 µm2,
a FOV = 97.28 × 97.28 µm2, and a time step of 10 minutes. Each images has a standardized in-plane dimension
of 512 × 512 pixels. A first dataset (84 images, 1, 112 cell delineations) was used to train the initial cell contour
segmentation network (Step #1, section 2.1). In this specific context of 2D images, the 2D architecture of nnU-Net
was employed in Step #1. A second dataset (84 images, 1, 000 cell delineations) was used to evaluate our proposed
approach. Note that, for a fair comparison with competitive approaches, the proposed COp-Net was neither trained nor
fine-tuned on either of these public datasets.
2.4. Experimental setup
2.4.1. Assessment of COp-Net

The effectiveness of COp-Net for individual cell labelling (i.e., assigning a unique label to each cell) and improving
cell contour segmentation (thus reducing the reliance on manual delineation) were both evaluated.
Individual cell labelling To evaluate the accuracy of cell instance segmentation, we first computed the percentage
of cells that were correctly individually labelled. A cell was deemed correctly segmented if the overlap between its
mask and the corresponding mask in the ground truth exceeded 85%. Additionally, to provide deeper insights into
the necessary corrections, we calculated the percentage of merged cells (false negative contours) and split cells (false
positive contours).
Cell contour segmentation To evaluate the effectiveness of COp-Net in enhancing cell contour segmentation, we
calculated the Normalized Surface Distance (NSD) and the centerline Dice (clDice), following the guidelines outlined
in the generic framework for metric selection proposed by Maier-Hein et al. (2024).
Statistical tests Statistical analysis of each metric was performed using asymmetric Mann-Whitney U Test. Results
were deemed statistically significant when the 𝑝-value fell below the conventional threshold of 0.05.
2.4.2. Hyper-parameters analysis

We recall that the approach proposed for simulating training data relies on six hyper-parameters. The two primary
ones,𝑁1 and𝑁2, which respectively represent the number of local diffusion and local drop in cell contour probabilities,
were evaluated through a grid search across the domain {0, 6, 12} × {0, 10, 20} in the private PDX training data
described in section 2.3.1. More specifically, the closing network was trained on data simulated from Stack #1 using
various values of 𝑁1 and 𝑁2, and evaluated on Stack #2 using the aforementioned assessment metrics (section 2.4.1).
Default values of 6 and 10 were employed for 𝑁1 and 𝑁2, respectively. The four remaining hyper-parameters in Eq. (2)
have been set to typical values for local disturbances, as follows: 𝑅𝑚𝑖𝑛 = 2 µm, 𝑅𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 7 µm, 𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛 = 0.1 µm2.s−1 and
𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 1 µm2.s−1.
2.4.3. Comparison with a competing cell instance segmentation algorithm

We compared our approach with Cellpose, a state-of-the-art generalist algorithm for cellular segmentation across
various image types, which has been continually enhanced and supported to date (Stringer et al., 2021; Pachitariu and

3Available at : https://celltrackingchallenge.net/2d-datasets/
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Stringer, 2022; Stringer and Pachitariu, 2024). This 2D CNN-based algorithm produces vertical and horizontal vector
flow representations along with a probability map that classifies pixels as either inside or outside cells. Cell labelling
is accomplished by applying a gradient ascent procedure to pixels where the probability exceeds 0.5. Cell contour
segmentation was also achieved using a specialized function from the SimpleITK library (Lowekamp et al., 2013)
applied to the probability map generated by Cellpose.

To ensure a fair comparison with our approach, the latest publicly available “cyto3” model was fine-tuned using
the segmented slices from Stack #1 and Stack #2 (which are detailed in section 2.3.1).
2.4.4. Comparison with a competing gap inpainting approach

We also compared our approach with a deep inpainting model designed for detecting and filling gaps in binary root
segmentations (Chen et al., 2018). Their architecture is built on a 2D fully convolutional encoder-decoder network
with skip connections, similar to U-Net. Since the network input requires binary cell contours and to ensure a fair
comparison with our approach, an adapted data simulation is proposed. Cell contours were indeed removed in 16
randomly located circles with random radii (µm) following a uniform distribution  [1, 3.5] in the manually segmented
Stack #1, generating 20 × 246 pre-training images. Then, the network was finetuned using the segmented slices from
Stack #2.
2.5. Hardware and implementation details

All training and model evaluations have been completed on a computer running Ubuntu 20.04.6 LTS with the
Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6248R CPU and a NVIDIA RTX A6000 GPU with 48 GB of VRAM. All implementation were
performed using Python 3.9. The StackReg module within the pystackreg v0.2.7 library was used for aligning
the stacks on a slice-by-slice basis (see section 2.3.1). The nnU-Net v2.3.1 was employed and publicly available4.
The Cellpose v3.0.8 was employed and publicly available5. SciPy v1.12.0 library was employed to compute
statistical tests. SimpleITK v2.2.1 library (Lowekamp et al., 2013) and Scikit-image v0.22.0 were employed
to generate connected component labels (see Fig. 1).

3. Results
3.1. Private PDX tumour tissue datasets

Figure 5 provides a visual comparison of the results obtained using the proposed approach and the competing
methods on the private validation dataset #2 (default hyper-parameters, as defined in section 2.4.2). The input SEM
image (Fig. 5a) and the manual ground truth segmentation (Fig. 5b) are reported, along with results obtained using
the Cellpose algorithm (Stringer et al., 2021) (Fig. 5c), the Step #1 alone (Fig. 5d), the competing gap inpainting
method (Chen et al., 2018) (Fig. 5e) and the proposed additional module COp-Net (Fig. 5f). In this central slice of
the stack, a comparable number of accurately labelled cells can be observed using Cellpose and nnU-Net. While a
visual improvement is slightly noticeable with the competing gaps inpainting method (Chen et al., 2018), the number
of accurately labelled cells further increases using COp-Net (Fig. 5f). As expected, segmented cell contours (white
pixels) more closely matched the cell boundaries when using approaches involving nnU-Net applied to cell boundaries.

Table 1 confirms these visual observations for both validation datasets #1 (3,425 cell delineations) and #2 (1,282
cell delineations). The use of COp-Net resulted in a substantial improvement in NSD and clDice compared to the initial
cell contour segmentation (Step #1), with only a minor increase in the inherent proportion of erroneously split cells
(statistically insignificant increase). It can be noticed that the clDice between segmented cell contours in consecutive
slices averaged 0.90±0.05 (Stack #4), indicating consistent correction across successive slices. The proposed COp-Net
significantly enhanced the performances in individual cell labelling up to 72% and cell contour delineation (clDice)
up to 0.96, surpassing the capabilities of the existing state-of-the-art gaps inpainting and cell instance segmentation
approaches.

Figure 6 displays assessment metrics obtained during iterative inference of COp-Net on both validation datasets.
The proportion of correctly labelled cells primarily improved during the initial iterations (Fig. 6a) and did not improve
significantly thereafter. Using iterative inference of COp-Net, the proportion of correctly labelled cells significantly
increased from 61.6 ± 4.1% (no iteration) to 72 ± 3.6% (full convergence/9𝑡ℎ iteration) on validation dataset #1
(validation dataset #2: no iteration = 24 ± 9.1%, full convergence/5𝑡ℎ iteration = 71.6 ± 9.1%). Conversely, cell

4Available at : https://github.com/MIC-DKFZ/nnUNet/tree/v2.3.1
5Available at : https://github.com/MouseLand/cellpose/tree/v3.0.8
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SEM image

(a)

Ground truth

(b)

Cellpose

(c)

nnU-Net

(d)

nnU-Net + (Chen et al., 2018)

(e)

nnU-Net + COp-Net

(f)
Figure 5: Visual comparison of results obtained on the private validation dataset #2. (a) : private SEM image, (b-f): white
colour represents cell contour, red colour represents Blood Capillary (BC) and Haemorrhagic Zone (HZ) obtained through
manual segmentation, coloured cells represents accurately labelled cells compared to ground truth (b), and black indicates
errors as compared to ground truth, (c): cell contours were obtained using the produced probability map by the Cellpose
and a contour function.

contour accuracy deteriorated at some point over iterations, as evidenced by the decline in NSD (Fig. 6b) and clDice
(Fig. 6c).

Figure 7 reports assessment metrics obtained during grid-search of hyper-parameters 𝑁1 and 𝑁2. An insufficient
number of perturbation areas in the training data (low 𝑁1 or 𝑁2 values) resulted in an inadequate detection and filling
of gaps, as shown in Fig. 7a. Conversely, highly degraded training data (high 𝑁1 or 𝑁2 values) resulted in worsened
assessment metrics. A balanced trade-off was achieved with (𝑁1, 𝑁2) = (6, 10) (default hyper-parameters, as defined
in section 2.4.2).
3.2. Publicly available HeLa cells dataset

Figure 8 provides a visual comparison of the results obtained using the proposed approach and the competing
methods on the public validation dataset DIC-C2DH-HeLa (default hyper-parameters, as defined in section 2.4.2). The
grayscale image (Fig. 8a) and the publicly available ground truth segmentation (Fig. 8b) are reported, along with those
obtained using Cellpose (Stringer et al., 2021) (Fig. 8c), the nnU-net (Fig. 8d), the competing gap inpainting method
(Chen et al., 2018) (Fig. 8e) and the nnU-net supplemented with COp-Net (Fig. 8f). The competing gaps inpainting
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Table 1
Assessment of the proposed pipeline (Fig. 1) on private tumour tissue datasets (#1=3, 425 cell delineations, #2=1, 282).
Best results are indicated in bold font, and * denotes the outcomes of our proposed COp-Net that demonstrate significant
enhancement over the cell contour segmentation achieved solely by nnU-Net (Step #1) (𝑝 < 0.05).

Labelled
cells

[%]

Merged
cells

[%]

Split cells
[%]

NSD
[A.U.]

clDice
[A.U.]

Cellpose
Validation dataset 1 42.8 ± 4.4 20.5 ± 4 36.8 ± 4.4 0.81 ± .01 0.37 ± .03
Validation dataset 2 29.2 ± 6.1 31 ± 6.6 39.7 ± 9.3 0.66 ± .05 0.34 ± .04

nnU-Net
Validation dataset 1 61.6 ± 4.1 21.7 ± 4.4 𝟏𝟔.𝟕 ± 𝟑.𝟑 0.94 ± .01 0.9 ± .01
Validation dataset 2 24 ± 9.1 73.5 ± 9.5 𝟐.𝟓 ± 𝟐.𝟓 0.81 ± .05 0.80 ± .04

nnU-Net + (Chen et al., 2018)
Validation dataset 1 64.3 ± 4.1 16.7 ± 4.2 19.1 ± 3.4 0.94 ± .01 0.89 ± .01
Validation dataset 2 30.7 ± 8.8 64.2 ± 9 5 ± 3 0.82 ± .04 0.80 ± .04

nnU-Net + COp-Net (1st iteration)
Validation dataset 1 70.3 ± 3.7 11.5 ± 3.3 18.2 ± 3.1 0.96 ± .01 0.91 ± .01
Validation dataset 2 59.9 ± 13.5 31.1 ± 12.8 8.9 ± 3.7 0.93 ± .02 0.90 ± .03

nnU-Net + COp-Net (Full convergence)
Validation dataset 1 𝟕𝟐∗ ± 𝟑.𝟔 𝟖.𝟑∗ ± 𝟐.𝟗 19.7 ± 3.4 𝟎.𝟗𝟔 ± .𝟎𝟏 𝟎.𝟗𝟏 ± .𝟎𝟏
Validation dataset 2 𝟕𝟏.𝟔∗ ± 𝟗.𝟏 𝟏𝟕.𝟗∗ ± 𝟕.𝟖 10.5 ± 4.5 𝟎.𝟗𝟑∗ ± .𝟎𝟐 𝟎.𝟗𝟏∗ ± .𝟎𝟑

approach (Chen et al., 2018) did not improve the initial cell contour segmentation (Fig. 8e). The highest number of
accurately labelled cells and the most accurate segmented cell contours (white pixels) were achieved by supplementing
the nnU-Net with the proposed correction module COp-Net (Fig. 5f).

Table 2 confirms these visual observations across the entire validation dataset (1, 000 cell delineations). Assessment
metrics improved using iterative inference of COp-Net: the proportion of correctly labelled cells significantly increased
from 64.2±17.2% (no iteration) to 72.4±13.8% (first iteration) and 74.7±14.3% (three iterations), indicating that the
most significant improvements occur during initial iterations. It should be noted that the best assessment metrics were
achieved with COp-Net, together with a minor (statistically insignificant) increase in the proportion of erroneously
split cells.

Proportion of correctly labelled cell

(a)

Assessment of cell contour segmentation

(b)

Convergence assessment

(c)
Figure 6: Result evolution according to the number of iteration of the proposed COp-Net. The proposed pipeline was
evaluated over 30 iterations on private validation Dataset #1 (blue) and Dataset #2 (orange). (a): proportion of correctly
labelled cells according to the number of iteration, (b): NSD to assert the quality of contour corrections, (c): the convergence
assessment with a threshold of 0.1% (dotted line) for both validations.
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Correctly identified cells [%]

(a)

NSD [A.U.]

(b)

clDice [A.U.]

(c)
Figure 7: Assessment metrics obtained for various values of the hyper-parameters 𝑁1 and 𝑁2. These hyper-parameters
represent respectively the number of local diffusions and local drops in cell contour probability maps. (a): percentage of
correctly identified cells, (b): NSD (arbitrary unit), (c): clDice (arbitrary unit).

Table 2
Assessment of the proposed pipeline (Fig. 1) on the publicly available dataset (1, 000 cell delineations). Best results are
indicated in bold font, and * denotes the outcomes of our proposed COp-Net that demonstrate significant enhancement
over the cell contour segmentation achieved solely by nnU-Net (Step #1) (𝑝 < 0.05).

Labelled
cells

[%]

Merged
cells

[%]

Split cells
[%]

NSD
[A.U.]

clDice
[A.U.]

Cellpose 65.9 ± 17.8 30.2 ± 17.2 𝟑.𝟗 ± 𝟓.𝟓 0.47 ± .06 0.44 ± .08
nnU-Net 64.2 ± 17.2 30.6 ± 17 5.2 ± 7.5 𝟎.𝟔𝟓 ± .𝟎𝟒 0.69 ± .05
nnU-Net + (Chen et al., 2018) 68.1 ± 15.6 25.9 ± 15.3 6 ± 8 0.65 ± .04 0.69 ± .05
nnU-Net + COp-Net (1st iter.) 72.4 ± 13.8 18.1 ± 14.2 9.6 ± 9.3 0.64 ± .04 0.70 ± .05
nnU-Net + COp-Net (Full conv.) 𝟕𝟒.𝟕∗ ± 𝟏𝟒.𝟑 𝟏𝟒.𝟓∗ ± 𝟏𝟐.𝟗 10.8 ± 9.7 0.63 ± .04 𝟎.𝟕𝟎 ± .𝟎𝟓

4. Discussion
Our study enhances cell instance segmentation in SEM images by integrating a state-of-the-art segmentation

technique (nnU-net) with an innovative AI-based cell contour closing operator COp-Net. The first step of the proposed
approach (Step #1), based on the nnU-Net framework, enables the calculation of cell contour probability maps
containing valuable information that can be utilized by an additional closing operator (Step #2). To train the deep
closing operator, we propose an innovative simulation strategy based on isotropic diffusion of cell contour probabilities,
coupled with local dropout. Obtained results demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach for accurate cellular
labelling. Moreover, we observed higher NSD and clDice scores, and a reduced proportion of erroneously merged
cells, indicating a significant decrease in false negatives in the output cell contours, thereby reducing the need for
residual manual correction.

Two state-of-the-art approaches serve as baselines for assessing our method: one cell instance segmentation
algorithm (Cellpose) and one gap inpainting approach (Chen et al., 2018). In the following, we elucidate the conceptual
differences compared to these two approaches, the reasons underlying improvements of our approach and outline
potential avenues for further enhancement in future work. First, it must be underlined that the Cellpose algorithm
implements a 2D CNN architecture combined with a gradient ascent procedure for labelling that imposes constraints
on cell size variability. This hampered the use of this approach with our private PDX datasets, which contain 2D slices
extracted from 3D datasets, resulting in heterogeneous cell sizes in the obtained in-plane images. Conversely, our
approach, which does not impose constraints on cell size variability, proved to be more suitable for our private PDX
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Grayscale image

(a)

Ground truth

(b)

Cellpose

(c)

nnU-Net

(d)

nnU-Net + (Chen et al., 2018)

(e)

nnU-Net + COp-Net

(f)
Figure 8: Visual comparison of results obtained on the DIC-C2DH-HeLa cell validation dataset. (a): DIC-C2DH-HeLa
image (Ulman et al., 2017), (b-f): white colour represents cell contour, coloured cells represents accurately labelled cells
compared to ground truth (b), and black indicates background or errors (except for (b)), (c): cell contours were obtained
using the produced probability map by the Cellpose and a contour function

datasets (see Table 1). On the other hand, the competing gap inpainting approach (Chen et al., 2018) automatically
detects and fills cell contour gaps from binary segmentations using a 2D CNN architecture. A key improvement of
our method is the use of probability maps instead of binary segmentations as input. This allows the application of a
tailored PDE to further enhance the representation of missing data in the network.

When considering the segmentation results obtained with Step #1 across the diverse datasets, it is apparent that
generalizing this step is challenging, especially for images acquired from different tissues. The segmentation algorithm
relies on grayscale images and learned content, making it sensitive to slight variations even with identical acquisition
parameters. Our proposed cell contour COp-Net (Step #2) exhibits better generalization since it does not depend
on grayscale images obtained via SEM. Instead, it uses continuous probability maps, leading to more consistent
performance on the tested datasets.

While assessment metrics improved with iterative inference of COp-Net, cell contour accuracy deteriorated after
a certain number of iterations. This trade-off is governed by the convergence threshold used in the iterative inference
scheme of COp-Net. As shown in Figure 6, this threshold was optimized to enhance individual cell differentiation (see
Fig. 6a) and preserve cell contours (see Fig. 6b).
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It is noteworthy that, from a morphological perspective in the computer vision community, a closing operator
consists of image dilation followed by image erosion (Serra, 2011). Our attempts to perform contour these two tasks
using two dedicated specialized networks did not yield satisfactory results. Interestingly, a single network proved
effective for both tasks.

Our study has some limitations that will be addressed in future studies. First, we employed a 2D architecture for
the cell contour closing operator COp-Net due to the challenges in obtaining manually segmented data and to facilitate
comparison with the two aforementioned state-of-the-art techniques. While it is reasonable to expect that performance
could be enhanced using a 3D nnU-Net architecture, adopting such an approach introduces additional challenges related
to data acquisition, computational memory costs, and processing time. Alternatively, our attempts on the 3D PDX
datasets for orthogonal slice inferences and 2.5D strategies were not satisfactory due to the interpolations required to
correct for significant pixel anisotropy in the out-of-plane direction. Since our proposed module significantly reduces
the necessary correction efforts across the datasets at hand, we can now aim to correct entire stacks within reasonable
timeframes, thus laying the groundwork for exploring three-dimensional neural networks in future studies. Second, it
should be emphasized that the performance of the proposed approach stems from the fact that the effectiveness of the
closing network (Step #2) is intricately tied to both the initial segmentation performance and the generation of realistic
cell contour probability maps. Further optimization may be investigated in both directions in future work.

5. Conclusion
The proposed approach significantly refines cell contour delineation and enhances cell instance segmentation

outperforming the capabilities of state-of-the-art cell instance segmentation and gap inpainting approaches. To
accomplish this, we integrated a state-of-the-art segmentation technique with an additional deep closing operator
to fill cell contours in regions with poor or missing informations. The deep closing operator embeds a dedicated
convolutional neural network in an iterative scheme. An innovative training strategy is proposed by generating low
integrity probability maps using a tailored partial differential equation, for which we provide the code online.

This study represents a significant advancement in the architectural analysis of tumour tissues, offering a robust tool
for cell instance segmentation in 2D and 3D context across multiple sample. Such detailed and accurate segmentation
is crucial for the field of onconanotomy, as it allows for precise mapping and understanding of tumour micro-
environments. The ability to analyse and compare 3D tissue structures can lead to improved diagnostics and treatment
planning, ultimately enhancing patient care in oncology.
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