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ABSTRACT

Survival prediction for esophageal squamous cell cancer

(ESCC) is crucial for doctors to assess a patient’s condition

and tailor treatment plans. The application and develop-

ment of multi-modal deep learning in this field have attracted

attention in recent years. However, the prognostically rele-

vant features between cross-modalities have not been further

explored in previous studies, which could hinder the per-

formance of the model. Furthermore, the inherent semantic

gap between different modal feature representations is also

ignored. In this work, we propose a novel autoencoder-based

deep learning model to predict the overall survival of the

ESCC. Two novel modules were designed for multi-modal

prognosis-related feature reinforcement and modeling ability

enhancement. In addition, a novel joint loss was proposed to

make the multi-modal feature representations more aligned.

Comparison and ablation experiments demonstrated that our

model can achieve satisfactory results in terms of discrimi-

native ability, risk stratification, and the effectiveness of the

proposed modules.

Index Terms— Survival Prediction, Deep Learning,

Multi-Modal, Autoencoder, Transformer

1. INTRODUCTION

Esophageal cancer (EC) is a prevalent form of cancer that

ranks sixth in terms of global mortality rates among all

cancer-related cases [1]. The predominant histological sub-

type of EC is Esophageal Squamous Cell Cancer (ESCC),

which accounts for approximately 90% of all EC cases [1].

However, the prognosis for ESCC remains discouraging due

to its insidious onset, often resulting in an advanced-stage

diagnosis upon initial detection [2]. Hence, there is an urgent

need to develop an efficient system for predicting the survival

situation of ESCC patients to enhance the prognosis.

Deep learning-based image feature extraction methods are

widely used and have the ability to automatically extract high-

order semantic features from images. In the past few years,

lots of autoencoder-based end-to-end deep learning models

for survival prediction were proposed [3, 4]. Lin et al. [3]

proposed a novel attention-based framework for evaluating

clinical outcomes of esophageal cancer optimized by uncer-

tainty joint loss. However, the above methods utilize only

uni-modal data for model construction, which could result

in the model’s inability to learn complementary information

from multiple modalities, hindering both expressive power

and robustness. Meng et al. [4] proposed a multi-task survival

model for joint survival prediction and tumor segmentation in

advanced nasopharyngeal carcinoma, the features extracted

from intermediate layers of the image encoder were concate-

nated with clinical parameters for further survival prediction

usage. However, the processing of the semantic gap between

cross-modal features was ignored. Also, the interactive fu-

sion between deep image features and tabular features is not

mentioned.

To handle these challenges, we propose a novel frame-

work called Multi-modal Intermediate Feature Interaction

AutoEncoder (MIFI-AE) to predict the overall survival of

ESCC patients. Two novel modules were devised, named

Cross-modal Multi-step Intermediate Fusion Module (CMIFM)

for cross-modal feature interactive fusion and Multi-scale

Feature map Fusion-Separation Module (MFFSM) for fea-

ture decoding reinforcement fusion, respectively. Finally,

a novel Multi-task Joint Loss (MJ-Loss) was proposed for

model optimization.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.13290v1
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Fig. 1: The pipeline of proposed Multi-modal Intermediate Feature Interaction AutoEncoder (MIFI-AE). (a) Encoding part of

the MIFI-AE. (b) Decoding part of the MIFI-AE.

2. RELATED WORKS

For multi-modal prognostic prediction methods, Meng et

al. [4] proposed a novel CT-based multi-modal method for

nasopharyngeal carcinoma segmentation and prognosis pre-

diction. A hard-sharing backbone and a cascaded survival

network were proposed to extract local features related to the

primary tumors. Amini et al. [5] developed a multi-modal

radiomic model by integrating information extracted from

PET and CT images to predict the prognosis of non-small

cell lung carcinoma. Feature fusion approaches were applied

at feature- and image-levels. Schulz et al. [6] developed a

multi-modal deep learning model for prognosis prediction in

clear-cell renal cell carcinoma. Histopathological, CT, and

genomic features were extracted and concatenated for further

utilization.

3. METHOD

3.1. Overview

The main architecture of the proposed MIFI-AE is shown in

Fig. 1. The encoder and decoder mainly consist of residual

blocks stacked by three layers [7]. At the connection part of

the encoder and decoder, a Swin Transformer block was uti-

lized to further enhance the decoding ability of deep feature

maps [8]. First, the original CT image was multiplied with

a tumor mask to obtain the gross target volume of the tumor

(GTV-T). Then, the GTV-T was processed by MIFI-AE. The

output feature maps of the intermediate layer of the encoder

were used for feature decoding reinforcement fusion (through

MFFSM) to enhance the decoding ability of the model and

also for cross-modal feature interaction (through CMIFM) to

generate the final risk score, which is applied for survival pre-

diction.

3.2. Multi-scale Feature map Fusion-Separation Module

(MFFSM)

Fig. 2: The illustration of proposed Multi-scale Feature map

Fusion-Separation Module (MFFSM).

To better enhance the encoding-decoding ability of the

model, we proposed an MFFSM to fuse the information of

multi-scale feature maps obtained from intermediate layers of

the encoder by flattening and composing them together. After

that, the fused feature maps are separated and resized back

to their original shape for decoding usage. The whole proce-

dure can be seen in Fig. 2. Given input feature maps: Fi ∈
R

C×Hi×Wi×Di , i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. We firstly convert all feature

maps into vector form: Fi ∈ R
C×HiWiDi , i ∈ {1, 2, 3}

and concatenate them as Fvector ∈ R
C×

(∑i∈{1,2,3}
i

HiWiDi

)

;

After that, the position information is encoded into Fvector .

Then, the application of Linear Multi-head Self-Attention [9]

is performed on Fvector . After that, the feature vector can



be split into three parts and transformed back to the original

input shape of feature maps.

3.3. Cross-modal Multi-step Intermediate Fusion Module

(CMIFM)

To strengthen the representing capability of prognostic-

related features in cross-modal features, the CMIFM was

proposed and applied by interactively fusing the cross-modal

features with multi-steps repeatedly. The structure of CMIFM

is shown in Fig. 3, three Co-Attention modules were ap-

plied [10] , F i
img, i ∈ {1, 2, 3} stand for the image features,

original tabular data T0 was first fused with the F 1
img , the

output of tabular feature T1 was used for next step fusion

with F 2
img , the rest may be deduced by analogy. To the end,

the output feature of the image and tabular data Fimg , Ftab is

further used for loss computation and risk score generation.

3.4. Multi-task Joint Loss (MJ-Loss)

For model optimization, we devise a novel MJ-Loss that

contains three optimization sub-objectives. For image recon-

struction, we applied mean square error loss, which is defined

as:

LRec = −
1

N

n
∑

i=1

n
∑

j=1

n
∑

k=1

(

I
i,j,k
T − I

i,j,k
out

)2

. (1)

where I
i,j,k
T and I

i,j,k
out are the voxel values at position (i, j, k)

for the input GTV-T and output feature maps from the de-

coder, respectively. N is donated as the total number of voxels

in I
i,j,k
T and I

i,j,k
out . To eliminate the semantic information gap

between different modal representations, we use Kullback-

Leibler divergence loss to align image and tabular features,

which is defined as:

LAlign(Fimg‖Ftab) =
M
∑

i=1

[

f i
img log(f

i
img)− f i

img log(f
i
tab)

]

.

(2)

where f i
img and f i

tab are elements in the final output represen-

tations Fimg and Ftab from CMIFM. M donate as the length

of Fimg and Ftab. For final survival prediction, we derive Cox

partial log-likelihood loss, which is defined as:

LSurv = −
1

W

∑

i:Ei=1



h (xi)− log
∑

j:Tj≥Ti

eh(xj)



 . (3)

where Ti stands for event time; Ei stands for event indicator,

where Ei = 1 means the event was observed. h(xi) stands

for the risk score of the patient xi. W stands for the number

of non-censored patients. The final loss can be defined as:

Lfinal = LRec + LAlign + LSurv. (4)

which is used for final model optimization.
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Fig. 3: The illustration of proposed Cross-modal Multi-step

Intermediate Fusion Module (CMIFM).

4. RESULTS

4.1. Data Description

A total of 1,354 ESCC patients were enrolled in this study.

Preoperative CT images, clinical hematology parameters, and

follow-up information were collected at Sichuan Cancer Hos-

pital. Pathological tumor-node-metastasis (pTNM) stages

were determined by The American Joint Committee on Can-

cer’s (AJCC) 8th edition classification system. We conducted

a five-fold cross-validation to further test the performance

of the model. We randomly selected 80% of patients as the

training cohort (n = 1,083) and the remaining 20% as the test

cohort (n = 271).

4.2. Performance of Discriminative ability

For evaluation of models’ discriminative ability, we applied

the C-index to measure the consistency between predicted

risk score and survival status [11]. We evaluated MIFI-AE

with several other deep learning-based methods. As shown

in Table 1, our proposed MIFI-AE acquired the best C-index

performance of 0.697 ± 0.01. The second highest perfor-

mance was obtained from SurvivalCNN, which gets a C-index

of 0.693 ± 0.02.

4.3. Performance of Risk Stratification

For the purpose of further validating the clinical applicabil-

ity of the models, the Kaplan-Meier (KM) method was ap-

plied by stratifying ESCC patients into three risk subgroups

using the cut-off threshold automatically analyzed by X-tile

software [15, 16]. The log-rank test was utilized to detect

whether the distinction between curves is statistically signif-

icant. Here, we pick one of the test folds for illustration pur-



Table 1: C-index comparison of the proposed method and

other related methods for OS prediction; ∗ stands for p-value

< 0.05. † stands for p-value < 0.1.

Methods
Data included C-index

(Mean ± Std)Image Tabular

DeepSurv [12] X 0.641 ± 0.01∗

DeepMTS [4] X X 0.690 ± 0.01

SurvivalCNN [13] X X 0.693 ± 0.02

CACA-UCOM [3] X 0.608 ± 0.02∗

FullerMDA [14] X X 0.678 ± 0.01†

MIFI-AE (Ours) X X 0.697 ± 0.02

poses. In Fig. 4, our MIFI-AE achieved the lowest log-rank

test p-value (p = 5.8e-16), which demonstrates that our model

has the best risk group stratification and clinical decision-

making support ability.

(a) DeepSurv (b) DeepMTS (c) SurvivalCNN

(d) CACA-UCOM (e) FullerMDA (f) MIFI-AE

Fig. 4: Kaplan-Meier (KM) curves of OS for compared and

proposed models.

5. ABLATION STUDY

5.1. Effectiveness of Proposed Modules

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed sub-modules, the

CMIFM and MFFSM were used to test the C-index perfor-

mance. The details of the ablated models can be seen in Ta-

ble 2. It can be seen from the fact that models that included

only uni-modules, such as MIFI-AE without CMIFM (0.692

± 0.02) and MIFI-AE without MFFSM (0.686 ± 0.01), get

a higher C-index performance than MIFI-AE without both

(0.682 ± 0.01), indicating that both CMIFM and MFFSM

contribute to the final performance. Our MIFI-AE, which in-

cluded both CMIFM and MFFSM, reached the best C-index

performance (0.697 ± 0.02), indicating that the combination

mechanism of both modules can function effectively.

Table 2: C-index performance for ablation studies.

Methods
Module included C-index

(Mean ± Std)CMIFM MFFSM

MIFI-AE

(w/o CMIFM)
X 0.692 ± 0.02

MIFI-AE

(w/o MFFSM)
X 0.686 ± 0.01

MIFI-AE

(w/o Both)
0.682 ± 0.01

MIFI-AE (Ours) X X 0.697 ± 0.02

5.2. Effectiveness of Proposed Alignment Loss

To validate the capability of the proposed MJ-Loss, we con-

duct the ablation experiment for alignment loss LAlign. The

results can be seen in Table 3. As can be seen, the proposed

model acquired the best C-index under optimization of MJ-

Loss (w/ LAlign); the loss without alignment loss (w/o LAlign)

performs slightly worse than MJ-Loss, which indicates that

the alignment loss is indeed helpful for eliminating the se-

mantic gap between multi-modal representations and multi-

modal feature learning.

Table 3: C-index performance for ablation studies.

Methods
Loss included C-index

(Mean ± Std)w/ LAlign w/o LAlign

MIFI-AE X 0.691 ± 0.02

MIFI-AE (Ours) X 0.697 ± 0.02

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we innovatively propose an autoencoder-based

survival prediction model to predict the OS of ESCC pa-

tients. Different from previous models, we propose two novel

modules for cross-modal feature reinforcement and multi-

scale feature map fusion. By applying these two modules,

our model can extract prognosis-related features more effec-

tively and has a stronger ability to extract high-dimensional

latent features from CT images. Furthermore, an MJ-loss

was proposed to eliminate the cross-modal semantic gap and

optimize the model. The experiment results show that our

model performs best at discriminative ability and risk strat-

ification, which indicates that our model can be utilized in

clinical decision-making.
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