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Abstract. Pathology image analysis plays a pivotal role in medical di-
agnosis, with deep learning techniques significantly advancing diagnostic
accuracy and research. While numerous studies have been conducted to
address specific pathological tasks, the lack of standardization in pre-
processing methods and model/database architectures complicates fair
comparisons across different approaches. This highlights the need for
a unified pipeline and comprehensive benchmarks to enable consistent
evaluation and accelerate research progress. In this paper, we present
UnPuzzle, a novel and unified framework for pathological AI research
that covers a broad range of pathology tasks with benchmark results.
From high-level to low-level, upstream to downstream tasks, UnPuzzle
offers a modular pipeline that encompasses data pre-processing, model
composition, task configuration, and experiment conduction. Specifically,
it facilitates efficient benchmarking for both Whole Slide Images (WSIs)
and Region of Interest (ROI) tasks. Moreover, the framework supports
various learning paradigms, including self-supervised learning, multi-task
learning, and multi-modal learning, enabling comprehensive development
of pathology AI models. Through extensive benchmarking across multi-
ple datasets, we demonstrate the effectiveness of UnPuzzle in stream-
lining pathology AI research and promoting reproducibility. We envi-
sion UnPuzzle as a cornerstone for future advancements in pathology
AI, providing a more accessible, transparent, and standardized approach
to model evaluation. The UnPuzzle repository is publicly available at
https://github.com/Puzzle-AI/UnPuzzle.
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1 Introduction

Pathological image analysis plays a pivotal role in modern healthcare, where
advances in deep learning have driven significant progress [1]. While most stud-
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ies focus on applying AI within a single and specific topic, recent foundational
models have been proposed to evaluate performance across various downstream
tasks. Pretrained on large-scale datasets and applied to multiple applications,
these models have significantly accelerated the integration of AI algorithms into
pathology [25,23,24].

Despite rapid progress, pathological data processing remains complex. First,
researchers face challenges due to the structure of two distinct image types:
Whole Slide Images (WSIs), gigapixel-scale scans covering a wide region, and
Regions of Interest (ROIs), which are specific diagnostic regions akin to natu-
ral images [20]. Accordingly, the distinct characteristics of features distributed
within these images introduce multiple complex stages of data processing [12,24],
which necessitate multifaceted data handling, complicating AI workflows. Most
studies design workflows tailored to their specific data, often lacking compatibil-
ity with each other due to variation of data format and preprocessing pipelines
[14,15,12,23,22,24,26]. Specifically, from stain standardization, magnification se-
lection to feature embedding, the inherent complexity of pathology data work-
flows makes it challenging to compare models without fully replicating their
entire processes. This leads to non-generalized practices and high engineering
barriers, hindering reproducibility and scalability.

Moreover, achieving robust results in pathological studies generally requires
both upstream pre-training and downstream fine-tuning, further complicating
AI workflow design. In the upstream stage, the absence of a modular, end-to-
end pipeline impedes efficient model construction. In the downstream stage,
pathological diagnosis encompasses various specific high-level vision tasks, such
as classification (e.g., cancer detection), regression (e.g., tumor purity estimation
[19]), and low-level vision tasks (e.g., cell nuclei segmentation). Additionally, to
develop a more comprehensive model, recent studies have applied more complex
pipelines such as multi-task learning. Highlighting the challenge, the field calls
for an open, generalized code pipeline capable of handling diverse tasks across
various data types.

Contributing to the community, we present UnPuzzle, one of the first end-to-
end, modular, open-source frameworks designed for pathological image analysis.
As a comprehensive platform, UnPuzzle standardizes data organization, pre-
processing, model construction, and task evaluation workflows, streamlining the
development of pathology AI models. We also release UnPuzzle with a bench-
mark, covering 30+ tile-level models and 20+ slide-level models, supporting
pre-training frameworks and a range of downstream tasks across more than 100
datasets. By providing fair benchmarking and open-sourcing all code and re-
sults, this framework can promote transparency, accessibility, and inclusivity in
pathological image analysis.

2 Method

The UnPuzzle framework mainly consists of 3 key components: Data blocks,
Task blocks, and Model blocks, as shown in Figure 1.a. First, a processed stan-
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Fig. 1. Structure, functions, and evaluation results of UnPuzzle framework. (a) demon-
strates the overall structure of UnPuzzle framework. (b) demonstrates various tasks
covered by UnPuzzle. (c) illustrates the cropping and embedding pipeline to build
up the standard dataset. (d) summarizes the distribution of all collected datasets for
benchmarking. (e) demonstrates the various models that UnPuzzle has covered. (f)
demonstrates how UnPuzzle compose the models and task modules for pre-training
and downstream tasks.
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dard dataset is loaded, and then task modules for certain upstream/downstream
are invoked with the foundational models to complete the model training or
evaluation process.

Beyond these core components, we have developed a Browser-Server (B-S)
application that facilitates model training and evaluation via a web-based user
interface. The demo of this platform will be available on our website. The plat-
form offers an intuitive and user-friendly interface for in-depth analysis of both
ROIs and WSIs data, leveraging foundational models and visual-language mod-
els for enhanced functionality.

2.1 Data Blocks

Pre-processing As illustrated in Figure 1.c, we design an efficient parallel
processing pipeline for WSI datasets that comprises two main steps: tile cropping
and tile embedding.

During the cropping stage, we load each WSI at the intended microns-per-
pixel (mpp) resolution. Next, we apply Otsu’s thresholding to the entire WSI to
obtain a global tissue threshold and identify unconnected tissue regions. Then,
for each tissue region, chunk extraction and tile quality control are performed
sequentially. To ensure tile quality, we perform two filtering steps: (1) removing
tiles with insufficient tissue coverage and (2) removing tiles with low pixel vari-
ance. Lastly, all filtered tiles and their corresponding pixel locations are saved
to disk. During the embedding stage, the previously cropped tiles are processed
by a GPU-accelerated embedding model. After the embedding step, the output
features are stored in an HDF5 format file (with .pth embeddings labeled as
“features”) and the corresponding tile location indices are saved as “coords_xy.”
This two-stage pipeline tile-cropping followed by tile-embedding enables fast and
effective processing for large-scale WSI datasets while maintaining high data
quality through rigorous filtering and parallelization.

Datasets and task configuration design To facilitate a range of downstream
tasks for each dataset, we designed a standard dataset format. The dataset is
organized into two main parts: (1) a set of WSI folders containing tiled images or
embeddings, and (2) a folder named ’task-settings’ containing task configurations
and label files.

2.2 Model Blocks

Backbone Builder for ROI At the ROI level, we included various baseline
backbones, organized into three categories: CNN-based backbones, Transformer-
based backbones, and Hybrid backbones. The CNN-based category encompasses
VGG16, VGG19 [3], ResNet50 [4], Xception [6], and MobileNetV3 [7]. The
Transformer-based category also referred to as patch-learning, includes ViT-
base [5] and Swin-base [8]. Meanwhile, Conformer [9], Crossformer [10], and
ResNet50-ViT [11] represent Hybrid backbones.
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Beyond models pretrained on natural images, several foundational models
trained on pathology datasets are also incorporated, such as ViT(UNI [23]),
ViT(Virchow1 [21]), ViT(Virchow2 [22]), ViT(Gigapath [24]), ViT(PuzzleTuning
[20]), CONCH [25] and MUSK [26]. Unless otherwise specified, each model’s im-
plementation is adapted from its official release with minimal structural modifi-
cations.

Backbone Builder for WSI Scaling up to whole slide images, we designed
the three model-base with MIL-based methods, Transformer-based methods, and
pre-trained foundational models. The MIL-based category encompasses base-
line Average and Max pooling methods of SlideAve, SlideMax, and ABMIL
[14], DSMIL [15], CLAM [12], and DTFD [13] for bag sampling design. The
Transformer-based category includes TransMIL [16], SetMIL [17], and Graph-
Transformer (GTP) [18]. Lastly, the foundational slide-level models include pre-
trained Gigapath [24]. Unless otherwise specified, each model is adapted from
its official release with minimal implementation changes, primarily focusing on
framework modifications to be called as modules.

2.3 Task Blocks

Pre-training Modules Based on the pre-training task configuration, the back-
bone model and corresponding pre-training modules are selected. UnPuzzle cur-
rently supports self-supervised learning modules for pre-training, including BYOL
[30], DINO [29], and MoCo-V3 [28] for contrastive learning, as well as MAE [27],
DINO V2, and SimMIM [31] for masked image modeling. For ROI-level back-
bones, the training loop processes image inputs, while for WSI-level backbones,
the loop processes embedded features, as illustrated in Figure 1.f. Additionally,
UnPuzzle accommodates multi-modal training pipelines such as CLIP [32], PLIP
[33] and CoCa [34].

Classification, Regression, and Multi-task Learning In UnPuzzle’s down-
stream phase, we offer a modular pipeline that dynamically constructs task-
specific models using appropriate task heads and model backbones. Fully-connected
layers for classification and regression are instantiated automatically based on
task configurations. In multi-task learning scenarios, separate task heads are
generated for each task. The training loop is configured accordingly for classi-
fication, regression, and multi-task learning, enabling seamless deployment in
different downstream applications.

Multi-modal Tasks For multi-modal downstream tasks, our pipeline covers
both Vision Question Answering (VQA) training and Chain-of-Thought (CoT)
inference. In particular, we have adapted LLava-med [35] and Coca [34] for these
downstream tasks. An evaluation pipeline is also provided, allowing for compre-
hensive benchmarking against different backbone modules. As shown in Fig-
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ure 1.f, we integrated multi-modal capability for both slide-level and tile-level
models.

3 Experiments

In this section, we outline the evaluation for the UnPuzzle framework, assess-
ing its performance across a diverse set of several state-of-the-art foundation
models and task-specific models for tile and slide-level downstream tasks. The
full-scale distribution of the collected WSI and ROI datasets by organ is shown
in Figure 1.d. Their detailed benchmarking report, covering over 163 datasets
and 200 tasks, will be available on our website, offering an in-depth analysis of
benchmarking. In this paper, we demonstrate UnPuzzle framework with 9 WSI
and 9 ROI datasets out of 163 collected public datasets for simplification.

3.1 Demonstration Datasets and Tasks

The demonstration datasets span a wide variety of organs and tasks, ensuring
a comprehensive and robust evaluation of model performance. Regarding the
demonstration datasets, they are formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded (FFPE) and
frozen H&E samples primarily sourced from repositories such as Genomic Data
Commons (GDC), the Clinical Proteomic Tumor Analysis Consortium (CPTAC)
and various public challenges. For WSI datasets, we have selected TCGA-BLCA
for tumor staging, TCGA-BRCA for IHC-HER2 prediction, TCGA-CESC for
grading, TCGA-Lung for non-small cell lung cancer subtyping, TCGA-MESO for
histological diagnosis classification, TCGA-UCEC for overall survival (months)
prediction, TCGA-UCS for tumor invasion percentage prediction, TCGA-UVM
for tumor thickness prediction, and Camelyon16 for breast metastasis classifica-
tion [37,36]. For ROI datasets, we have selected NCT-CRC-HE-100k for colorec-
tal cancer tissue classification [38], PCam for breast metastasis detection [39],
WBC for blood cells classification [40], GasHisSDB for gastric cancer classifica-
tion [41], TCGA-MSI for colorectal cancer microsatellite instability screening,
SIPakMed for cervical cancer cell types classification [42], OsteoTumor for os-
teosarcoma tumor classification [43], LC25000-Lung for non-small cell lung can-
cer subtyping, and LC25000-Colon for colon adenocarcinoma classification [44].
All the datasets are patient-wise split into train, validate and test subsets for
benchmarking with a ratio of 7:1:2 or following the official split if available.

Regarding the tasks, we showcase several cancer detection, cancer subtyp-
ing, bio-marker prediction tasks: (1) tumor staging (Staging); (2) IHC-HER2
prediction (IHC-HER2); (3) grading; (4) non-small cell lung cancer subtyp-
ing (NSCLC); (5) histological diagnosis classification (HistDx); (6) overall sur-
vival (months) prediction (OSMonth); (7) tumor invasion percentage prediction
(Inv); (8) tumor thickness prediction (Thick); (9) breast metastasis classifica-
tion (BreastMet); (10) colorectal cancer tissue classification (CRCTissue); (11)
blood cells classification (BlCells); (12) gastric cancer classification (GastricCa);
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(13) colorectal cancer microsatellite instability screening (CRC-MSI); (14) cer-
vical cancer cell types classification (CerviCaTyping); (15) osteosarcoma tumor
classification (OsteoTumor); (16) colon adenocarcinoma classification (Colon-
Adeno).

3.2 Demonstration Models

Our objective is to showcase UnPuzzle’s scalability, flexibility, and benchmarking
capabilities in supporting the evaluation of a wide range of pathology image
analysis models. Several models can be applied as individual modules for various
tasks, as shown in Figure 1.e. For tile-level models, we have selected ViT-large
(UNI weight), ViT-huge (Virchow2 weight), ViT-huge (ImageNet weight) [5],
and ResNet101 [4] for evaluation on ROI datasets. For slide-level models, after
applying gigapath tile-embedding, we selected ABMIL [14], DSMIL [15], CLAM
[12], TransMIL [16], LongNet [24] for evaluation on WSI datasets.

For benchmarking foundational models, we selected MUSK [26], PuzzleTun-
ing [20], UNI [23], CONCH [25], Gigapath [24], Virchow2 [22], and the simple
baseline method ResNet50 [4] as the tile-level embedding model. After perform-
ing feature embedding, we evaluate the performance of downstream slide-level
tasks using LongNet [24] for the Gigapath-embedded dataset and ABMIL [14]
for the remaining foundation models.

3.3 Implementation Details

Our experiments were conducted on a GPU computing cluster, leveraging 4
nodes, each equipped with 4 NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPUs (24GB memory per
GPU). The software environment included CUDA 12.4, PyTorch 2.4, and Python
3.10, ensuring compatibility with the latest frameworks and libraries. All exper-
iments were executed under identical conditions to maintain consistency.

3.4 Results

As shown briefly in Figure 2 and detailed in Table 1, UnPuzzle benchmarks
comprehensive results. Due to space constraints, we summarize the key findings
here and present the full details on our open-source website.

At the ROI level, across cancer detection and subtyping tasks—including
NSCLC, CRCTissue, OsteoTumor, and ColonAdeno datasets—foundation mod-
els UNI and Virchow consistently outperform ImageNet-pretrained ResNet101
and ViT-huge in most downstream tasks. These results suggest that large-scale
pretraining on domain-specific datasets builds better ROI models with a signif-
icant performance advantage.

However, when scaling up to WSI, the performance of complex models or
training methods becomes less effective. In biomarker prediction tasks, ABMIL,
a simpler model architecture, achieves superior performance in most cases. This
highlights that straightforward designs can be effective for complex sequence
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Table 1. Left table: performance comparison of different slide-level models across vari-
ous pathology tasks. In the upper section of the table, classification tasks are evaluated
using accuracy, whereas the lower section assesses regression tasks using correlation
coefficients. Right table: performance comparison of tile-level models across different
datasets. UNI refers to a ViT-large model pretrained on the UNI dataset, Virchow2
denotes a ViT-huge model pretrained on the Virchow2 dataset, and ViT-h represents
a ViT-huge model pretrained on ImageNet. The evaluation metric is accuracy.

WSI Task ABMIL CLAM DSMIL LongNet TransMIL
Staging 60.20 52.30 58.00 51.10 45.50
HER2 62.80 54.10 59.00 52.50 59.00
Grade 54.40 54.40 50.90 54.40 50.90
NSCLC 75.70 68.60 76.30 69.80 73.40
HistDx 60.00 46.70 60.00 53.30 53.30
BreastMet 93.70 73.40 86.10 96.20 93.70
OSMonth 0.566 0.357 0.629 0.541 0.544
Inv -0.205 0.456 -0.232 0.227 0.390
Thick 0.567 -0.418 0.610 0.619 0.559

ROI Task UNI Virchow2 ViT-h ResNet101
CRCTissue 97.91 97.39 91.98 88.59
BreastMet 92.56 65.46 75.44 72.41
BICells 88.57 89.03 83.96 82.00
CRC-MSI 81.37 81.01 61.88 82.72
GastricCA 80.69 78.80 81.57 63.27
CerviCaTyping 77.45 76.47 81.37 64.71
OsteoTumor 85.71 84.82 83.93 79.46
NSCLC 98.27 97.00 93.07 96.07
ColonAdeno 96.60 96.60 96.00 94.10

Fig. 2. The evaluation results of slide-level and tile-level models among various down-
stream tasks.

modeling on WSI tiles, mitigating the risk of overfitting compared to more com-
plex models. Furthermore, the performance of embedding models varies across
tasks: Gigapath excels in Inv and BreastMet, Virchow2 leads in Thick, and
MUSK achieves the best results in Staging. While larger-scale models generally
produce better features, variations exist due to differences in feature distribu-
tions across downstream tasks.

Overall, the UnPuzzle benchmarks reveal that no single model consistently
outperforms others. However, scaling up the pretraining of ROI models con-
tributes to enhanced performance in both ROI and subsequent WSI modeling.
These findings underscore the need for streamlined analysis workflows, where
standardized performance comparisons play a critical role in optimizing model
development.

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce UnPuzzle, the first open-source, unified framework
for pathological image analysis. With a modular design that standardizes work-
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flows, UnPuzzle provides a flexible and scalable solution for pathology research.
Through extensive benchmarking experiments across multiple datasets, we demon-
strate the importance of standardized pipelines in fostering reproducibility, im-
proving accessibility, and lowering the entry barrier for pathology AI research.
By open-sourcing the pipeline and benchmark, we invite the research commu-
nity to contribute to and adopt UnPuzzle, driving continuous improvements and
innovations in the pathology field.
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