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Abstract

It is imperative that breast cancer is detected precisely and timely to improve
patient outcomes. Diagnostic methodologies have traditionally relied on unimodal
approaches; however, medical data analytics is integrating diverse data sources
beyond conventional imaging. Using multi-modal techniques, integrating both
image and non-image data, marks a transformative advancement in breast can-
cer diagnosis. The purpose of this review is to explore the burgeoning field of
multimodal techniques, particularly the fusion of histopathology images with
non-image data. Further, Explainable AI (XAI) will be used to elucidate the
decision-making processes of complex algorithms, emphasizing the necessity of
explainability in diagnostic processes. This review utilizes multi-modal data and
emphasizes explainability to enhance diagnostic accuracy, clinician confidence,
and patient engagement, ultimately fostering more personalized treatment strate-
gies for breast cancer, while also identifying research gaps in multi-modality and
explainability, guiding future studies, and contributing to the strategic direction
of the field.
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1 Introduction

In the realm of breast cancer diagnosis, the convergence of multi-modal techniques,
amalgamating both image and non-image data [1], heralds a transformative approach
with profound implications for disease detection and characterization. As a leading
cause of mortality among women globally, the precise and timely diagnosis of breast
cancer remains imperative for optimizing patient outcomes. While traditional diag-
nostic methodologies [2] have historically relied heavily on uni-modal approaches, the
evolving landscape of medical data analytics underscores the significance of integrating
diverse data sources beyond conventional imaging modalities [3].

Figure 1 illustrates a generic model for breast cancer diagnosis within the
Computer-Aided Detection (CAD) framework. As depicted in Figure 2, breast can-
cer detection can be performed using various data types, employing either unimodal
or multimodal approaches. The process initiates with data pre-processing, followed
by feature extraction. To enhance the learning of feature representations from image
data, segmentation may be conducted prior to feature extraction. Subsequently, the
detection model is applied to generate a diagnosis from the processed data. Based on
this diagnosis, further analyses are performed, including sub-type classification, grade
classification, recurrence and metastasis prediction, as well as the incorporation of
crowdsourcing and human-in-the-loop methodologies. These steps culminate in a final
decision that informs subsequent treatment and monitoring strategies.
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Fig. 1: A generic representation of breast cancer diagnosis

This review endeavours to illuminate the burgeoning field of multi-modal tech-
niques in breast cancer diagnosis context, placing particular emphasis on the fusion
of heterogeneous data streams encompassing both image and non-image modalities.
Beyond the confines of traditional imaging modalities, such as mammography, mag-
netic resonance imaging (MRI), ultrasound, and positron emission tomography (PET),
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multi-modal approaches leverage a plethora of non-image data types including genetic
markers, proteomic profiles, clinical parameters, and patient demographics [4, 5]. By
harnessing the complementary insights gleaned from these diverse data modalities,
multi-modal techniques offer a multifaceted understanding of breast cancer biology
and pathology, transcending the limitations of uni-modal approaches.

Breast Cancer Diagnosis
Data Types

MRI Thermal Ultrasound Mammogram Histopathology

Clinical Image Data

pCLE

Free text Radiology
 reports

Pathology
records

GenomicsPatient profile

Non-image Data
Clinical Non-clinical

Pathology imagesRadiology images

Fig. 2: Types of breast cancer diagnosis data

Furthermore, alongside the integration of multi-modal data, the exigency for
explainability in breast cancer diagnosis emerges as a pivotal consideration. As
machine learning and artificial intelligence algorithms increasingly permeate diagnostic
workflows, the interpretability and transparency of decision-making processes assume
paramount importance. Explainable AI (XAI) techniques endeavor to demystify the
opaque nature of complex algorithms, elucidating the rationale behind diagnostic
decisions and enhancing the interpretability of diagnostic outcomes [5]. In the con-
text of breast cancer diagnosis, explainability not only engenders clinician confidence

3



in decision support systems but also fosters patient understanding and engage-
ment, empowering informed decision-making and facilitating personalized treatment
strategies.

Table 1: Latest reviews on breast cancer diagnosis in various contexts.

Author Year Main Discussion Datasets
Multi
modality

XAI

Abo-El-Rejalet al.[4] 2024 Segmentation × × ×
Brodhead et al.[6] 2024 Imaging characteristics × × ×
Hussain et al.[5] 2024 Breast cancer risk prediction × ✓ ✓
Luo et al.[7] 2024 Breast Cancer Imaging × ✓ ×

Rautela et al.[8] 2024
Computational techniques
for breast cancer

× ✓ ×

Singh et al.[9] 2024

Breast Cancer Screening and
Detection using
Artificial Intelligence
and Radiomics

× ✓ ×

Thakur et al .[10] 2024
Identification and of breast
cancer through medical
image modalities

✓ ✓ ×

Table 1 presents recent reviews on breast cancer diagnosis across various contexts.
However, these reviews often overlook multi-modality and explainability, treating them
as future research directions rather than discussing existing methods. Additionally,
there is a lack of focus on histopathology and frameworks that combine histopathol-
ogy with non-image data for breast cancer detection. In light of these observations,
this review addresses multi-modal datasets, including histopathology and other non-
image data, explores multi-modal techniques utilizing these datasets, and examines
explainable multi-modal methods in histopathology-based breast cancer diagnosis.

The major contributions of this article are:

• A detailed investigation of multi-modal datasets, including those that incorporate
histopathology and non-image data, which are frequently overlooked in existing
literature.

• A discussion on multi-modal techniques that utilize the aforementioned datasets,
offering insights into their application and effectiveness in breast cancer diagnosis.

• An investigation of explainable multi-modal methods specifically within the context
of histopathology-based breast cancer diagnosis, addressing a critical gap in current
research.

• Identification research gaps in multi-modality and explainability, identifying key
areas for future study and contributing to the strategic direction of the field.

2 Breast Cancer Diagnosis: An Overview

Breast cancer is among the most prevalent malignancies impacting women globally,
presenting substantial challenges for public health and individual well-being. The
importance of early diagnosis cannot be overstated, as it is pivotal in enhancing treat-
ment efficacy and elevating survival rates. This overview delves into the diverse tasks
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involved in breast cancer diagnosis. By critically examining the current methodologies
and advancements in breast cancer detection [11], strategies for ensuring prompt, pre-
cise, and effective diagnostic processes can be elucidated, thereby fostering improved
patient care and clinical outcomes.

2.1 Tasks

Breast cancer diagnosis [12] involves several tasks that can utilize image and non-
image data as shown in Figure. 3. Breast cancer detection entails pinpointing signs
of cancer within breast imaging data, such as mammograms or ultrasound scans.
By harnessing machine learning algorithms, it’s possible to analyze these images to
identify potentially suspicious areas or anomalies that could suggest the presence of
tumours. These advanced techniques [13] offer a more efficient and potentially more
accurate method for detecting early signs of breast cancer, providing valuable insights
for healthcare professionals in their diagnostic process.

Malignancy classification [14] is the process of determining whether detected abnor-
malities are malignant, indicating cancer, or benign, meaning they are non-cancerous.
This step is vital for guiding the subsequent treatment plan. Machine learning mod-
els can assist in this classification by analyzing features derived from imaging data,
including characteristics like shape, texture, and intensity. By training these models
on large datasets, they can provide predictions on the probability that an abnormality
is cancerous, aiding healthcare professionals in making informed decisions regarding
patient care [15].
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Cancer Detection
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Image
Segmentation

Subtype
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Reccurence
and metastatis

Tumour

Normal

Benign
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Subtype n

Reccurence
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Fig. 3: Breast Cancer diagnosis tasks
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Subtype classification is a crucial process in understanding breast cancer, as it
encompasses a spectrum of diseases, each with unique traits and outcomes [16]. This
step involves dividing breast cancer cases into specific subtypes like hormone receptor-
positive, HER2-positive, or triple-negative breast cancer, which are known to have
varying responses to treatments and differing prognoses. By categorizing cases into
these subtypes, medical professionals can tailor treatment plans more effectively [17].
Machine learning models play a role in this by analyzing genomic data, gene expression
profiles, and clinical information to predict the subtype, facilitating personalized and
targeted therapeutic approaches.

Table 2: Recent research in breast cancer diagnosis including different tasks

Method Dataset Modality Task
Classifier-combined
method

[14] Proprietary MRI
Grade
Classification

DeepBreastCancerNet [18]
BUSI [19],
Ultrasound
Image dataset

[20]
Ultrasound Detection

DSCCN [16] TCGA [21] multi-omics
Sub-type
Classification

EMDCOC [22]
BreakHis [23]
IR Thermal
Images

[24]
Histopathology,
IR thermal images

Detection

Ensemble CNN [15] Databiox [25] Histopathology
Grade
Classification

histogram K-means
segmentation

[26] BreakHis [23] Histopathology Segmentation

Hybrid CNN [27]
Mini-DDSM [28],
BUSI [19]

Mammogram,
Ultrasound images

Detection

Hybrid CNN-LSTM [29] BreakHis [23] Histopathology
Grade
Classification

KAMnet [30] Proprietary Ultrasound Detection

moBRCA-net [17] TCGA [21] Multi-omics,
Sub-type
Classification

Multi-modal fusion [31] TCGA [21] WSI, Gene Expression Detection
optimized LSTM with
U-net segmentation[32]

MIAS [33] Mammogram Segmentation

Prediction model for
distant metastasis[34]

Proprietary Clinical Data
Reccurence
and metastatis

recurrence prediction [35] WPBC Clinical Data
Recurrence
and metastasis

Semantic Segmentation [36]
CBIS-DDSM [37],
MIAS [33]

Mammogram Segmentation

Unet3+ [38] Proprietary Ultrasound Segmentation

Yolo-Based Model [39]
CBIS-DDSM [37],
Inbreast [40],
Proprietary

Mammogram Detection

Image segmentation [13] involves dividing an image into cell segmentation and
distinct segments or regions of interest. Within the realm of breast cancer diagnosis,
segmentation helps to demarcate the boundaries of tumours or suspicious lesions in
breast imaging data [41]. This process is critical for precisely measuring tumour size
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and shape, and it lays the groundwork for further analyses, including tumour volume
estimation or extracting quantitative features. Machine learning algorithms, especially
deep learning models like convolutional neural networks (CNNs), have demonstrated
strong capabilities in automatically segmenting breast lesions from medical images
[42], offering a powerful tool to enhance the accuracy and efficiency of breast cancer
diagnosis.

Predicting cancer recurrence and metastasis [43] is a crucial aspect of breast
cancer management, extending beyond initial diagnosis and treatment. This task
involves assessing the risk of the cancer returning or spreading to other parts of the
body. Machine learning models can combine multiple types of data—such as imaging,
genomic information, clinical variables (like patient demographics and medical his-
tory), and treatment records—to estimate the likelihood of recurrence or metastasis
[35]. These predictions are valuable for clinicians, allowing them to customize follow-
up care and create personalized treatment plans for breast cancer patients, ultimately
enhancing patient outcomes and reducing the risk of adverse events. It should be
noted that the tasks should be combined and integrated to have an accurate system.
For example, cancer detection for subtype classification should use the tasks of can-
cer segmentation and grading tasks and this process can improve the task of subtype
classification [44].

Table. 2 presents a summary of recent research advancements in breast cancer
diagnosis across various tasks. A significant observation is the predominance of uni-
modal approaches in current methodologies. While some existing multimodal methods
incorporate different types of imaging, such as ultrasound and mammography, the
integration of image data with non-image data remains significantly underexplored.
In particular, the fusion of histopathology images with non-image data, including
textual and clinical information, represents a largely untapped area. The potential ben-
efits of this integration are substantial. By combining histopathological imaging with
comprehensive clinical and textual data, and leveraging advanced machine learning
techniques, there is a strong potential to enhance the accuracy and efficiency of breast
cancer diagnosis, prognosis, and treatment planning. This holistic approach could lead
to significant advancements in personalized medicine and improved patient outcomes.

2.2 Datasets

The dataset used for breast cancer diagnosis encompasses both clinical image data
and non-image data [45], as illustrated in Figure 2. The clinical image data comprise
radiology and pathology images. Radiology images encompass modalities such as MRI,
CT, thermal imaging, mammograms, and ultrasound, while pathology images include
histopathology and pCLE [3]. The non-image data can be subdivided into clinical and
non-clinical categories. Clinical data encompass radiology reports, pathology reports,
including laboratory results, and narrative descriptions of patient status. Non-clinical
data comprise patient profiles containing demographic information, patient history,
age, other non-clinical details, and genomic data [46].

Additionally, non-image data are further classified into structured and unstruc-
tured categories. Radiology reports and narrative descriptions of patient status fall
under unstructured data, while recorded pathology reports and patient profiles are
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considered structured data [47]. Despite the abundance of both image and non-
image datasets related to breast cancer detection, this paper focuses specifically on
histopathology-based datasets, examining them in a multi-modal context. Table. 3,
lists the existing public datasets in breast cancer detection, based on histopathology.
It is evident from the table that the number of multi-modal datasets is much less
compared to the unimodal datasets. Also, the sample size is low in most of these
datasets.

The landscape of breast cancer histopathology research is enriched by a diverse
array of datasets, each offering unique features and clinical insights. Uni-modal
datasets, such as BRACS [48] and BreCaHAD [49], focus on a single type of data.
The BRACS dataset provides 547 Whole-Slide Images (WSIs) and 4539 Regions Of
Interest (ROIs), meticulously annotated by three board-certified pathologists. This
dataset categorizes lesions into types such as Normal, Pathological Benign, Usual
Ductal Hyperplasia, Flat Epithelial Atypia, Atypical Ductal Hyperplasia, Ductal Car-
cinoma in Situ, and Invasive Carcinoma. Similarly, the BreCaHAD dataset includes
162 histopathology images focusing on malignant cases, classified into mitosis, apop-
tosis, tumour nuclei, non-tumour nuclei, tubule, and non-tubule, thus facilitating
comprehensive analyses and validation of diagnostic methods.

In contrast, multi-modal datasets integrate various data types to provide a more
comprehensive view of breast cancer pathology. The TCGA-BRCA [21] dataset, for
instance, combines gene expression data, copy number variations (CNVs), and patho-
logical images from 1098 breast cancer patients. This multi-dimensional approach
allows for a deeper understanding of the molecular and histological characteristics
of breast cancer. Similarly, the IMPRESS dataset includes Hematoxylin and Eosin
(H&E) and immunohistochemistry (IHC) stained WSIs from 126 patients, along with
clinical data and biomarker annotations. The Post-NAT-BRCA38 dataset [50] offers
96 WSIs along with detailed clinical information, including estrogen receptor (ER)
status, progesterone receptor (PR) status, and human epidermal growth factor recep-
tor 2 (HER2) status. These multi-modal datasets enable researchers to explore the
interplay between genetic, molecular, and histological data, driving advancements in
personalized breast cancer diagnosis and treatment.

Table 3: Multi-Modal Datasets public for Breast Cancer
Diagnosis Featuring Histopathology Images

Dataset Year Size Modalities
Post-NAT-BRCA [50] 2019 96 WSI ,Clinical data

CPTAC-BRCA [51] 2020 642
WSI, clinical, proteomic,
genomic data

Pathological EMR [52] 2021 WSI, patient profile
BCNB [53] 2022 1,058 Clinical Data
IMPRESS [54] 2023 126 WSI ,Clinical data
GTEx-Breast dataset [55] 2023 894 WSI, pathology notes

TCGA-BRCA dataset [21] 2023 1098
WSI,
gene expression, CNV
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The IMPRESS dataset [54] consists of 126 breast H&E WSIs from 62 female
patients with HER2-positive breast cancer and 64 female patients with triple-negative
breast cancer, all of whom underwent neoadjuvant chemotherapy followed by surgical
excision. It includes immunohistochemistry (IHC) stained WSIs of the same slides,
along with corresponding scores. All slides were scanned using a Hamamatsu scanner
at 20× magnification. The dataset also provides clinical data for both patient groups,
including age, tumour size, and annotations for biomarkers such as PD-L1, CD-8, and
CD-163. The GTEx-Breast dataset [55] is part of the Genotype-Tissue Expression
(GTEx) project, which offers gene expression data across 44 human tissues. It includes
894 breast tissue histology images, comprising 306 WSIs of female breast tissue and
588 WSIs of male breast tissue, collected from the central subareolar region of the
right breast at various centers in the United States. The images are accompanied by
brief pathology notes and an annotation file with detailed sample information.

The CPTAC-BRCA dataset [51], from the Clinical Proteomic Tumor Analysis Con-
sortium, includes 642 WSIs from 134 patients with breast invasive carcinoma, scanned
at 20× magnification. The images are available in two resolutions: 0.25 mum/pixel and
0.5 mum/pixel. The dataset is accompanied by comprehensive clinical, proteomic, and
genomic data. The BCNB dataset [53], or Early Breast Cancer Core-Needle Biopsy
WSI Dataset, is the only publicly available collection of breast histopathological WSIs
from Asia. It contains 1,058 WSIs from 1,058 breast cancer patients in China, scanned
with an Iscan Coreo pathological scanner. Tumor regions in each image are anno-
tated by two pathologists. The dataset also includes extensive clinical data such as
patient age, tumour size, histological and molecular subtypes, number of lymph node
metastases, and HER2, ER, and PR status.

3 Exploring multi-modality

Multi-modal techniques are increasingly significant in histopathology-based breast
cancer detection due to their capability to enhance diagnostic accuracy, provide com-
prehensive insights, and improve patient outcomes. These techniques integrate various
types of data and analytical methods, offering a more robust framework for detect-
ing and characterizing breast cancer. Multimodal data fusion combines information
from different modalities to improve decision-making processes, which is particularly
useful in medical fields where single observations may yield diverse interpretations.
For instance, while isocitrate dehydrogenase (IDH1) mutation status and histologi-
cal profiles individually contribute to understanding patient outcomes, their combined
analysis has been crucial in revising the WHO classification of diffuse gliomas. Simi-
larly, in breast cancer detection, artificial intelligence (AI) provides an automated and
objective means to incorporate complementary information and clinical context from
diverse datasets, thereby enhancing predictive accuracy.

As shown in Figure. 4, the multi-modal fusion can be categorised as stage-based and
method-based techniques. Stage-based fusion strategies can be further categorized into
early, late, and intermediate fusion approaches [56], each offering unique advantages in
breast cancer detection. This approach is particularly beneficial when unimodal data
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are noisy or incomplete, as integrating redundant information from other modalities
can improve the robustness and precision of predictions.

Multi-modal Fusion 

Stage-based

Method-based

Early Fusion

Intermediate
 Fusion

Late Fusion

Single
Level

Gradual

Guided

Encoder-Decoder Based

Attention Mechanism Based

Graph-neuralworks method

Egnerative Neuralnetwork
Method

Contraints-Based method

Fig. 4: Multi-modal approaches

Multi-modal fusion approaches [57] include encoder-decoder methods, which com-
bine feature extraction, fusion, and decision-making processes into a single model,
making them efficient in tasks like video captioning and object detection. Attention
mechanism methods use mechanisms like co-attention and cross-attention to enhance
each modality with information from other modalities, allowing the model to fuse
features and learn interdependencies among them. Graph Neural Network methods
use GNN to capture long-range dependencies among different modalities, categorizing
tasks into different classes based on data types. Generative Neural Network methods
include models like VAE-based adversarial frameworks, which reduce distance differ-
ences between unimodal representations and are crucial for tasks like text-conditional
image generation and image style transfer. Constrained-based methods involve inno-
vative approaches like channel-exchanging-networks, which dynamically exchange
channels in different modal sub-networks based on individual channel importance, but
are limited to homogeneous data.

Multi-modal techniques can improve diagnostic accuracy by combining different
data modalities such as histopathological images, molecular profiles, and clinical data.
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By integrating these data, they can differentiate between cancer subtypes, assess
tumour heterogeneity, and predict potential treatment responses. They also contribute
to better prognostication and personalized medicine by providing a holistic view of
tumour biology and patient condition. Advanced imaging and computational tools,
such as machine learning and artificial intelligence (AI), have revolutionized the anal-
ysis of histopathological data, automating the detection and classification of cancerous
cells, extracting and analyzing complex patterns, and providing decision support to
pathologists. In research, multi-modal techniques facilitate a deeper understanding of
breast cancer mechanisms, leading to the discovery of new therapeutic targets and
biomarkers. In clinical settings, these techniques enhance diagnostic workflows and
support real-time decision-making, ultimately improving patient care.

Multi-modal techniques offer a more accurate, comprehensive, and personalized
approach to breast cancer diagnosis and treatment, but they face challenges such
as data standardization, computational resources management, and interdisciplinary
collaboration. Future advancements in technology and computational methods are
expected to address these challenges, making multimodal techniques more effective
and widely adopted in clinical practice. However, challenges persist, such as the rich-
ness of feature representation [52] in images and the inadequacy of information fusion,
which can lead to the loss of high-dimensional information and partially missing data
in real-world scenarios. Each modality within multimodal data possesses distinct char-
acteristics, adding to the complexity of heterogeneous data and further complicating
multimodal fusion methods.

3.1 Multi-Modal Breast Cancer Diagnosis: Combining
Histopathology and Non-Image Modalities

The integration of multi-modal approaches in breast cancer diagnosis, including
histopathology and non-image modalities, improves diagnostic accuracy, provides
a comprehensive understanding of the disease, improves personalized treatment
planning, facilitates early detection and timely intervention, potentially improving
patient outcomes, and promotes interdisciplinary collaboration among specialists. This
approach reduces the likelihood of misdiagnosis, provides a more comprehensive under-
standing of tumor biology and patient health, and facilitates early detection and timely
intervention, ultimately advancing clinical research. Table. 4 shows recent multi-modal
research in breast cancer diagnosis.

Combining heterogeneous data without losing information from high-dimensional
images has posed a significant challenge in data fusion. To address this issue, the
authors of [52] proposed a multi-modal fusion technique that increased the dimen-
sionality of structured data to align with the high-dimensional image features from
histopathology WSI. They employed VGG-16 as the backbone model for image fea-
ture extraction and utilized a denoising autoencoder to enhance the dimensionality of
the structured clinical data. The extracted features were then flattened and combined
through concatenation before being input into fully connected layers for classification.
This model successfully classified cases as benign or malignant, with its performance
evaluated using the pathological electronic medical record (EMR) dataset. PathLDM
[58], is a text-conditioned Latent Diffusion Model designed to improve histopathology
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image generation by leveraging contextual information from pathology text reports.
The model utilized Generalized Pathological Text (GPT) to distill and summarize
complex text reports, thereby establishing an effective conditioning mechanism. The
authors achieved a state-of-the-art Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) score of 7.64
for text-to-image generation on the TCGA-BRCA dataset, surpassing the closest
text-conditioned competitor. The study compared PathLDM against alternative meth-
ods such as Moghadam et al., Medfusion, and Stable Diffusion, demonstrating its
superiority in generating high-quality histopathology images conditioned on text.

Authors of [59] presented a method for improving mitosis detection in histopathol-
ogy images using large vision-language models, combining image captioning and visual
question-answering tasks with pre-trained models that integrate visual features and
natural language. The inclusion of metadata, such as tumor and scanner types, into
the question prompts significantly enhanced prediction accuracy. This method out-
performed baseline models, including single-modality models and the vision-language
model CLIP, demonstrating superior mitosis detection. Lu et al. (2023) [60] intro-
duced the MI-Zero framework, which utilized contrastively aligned image and text
models for zero-shot transfer on gigapixel histopathology whole slide images. Reformu-
lating zero-shot transfer through multiple instance learning for large images, the text
encoder was pre-trained with over 550,000 pathology reports and in-domain text cor-
pora. Evaluated on three WSI datasets from Brigham and Women’s Hospital, MI-Zero
used independent datasets to prevent information leakage and employed a graph-based
representation considering the spatial positions of each patch for slide-level prediction
scores, significantly advancing cancer subtype classification accuracy and robustness.

A bi-phase model [61] was developed for predicting breast cancer prognosis, inte-
grating multi-modal data from genomic information, histopathology images, and
clinical details. The model was evaluated using two datasets: METABRIC (1980
patients) and TCGA-BRCA (1080 patients). The methodology employed a fusion
strategy that began with feature extraction from each uni-modal dataset using sepa-
rate SiGaAtCNNs. The extracted hidden features were then concatenated with input
features to form stacked features. These stacked features were subsequently fed into
random forest classifiers enhanced with adaptive boosting for the final survival clas-
sification task. The fusion strategy leveraged feature-level fusion, combining features
from different modalities to augment the model’s predictive power, thereby utilizing
the strengths of each modality and improving the accuracy of breast cancer prognosis
prediction.

A hybrid deep learning [65] model was developed to predict molecular subtypes of
breast cancer using gene expression data and pathological images. The TCGA-BRCA
dataset, consisting of 1098 samples, was used, with 831 samples selected after filter-
ing. Gene expression data was processed using Log2 and CNVs were detected using
Affymetrix SNP 6.0. Pathological images were RGB colored. A multimodal fusion
framework was constructed, combining gene and image data with feature extraction
networks. The fusion process integrated information from both modalities to enhance
the prediction of molecular subtypes. The fusion model outperformed both the DNN
and CNN models in terms of accuracy and AUC values, demonstrating the effectiveness
of the fusion strategy in improving subtype prediction accuracy.
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Table 4: Existing research in multi-modal breast cancer diagnosis

Author Year Datasets
Fusion
strategy

Modality

Sun et al. [62] 2018 METABRIC Late fusion
Clinical data,
Gene expression

Tong et al. [63] 2020 TCGA-BRCA
Encoder-decoder
method

Gene Expressions,
CNV

Arya and Saha [61] 2021
METABRIC,
TCGA-BRCA

Early fusion
Clinical data,
Gene expression

Subramanian et al. [64] 2021 TCGA-BRCA Early fusion
Histopathology images,
Clinical data

Liu et al. [65] 2022 TCGA-BRCA Late fusion
Histopathology images,
Gene expressions

Howard et al. [66] 2022 TCGA-BRCA Late fusion
Histopathology images,
Gene expressions

Arya and Saha [67] 2022
METABRIC,
TCGA-BRCA

Encoder-decoder
method

Clinical data,
Gene expression

Arya and Saha [68] 2022 METABRIC Early fusion
Clinical data,
Gene expression

Furtney et al. [69] 2023 TCGA-BRCA
Graph-neural
network method

Histopathology images,
Clinical data,
Gene Expressions,
Radiological data

Rani et al. [70] 2023 TCGA-BRCA Early fusion
Histopathology images,
Gene expressions

Kayikci et al. [71] 2023 METABRIC Attention-based
Clinical data,
Gene expression

Arya et al.[72] 2023 TCGA-BRCA Early fusion
Clinical data,
Gene expression

Mondol et al. [73] 2024 TCGA-BRCA Attention-based
Histopathology images,
Clinical data,
Gene Expressions

Huang et al. [74] 2024
TCGA-BRCA,
GMUCH-BRCA

Early fusion
Histopathology images,
Clinical data

Li and Nabavi [75] 2024 TCGA-BRCA
Graph-neural
network method

Gene Expressions,
CNV

A deep learning model [66] was employed to predict recurrence assay results and
the risk of recurrence in breast cancer patients. The dataset utilized was The Cancer
Genome Atlas (TCGA), comprising 1,099 slides manually annotated to distinguish
tumor from surrounding stroma. Tesselated image tiles were extracted from tumor
areas and downscaled using a convolutional neural network backbone with fully con-
nected hidden layers for outcome prediction. The model’s predictions were based on a
combination of digital histology and clinical risk factors, with patient-level predictions
calculated by weighting the average of tile-level predictions according to the likelihood
of tumor presence in each tile. This fusion strategy led to improved accuracy in pre-
dicting recurrence assay results and risk of recurrence, surpassing traditional clinical
nomograms. The application of the fusion strategy facilitated enhanced accuracy in
predicting recurrence assay results and risk of recurrence in breast cancer patients.

Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA) and its penalized variants (pCCA) were
employed for multi-modality fusion in breast cancer prediction [64]. CCA identifies
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correlated linear combinations of two or multiple modalities, while pCCA inte-
grates penalties based on domain knowledge to effectively handle high-dimensional,
low-sample-size datasets such as cancer imaging-genomics. The dataset comprised
histopathology data and RNA-sequencing data from breast cancer patients in The
Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA). A two-stage prediction pipeline was proposed utilizing
pCCA embeddings generated with deflation for latent variable prediction. The fusion
strategy amalgamated information from histology and genomics data to augment
survival prediction in breast cancer patients. The model demonstrated superior per-
formance compared to Principal Components Analysis (PCA) embeddings in survival
prediction tasks. A deep learning approach was proposed for survival risk stratification
in breast cancer, integrating histopathological imaging, genetic, and clinical data [73].
The MaxViT model was employed for image feature extraction, with self-attention
mechanisms capturing intricate image relationships at the patient level. A dual cross-
attention mechanism fused image features with genetic data to enhance predictive
accuracy. The study utilized the TCGA-BRCA dataset, consisting of 249 whole-slide
images. Clinical variables such as tumor grade, size, patient age, and lymph node
status were meticulously prepared for model evaluations. A dual cross-attention mech-
anism was utilized to refine the interaction between histopathology image features
and genetic expression profiles, employing two attention operations: image features as
Query and genetic features as Key and Value, and vice versa.

A Multimodal Deep Neural Network (MDNNMD) was proposed for breast cancer
prognosis prediction, incorporating multi-dimensional data [62]. The method’s archi-
tecture design and fusion of multi-dimensional data represented innovative aspects.
The METABRIC dataset, obtained from 1,980 breast cancer patients, contained gene
expression profiles, CNA profiles, and clinical information. Patients were classified as
short-term (491) or long-term survivors based on a 5-year survival threshold, with
each patient’s data comprising 27 clinical features. The MDNNMD method inte-
grated multi-dimensional data, combining gene expression profiles and CNA profiles
for comprehensive analysis. The fusion of multi-dimensional data in MDNNMD out-
performed single-dimensional data-based methods such as DNN-Clinical, DNN-Expr,
and DNN-CNA, highlighting the advantages of this fusion approach.

A two-stage generative incomplete multi-view prediction model, named GIMPP
[67], was introduced to address missing view problems in breast cancer prognosis pre-
diction. The first stage utilized multi-view encoder networks and a bi-modal attention
scheme to learn common latent space representations. In the second stage, missing view
data was generated using view-specific generative adversarial networks conditioned on
shared representations and encoded features from other views. The effectiveness of the
method was evaluated on the TCGA-BRCA and METABRIC datasets, commonly uti-
lized in cancer research, to demonstrate its superiority over state-of-the-art methods.
Fusion in the model was achieved through the generation of missing view data using
view-specific generative adversarial networks. A multimodal siamese model was pro-
posed for breast cancer survival prediction, integrating pathological images and clinical
data. Siamese-RegNet was employed to extract survival-related features from patho-
logical patches and capture correlations [74]. The model comprised patch sampling,
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feature extraction using Siamese-RegNet, and survival prediction using the LASSO-
Cox model. Two datasets, TCGA-BRCA from The Cancer Genome Atlas project and
GMUCH-BRCA from Guangzhou Medical University Cancer Hospital, were utilized.
The fusion strategy of the model combined information from both images and clini-
cal data to enhance survival prediction accuracy. This comprehensive representation
of features facilitated improved survival risk assessment.

A method was utilized to group patient graphs into batches for training and updat-
ing graph embeddings in a Graph Neural Network (GNN) framework [69], employing
the cross-entropy loss function. The datasets incorporated in the study comprised The
Cancer Genome Atlas Breast Invasive Carcinoma (TCGA-BRCA) dataset, encompass-
ing clinical, genomic, and radiological data from 1,040 patients, with a subset of 108
patients featuring DCE-MRI scans and radiologist tumor measurements. The fusion
type adopted in the study involved multimodal fusion of breast cancer patient data
with graph convolutional neural networks, modeling patient information into graphs
using deep learning features extracted from diverse modalities, such as MRI scans and
genomic variant assays. The aim was to enhance the model’s generalization potential
and performance.

4 Explainable breast cancer detection: Challenges,
trends and future directions

Explainability remains a critical challenge in breast cancer detection, particularly with
the increasing use of complex machine learning and deep learning models. Explain-
ability is essential for clinical decision-making, trust and transparency, regulatory
compliance, and error detection and correction. Explainable models enable clinicians
to understand the rationale behind a diagnosis, thereby facilitating more informed
decision-making and increasing trust in automated systems through transparent
conclusions.
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However, several challenges in explainability include the complexity of models,
data diversity, the black-box nature of algorithms, the trade-off between explainability
and accuracy, and the lack of standardization in medical diagnostics. The absence of
universally accepted standards for explainability leads to variability in approaches,
complicating comparisons and consistent interpretations.

Figure. 5 illustrates how XAI methods can be categorised in different contexts.
Based on Explanation, stage and scope, there can be different methods. Exaplaiability
explanations can be in terms of feature attributes and textual format. In scope-based
categorisation, there are local and global methods. Post-hoc and ante-hoc are the
stage-based XAI methods.

To enhance explainability, techniques such as feature importance and saliency
maps can provide insights into which aspects of the input are driving the model’s pre-
dictions. Model-agnostic methods like LIME and SHAP allow for the explanation of
any machine learning model, offering flexibility in creating explainable outputs. Inter-
pretable models, such as decision trees or linear models, provide greater transparency,
albeit potentially at the cost of reduced accuracy. Additionally, human feedback and
oversight in the diagnostic process can help validate and explain automated decisions,
combining algorithmic efficiency with human intuition. In conclusion, explainability is
crucial in breast cancer detection to ensure reliable and trustworthy outcomes, requir-
ing a combination of technical solutions, regulatory compliance, and human oversight
to create models that are both accurate and transparent.

4.1 An explainability analysis on multi-modal techniques

In the domain of uni-modal breast cancer detection, significant advancements have
been made in integrating explainable artificial intelligence (AI) techniques to enhance
the interpretability and reliability of predictive models. Gu et al [76] developed an
auxiliary decision support system that combines ensemble learning with case-based
reasoning (CBR) to predict breast cancer recurrence. Using XGBoost for predictions
and CBR for providing comprehensible explanations, this system effectively commu-
nicated the importance of various attributes, aligning well with human reasoning
and gaining acceptance among clinicians. Kabakçı et al. [77] proposed an automated
method for determining CerbB2/HER2 scores from breast tissue images by adhering
to ASCO/CAP recommendations. This method employed cell-based image analysis
and a hand-crafted feature extraction approach, ensuring both interpretability and
adaptability to guideline updates without the need for re-training.

Moreover, recent studies have focused on enhancing the explainability of deep
learning models used in breast cancer histopathology. Authors of [78] utilized pre-
trained models combined with gradient-boosting classifiers to achieve high accuracy
in classifying breast cancer images from the BreakHis dataset. Similarly, Peta et al.
[79] introduced an explainable deep learning technique involving adaptive unsharp
mask filtering and the Explainable Soft Attentive EfficientNet (ESAE-Net), which
provided improved visualization and understanding of classification decisions. Jaume
et al. [80] presented CGEXPLAINER, a post-hoc explainer for graph representations
in digital pathology, which pruned redundant graph components to maximize mutual
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information between the original prediction and the sub-graph explanation. These con-
tributions, along with methods like the cost-sensitive CatBoost classifier with LIME
explainer [81] and the use of SHAP for feature importance analysis in tumour cellu-
larity assessment [82], highlight the growing emphasis on explainability to ensure that
AI systems for breast cancer detection are not only accurate but also interpretable
and trustworthy for clinical application.

Explainability is a critical factor in radio genomics [83], as it fosters trust with end-
users like physicians and patients, driving the deployment of deep learning models in
research and clinical practice. It increases confidence in the model’s decision-making
process, enabling better understanding and acceptance of results. Explainability also
serves as a debugging process for model training and fine-tuning, identifying potential
errors or biases. It also helps bypass malicious manipulation, ensuring the integrity and
security of radiogenomic research and its applications. In the healthcare field, explain-
ability is especially important as it facilitates better interpretation and understanding
of complex AI models, leading to improved patient care and treatment outcomes.

Holzinger et al. [84] proposed the utilization of Graph Neural Networks (GNNs)
as a method for achieving multi-modal causability within explainable AI (xAI).
This approach facilitated information fusion through the establishment of causal
links between features using graph structures. The method’s objective was to con-
struct a multi-modal feature representation space, utilizing knowledge bases as initial
connectors for the development of novel explanation interface techniques. Essential
components included intra-modal feature extraction and multi-modal embedding. Var-
ious GNN architectures and graph embeddings, such as GCNN, Graph Isomorphism
Network (GIN), and SchNet, were considered viable options. Additionally, dynamic
GNN architectures like Pointer Graph Networks (PGN) were employed to enable the
processing of adaptive graphs. Zhang et al. [85] introduced a Deep Multimodal Rea-
soning and Fusion Network (DMRFNet) for Visual Question Answering (VQA) and
explanation generation. The model employed multimodal reasoning and fusion tech-
niques to improve the accuracy of answers and explanations. A key innovation was the
Multi-Graph Reasoning and Fusion (MGRF) layer, which utilized pre-trained seman-
tic relation embeddings to handle complex spatial and semantic relations among visual
objects. DMRFNet was capable of being stacked in depth to facilitate comprehensive
reasoning and fusion of multimodal relations. Additionally, an explanation generation
module was incorporated to provide justifications for predicted answers. Experimen-
tal findings demonstrated the model’s effectiveness in achieving both quantitative and
qualitative performance improvements.

Authors of [86] introduced a segmentation framework with an interpretation
module that highlights critical features from each modality, guided by a novel interpre-
tation loss with strengthened and perturbed fusion schemes. This approach effectively
generates meaningful interpretable masks, improving multi-modality information inte-
gration and segmentation performance. Visualization and perturbation experiments
validate the effectiveness of the interpretation method in exploiting meaningful fea-
tures from each modality. An interpretable decision-support model for breast cancer
diagnosis using histopathology images was proposed in [87]. This method integrated
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an attention branch into a variant of the DarkNet19 CNN model to enhance inter-
pretability and performance. The attention branch generated a heatmap to identify
regions of interest, while a perception branch performed image classification through a
fully connected layer. Training and validation utilized over 7,000 breast cancer biopsy
slide images from the BreaKHis dataset, resulting in a binary classification accuracy of
98.7%. Notably, the model offered enhanced clinical interpretability, with highlighted
cancer regions corresponding well with expert pathologist findings. The ABN-DCN
model effectively combined an attention mechanism with a CNN feature extractor,
thereby improving both diagnostic interpretability and classification performance in
histopathology images.

5 New frontiers in explainability and multi-modality

Recent advancements in multimodality and explainability in medical diagnostics can
bring significant improvements in breast cancer detection. These developments high-
light potential future directions for integrating advanced computational models and
explainability methods into histopathology-based breast cancer diagnostics. In the con-
text of multimodal methodologies, multimodal fusion is a subset of techniques within
the broader field of multimodal analysis. It should be noted that multimodal fusion
is prevalent, but that other approaches exist within this field as well. As part of a
contemporary focus in multimodal methodologies, image and textual data are inte-
grated, manifesting in applications including report generation [88], Visual Question
Answering (VQA) [89], cross-modal retrieval [90], and semantic segmentation [91]. It
has been noted that substantial scholarly attention has been devoted to the leveraging
of medical image and text data through these methodologies[1]. Nevertheless, there
still remains a need for further investigation, especially in the context of predicat-
ing the diagnosis of breast cancer based on histopathological data using multimodal
approaches.

X-VARS [92], a multimodal large language model initially designed for football ref-
ereeing tasks, utilized Video-ChatGPT to process video features and predict responses.
This model emphasized interpretability and has demonstrated strong performance in
human studies, indicating its potential for adaptation in breast cancer detection. By
integrating diverse data sources, such as histopathology images and clinical records,
similar models could offer comprehensible diagnostic support, thereby enhancing the
accuracy and transparency of the diagnostic process. The LeGrad [93] explainability
method, which employs Vision Transformers (ViTs) [94], utilizes techniques such as
GradCAM [95] and AttentionCAM [96] to provide granular insights into feature for-
mation. These explainability methods are crucial for breast cancer detection, offering
transparent interpretations of model decisions. By adapting this method to a multi-
modal scenario that includes histopathology images and clinical/textual data, it can
provide comprehensive diagnostic support. This integration enhances trust and clini-
cal applicability by offering transparent and interpretable insights across various data
types, thereby improving the accuracy and reliability of breast cancer diagnostics.

The method proposed by Hu et al. [90] for fine-grained cross-modal alignment
between histopathology WSIs and diagnostic reports holds promise as a future avenue
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in explainable multimodal breast cancer detection. By leveraging anchor-based WSI
and prompt-based text encoders, this method ensured that relevant diagnostic infor-
mation was accessible and interpretable to pathologists. Through precise alignment
and interpretation of multimodal diagnostic data, including histopathology images and
clinical and textual reports, the method enhances transparency and interpretability
in breast cancer diagnosis. This approach can provide clear insights into the decision-
making process of diagnostic models, thereby enhancing trust and clinical acceptance
in the application of multimodal AI systems for breast cancer detection. A multi-
modal image search strategy was described in [97] as a method of improving diagnosis,
prognosis, and prediction in histopathology. With this method, large image archives
can be explored to identify patterns and correlations using foundation models for fea-
ture extraction and image matching. A breast cancer detection framework based on
this framework could provide efficient retrieval and comparison of histopathological
images, thereby aiding in the identification of malignancies and their characteristics.

Investigating local surrogate explainability techniques in deep learning models,
researchers explored the use of VisualBERT and UNITER networks to generate mul-
timodal visual and language explanations [98]. The potential of these models to
mimic domain expertise underscores the value of explainable AI techniques in breast
cancer detection. By providing clear and understandable rationales for automated
decisions, such methods enhance clinical trust and support informed decision-making
in diagnostic processes. A framework named LangXAI [99] was introduced, integrat-
ing explainable AI with advanced vision models to generate textual explanations
for visual recognition tasks. This framework enhances transparency and plausibility,
potentially improving breast cancer detection by making the diagnostic process more
understandable and reliable for clinicians. Consequently, it supports better patient
outcomes.

Various explainable AI methods, including Gradient backpropagation and
Integrated-Gradients, were applied in [100] to analyze the MedCLIP model. These
methods provided valuable insights into model predictions, offering pivotal informa-
tion for the development of breast cancer detection models. Ensuring the transparency
and comprehensibility of model decisions can play a crucial role in facilitating regula-
tory compliance and fostering clinical acceptance of such models in diagnostic settings.
A tool called LVLM-Interpret [101] was developed to interpret responses from large
vision-language models, employing techniques such as raw attention and relevancy
maps. This tool’s capacity to visualize and comprehend model outputs can be utilized
in breast cancer detection to improve the interpretability and reliability of AI-driven
diagnostic tools.

An ex-ILP [102] framework was introduced to enhance reasoning capabilities in
vision-language models by Yang et al. (2023). By improving implicit reasoning skills,
this methodology could be harnessed in breast cancer detection to interpret complex
interactions between visual and textual data, thus contributing to more accurate and
nuanced diagnostic insights. The NLX-GPT method, introduced in [103], integrated
discriminative answer prediction and explanation tasks into a unified model. This
approach, which achieves high performance across diverse tasks, holds the potential for
adaptation in breast cancer detection. By providing both diagnostic conclusions and
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their explanations, the NLX-GPT method enhances the usability and trustworthiness
of AI models in clinical settings.

These advancements indicate a promising future for the integration of multi-
modal fusion and explainability in breast cancer diagnostics. By leveraging these
innovative approaches, histopathology-based breast cancer diagnosis can be signifi-
cantly enhanced, leading to improved accuracy, transparency, and ultimately, patient
outcomes.

5.1 Unified Framework: Leveraging Multi-Modal and
Explainability

The framework proposed for multimodal explainable breast cancer diagnosis involves
a systematic process aimed at enhancing diagnostic accuracy and transparency while
integrating human expertise for improved patient outcomes. Figure. 6 illustrates the
proposed framework. In the initial step, histopathology images are processed using
pre-trained medical report generation models. These models, such as CLARA [104],
automatically generate comprehensive reports from the images, augmenting them with
relevant features extracted through computer vision techniques. Clinical data, includ-
ing patient history and laboratory results, are integrated into the report generation
pipeline to ensure contextually relevant diagnostic reports.

Pathology Report Generation

Histopathology
 Images

Pre-trained report
generation model

Pathology
Reports

Explainable multi-modal breast cancer detection 

Report
generation

Explainability

Multi-modal framework

Decision
Final

decision
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Fig. 6: Proposed framework for explainable multi-modal breast cancer detection
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Subsequently, in the multimodal explainable framework for diagnosis, the gener-
ated diagnostic reports and histopathology images serve as input. Visual language
models, such as Vision Transformers or large language models, are employed to pro-
cess both visual and textual information simultaneously. Explainability techniques like
GradCAM and AttentionCAM are implemented to provide interpretable insights into
model decisions, enhancing transparency and trust in the diagnostic process. Model
outputs are visualized using tools like LVLM-Interpret to improve interpretability and
reliability.

Human expertise is integrated through crowdsourcing or expert consultations to
validate and refine model predictions, ensuring clinical relevance and accuracy. This
human-in-the-loop approach facilitates informed decision-making and iterative refine-
ment based on feedback from clinicians and patients. Ultimately, the framework
supports diagnostic support by providing transparent and understandable diagnostic
conclusions, along with explanations for model predictions. It is integrated into exist-
ing clinical workflows to streamline diagnostic processes and enhance patient care,
contributing to advancements in the field of breast cancer diagnostics.

6 Conclusion

Detection of breast cancer at an early stage and with accuracy is essential to improv-
ing patient outcomes. Despite the fact that traditional diagnostic methods primarily
rely on single-modal approaches, data analytics combined with diverse sources of data
represent a significant shift in diagnostic paradigms. A major step forward in breast
cancer diagnosis has been made possible through the adoption of multimodal tech-
niques, which combine both image and non-image data. This review has delved into
the burgeoning field of multimodal methodologies, with a specific focus on the fusion
of histopathology images with non-image data. Furthermore, the incorporation of
Explainable AI (XAI) serves to illuminate the decision-making processes of intricate
algorithms, underlining the importance of transparency in diagnostic procedures. By
leveraging multi-modal data and emphasizing explainability, this review advocates for
enhancing diagnostic accuracy, bolstering clinician confidence, and fostering patient
engagement. Moreover, these advancements aim to facilitate the development of per-
sonalized treatment strategies tailored to the unique needs of each patient. In addition
to addressing the current landscape of multimodality and explainability, this review
identifies pertinent research gaps, thereby guiding the trajectory of future studies in
this field. By contributing to a comprehensive understanding of multi-modal diagnostic
techniques and the imperative of explainability, this review seeks to inform strategic
directions in breast cancer diagnosis and treatment, ultimately striving for improved
patient outcomes and a more effective healthcare landscape.
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