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Abstract—Recent advancements in model checking have
demonstrated significant potential across diverse applications,
particularly in signal and image analysis. Medical imaging
stands out as a critical domain where model checking can be
effectively applied to design and evaluate robust frameworks.
These frameworks facilitate automatic and semi-automatic de-
lineation of regions of interest within images, aiding in accurate
segmentation. This paper provides a comprehensive analysis of
recent works leveraging spatial logic to develop operators and
tools for identifying regions of interest, including tumorous and
non-tumorous areas. Additionally, we examine the challenges
inherent to spatial model-checking techniques, such as variability
in ground truth data and the need for streamlined procedures
suitable for routine clinical practice.

Index Terms—Model Checking, Segmentation, medical images,
tumor.

I. INTRODUCTION

Model checking is the process of verifying whether a given
structure satisfies a specified logical formula. This concept is
general and applies to a wide range of logics and system
designs. A fundamental model-checking problem involves
determining whether a propositional logic equation is satisfied
by a given structure. Model checking is most commonly
applied to hardware designs. For software systems, due to
undecidability, the methodology cannot be fully algorithmic
and may fail to either prove or disprove a given property.

Model checking plays a critical role across various applica-
tions, serving purposes such as ensuring the correctness of
system properties and minimizing errors in software under
development. Traditional model checking typically consists of
three major steps:

Figure 1: A typical model-checking workflow

Model checking has numerous applications, particularly in
• Formal Model of the System: This step involves creating medical image analysis, such as image segmentation, con-

a formal representation of the system in a language touring, filtering, and classification. These computations are
compatible with the model checker’s requirements. closely tied to the spatial features of images. For example,

• Specification of System Properties: A specific property of computer-aided diagnosis focuses on classifying specific areas
the system is defined for verification. This translates into in an image that may correlate with a disease [1]. Similarly,
a question about the system’s behavior that the model image segmentation aims to identify regions within an image
checker is expected to answer. that exhibit specific features [2], such as tumors or lesions,

• Verification by the Model Checker: The model checker depending on the application. Another approach involves
evaluates whether the specified property is satisfied. If the forming contours around target areas corresponding to organs
property cannot be verified, a counterexample is gener- at risk, commonly used in radiotherapy [3]. Indicator-based
ated to identify the source of the error in the simulation schemes are also employed to compute metrics from images,
model. aiding diagnostic procedures and enhancing understanding of
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disease-specific characteristics. These indicators can also be associated algorithms, with an emphasis on their reliability
extended to monitor treatments and predict outcomes [4], with and dependability.
mean diffusivity serving as one such example [5]. The extensive review in [17] highlights model-checking

This review paper aims to comprehensively understand technology as a powerful approach for the automatic verifica-
and assess prior research on model checking in medical tion of hardware systems. The authors identify other applica-
imaging, with a primary focus on segmentation-based ap- tion domains, translating verification problems into appropriate
proaches. Medical imaging encompasses multiple modalities, model-checking questions. Additionally, [17] introduces a tax-
with magnetic resonance (MR) imaging being qualitatively onomy of models, properties, and model-checking approaches.
assessed in clinical and routine settings. Typically, image In [18], the formal verification of statecharts using model
contrast serves as a marker for the presence of hyperintense checking is reviewed. A key observation in this work is the
tissue [6]. Manual segmentation of regions of interest is reliance of many statechart approaches on translating hierar-
labor-intensive, time-consuming, error-prone, and subjective. chical structures into flat representations of the input language,
To address these limitations, automatic and semi-automatic which poses scalability challenges due to exponential growth
segmentation algorithms have been developed. These methods in the state space.
are more accurate and reliable for isolating tumorous regions
in images, as they are independent of human judgment and is comprehensively reviewed in [19], which highlights the
are reproducible [7]. importance of real-time functionality in production settings.

Model checking for programmable logic controllers (PLCs)

Brain segmentation, particularly in neuroimaging, has Verification of PLC software using model checking is deemed
gained significant attention and has become an active area of critical in these scenarios. A theoretical overview by [20] ex-
research [8]–[12]. Segmentation methods are generally cate- amines the practical applications of model-checking schemes
gorized into generative models and discriminative models [6]. for verifying multi-threaded software systems, with a focus on
Generative models rely on domain-specific knowledge about the automata-theoretic method of verification and its associ-
brain tissue appearance and anatomy, while discriminative ated challenges. Additionally, [21] surveys automata-theoretic
models depend on extracting numerous low-level features, approaches, focusing on the verification of probabilistic finite-
such as local histograms or texture patterns [6]. state systems concerning linear-time properties.

The core principle of segmentation is to exploit intensity Symbolic model checking is the subject of a detailed
and texture variations among pixels [13]. This principle un- review in [22], which discusses critical system design and
derlies various semi-automatic and fully automatic segmenta- model-checking techniques within the domain of information
tion techniques, including thresholding, region-growing, and sciences. The review by [23] explores the verification of web
clustering. Hybrid methods that combine these techniques are services using model checking, providing insights into data
also common. Examples of semi-automatic methods include flow, requirements, and quality of service. This systematic
support vector machines and neural networks, while automated review encompasses fifteen years of literature on web service
techniques represent the current gold standard [6], [11], [14]. verification. Finally, [24] reflects on the authors’ experiences

Automated brain tumor segmentation faces challenges due applying model checking to verify the arbitration logic of a
to the reliance on luminosity differences between tumorous vehicle control system, identifying strengths and limitations of
and normal tissue pixels. These variations introduce complex- different model-checking techniques and tools.
ities for automated systems and are further exacerbated by

A. Spatio-temporal Model Checking for Medical Imaginginter- and intra-expert variability in manual segmentation [6].
Additionally, differences in imaging modalities and patient
data contribute to these challenges.

The application of model checking frameworks in a spatial
setting for medical imaging is a relatively new area of research,

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section as evidenced by the limited number of publications in the field.
II reviews related work. Section III outlines the methodology. However, the existing works, though few, are comprehensive.
Results and discussion are presented in Section IV, followed For tumor detection, machine learning has been utilized to
by the conclusion and future work in Section V. extract image features and validate them using spatio-temporal

models [25], [26].
In [27], spatio-temporal meta-model checking was em-II. RELATED WORK

A substantial body of literature explores model checking ployed for analyzing biological processes, with a strong em-
as a technique for various applications. In [15], the authors phasis on multi-scale aspects.
provide a comprehensive survey and historical account of When it comes to fully automated approaches, machine
algorithmic requirements for directed model checking. Their learning-based techniques, particularly deep learning, have
work covers a wide range of topics, including bug-hunting had a profound impact. Deep learning is highly effective
techniques to mitigate the state explosion problem, prioritiza- in modeling the non-linearities inherent in data to derive
tion of successor selection, and the adaptation of algorithms meaningful insights [28].
to time-based automata and probabilistic domains. Similarly, For in vivo images, manual segmentation remains a standard
[16] focuses on algorithmic verification in probabilistic model practice [13]. However, it has several disadvantages. Man-
checking, discussing various probabilistic models and their ual segmentation demands significant focus and time from



 

clinicians, making the process labor-intensive and expensive. characteristics in brightness, color, or size [35]. Texture-based
Additionally, it requires a high level of expertise and is prone schemes are widely used in medical imaging [36], proving
to subjectivity, resulting in variability among clinicians and instrumental in diagnosing prostate cancer [37] and analyzing
introducing errors into the pipeline [13]. tumor heterogeneities [38].

While machine learning and deep learning approaches have
demonstrated remarkable success in detection, classification,
and pattern recognition tasks, their effectiveness heavily de-
pends on the quality and reliability of datasets. These frame-

B. Techniques used with model checking for analyzing the
medical image

Many techniques are used with Model Checking in the
works often require large datasets capable of capturing suf- analysis of medical images, the most important of which
ficient variability. The strength of deep learning lies in its is Texture analysis, which has also found its application in
ability to extract features across multiple layers of raw data dynamic contrast-enhanced MRI of breast imaging for the
and make meaningful inferences. However, employing these detection of and segmentation of malignant lesions [39]. In
techniques in a supervised framework necessitates ground truth addition to that, there is extensive work on computer-aided
labeling of the data, which introduces challenges. Ground diagnosis and segmentation using texture-based analysis [40],
truth annotations rely on clinicians’ interpretations, making including diagnosis of pulmonary nodules [41]. Classification
them subjective and variable among annotators. A study [13] and segmentation using texture-primitive features in medical
reported intra-expert and inter-expert variability of up to imaging have historically been an area of in-depth exploration.
35% and 30%, respectively, in manually segmenting tumor Extensive works of [42], [43], [44] have demonstrated the use
regions in brain MRI images [29]. Consequently, there is a of texture analysis for classification.
need for interactive model-checking methods to improve the
reproducibility and efficiency of ground truth generation.

Texture analysis requires that the image textures be charac-
terized by some quantitative measure. For that reason, certain

Spatio-temporal model checking is still a nascent area of descriptors are estimated to quantify these textural features
research with limited literature available. Nonetheless, certain [34]. A typical classification of these types of features includes
studies are noteworthy. For example, [30] implemented a syntactic, spectral and statistical [36].
spatial extension of signal temporal logic, which is linear In [34], the authors focused on first order statistical features
and time-bounded, to provide a framework for stochastic primarily which entails extracting certain statistical descriptors
population models. This framework is particularly suitable for from the distributions of features of each voxel. These first-
scenarios where agents can move within a discrete spatial order statistical features mainly consisted of statistics based on
representation. Signal temporal logic employs a graph-based probability density functions of the intensity of voxels in the
approach with finite cost-based weighted connections and a image. These could then be estimated as histograms by binning
single spatial operator [13], similar to the operator intro- voxels values of the same intensities. Statistical features on the
duced in [31]. Subsequent extensions, such as the bounded first order include the mean, variance, skewness, kurtosis, and
surrounded operator, enhanced the framework by adding new entropy [45]. The advantage of using these statistical features,
requirements, building on previous work [32]. In [33], this specifically in medical imaging is that they are invariant to
operator was further characterized as a derivation from a basic transformations of the image. By construction, these first-order
operator. statistical operators are invariant to affine transformations that

In [34], the author proposed an alternative approach by consist of rotation and scaling. This kind of transformation is
integrating spatial, statistical, and algorithmic frameworks critical in medical applications due to the variance involved
instead of relying solely on spatial logics. This approach in different image acquisition conditions. However, while this
introduced distance and texture operators alongside spatial variance of first-order statistical descriptors is plausible, they
operators. Distance operators are often defined using real also have a critical limitation which is their lack of spatial
numbers and specific semantics. One example is the ’doughnut coherence. The features assume a degree of independence
operator,’ which meets distance constraints between two limits. by ignoring the relative spatial placement of the voxels in
[34] also explored quasi-discrete closure models defined by the image. In the experimentation done in [34], the authors
binary relations on a set of points, proposing the inclusion defined a logical operator to compare the areas of the image
of distance operators to address the lack of distance infor- with a degree of statistical similarity to a pre-determined area.
mation. In medical imaging, distances are typically based The idea is to search for sub-areas in the image with an
on Euclidean metrics or symmetric graphs. The concept of empirical distribution similar to the predetermined area. For
shortest path distances in weighted graphs is intuitive and that purpose, some surrounding areas are also considered and
useful. Other approaches involve sampling spatial grids, such a threshold is applied so as to obtain a Boolean value that
as two-dimensional spaces with four or eight neighboring confirms the voxel’s statistical similarity to the sub-region.
connections. However, variations in voxel dimensions pose A measure for comparison for a statistical distribution used
inherent challenges in medical imaging. is cross-correlation [34]. As a result, the authors generalize

Texture analysis operators are designed to detect and an- the classical texture analysis making use of some spatial
alyze patterns in medical images, many of which are im- information owing to the examination of neighborhood distri-
perceptible to the human visual system due to their subtle bution when investigating a particular voxel. The framework



 

is implemented by the authors on an MR image slice of a patterns are key in identification of spatial structures of [48].
brain affected by glioblastoma tumor [34]. In [13], the authors The images are conveniently described by their voxels. In [48],
proposed an approach for segmentation based on a spatial the authors investigate the feasibility of a technique that is
logic method. The goal was to identify a region of interest based on spatial logic for closure spaces for the analysis of
in MR images for the analysis of glioblastoma as well as nevi images from a public data set. The authors show that
other tumors. The authors employed a texture-based method despite the in homogeneity in the nature of nevi, ranging
along with local histograms to create a hybrid approach for from variance in shape, color, texture, and size to inclusion
segmentation, maintaining relative spatial information. This is of extraneous elements like rulers, patches, and hair, the
primarily inspired by a topological approach interwoven with authors were able to demonstrate the analytic ability in a
spatial logic. semi-automatic way. This is credited to the intrinsic rigor of

In this domain of research, works of [32] and [46] have a logic-based approach, utilizing the efficient implementation
been significant as they developed the theory to enhance the of spatial model-checking algorithms. The comparison is then
use of arbitrary graphs as models of space, particularly by drawn against the ground truth that is provided along with the
utilizing a generalized form of topological spaces model called public dataset. The dataset used is the one provided by the
’closure spaces’ [47]. As a consequence of this, the spatial Skin Lesion Analysis toward Melanoma Detection challenge
logic for closure spaces was formally defined along with a 2016 [53]. The composition of the data set includes high-
model-checking algorithm associated with it. resolution annotated dermoscopic images. The ground truth

Another important application of model checking in medical segmentation data is done manually by the experts and are
imaging is the contouring of nevus images. Nevus is a visible, separately available as ground truth mask images.
circumscribed lesion of the skin. Typically, it is small and [48] also reports variance not only in the different nevi but
benign. However, these are very difficult to distinguish from also within one nevus. The change of texture and color within
the malignant counterpart [48] which is medically known as a nevus poses a great segmentation challenge. This is even
a melanocytic nevus. Melanoma is an advanced form of this more complicated with the presence of any sebaceous follicle.
and is a serious form of skin cancer. As with most types of Since the inter and intra variations in the nexus pose a great
cancers, this too requires early detection and diagnosis for challenge in segmentation, the approach is then tailored to
effective disease management and treatment. In the case that focus primarily on the differentiation between any type of
melanoma is not recognized at an early stage, it can become nevus tissue and skin tissue. This is done with the help of
lethal and life-threatening. Reportedly, there are over 20,000 texture analysis as well as spatial operators so as to isolate
deaths due to melanoma in Europe each year [49]. Another the nevus tissue from the skin tissue. To that end, the authors
critical factor that is the number of biopsies needed. This employ a statistical texture analysis operator to approximate a
number can be cut down if automated systems are present to nevus. This is done by using a statistical heuristics approach
detect and diagnose melanoma. In the work of [48], the authors to distinguish between background skin and likely parts of
focused specifically on the contouring of the 2D images of nevus. There is an underlying assumption that the likely part of
nevi. This is generally considered to be a challenging problem nevus is centered in the image so that the area at the periphery
since there is a lot of homogeneity in the texture, size, color, of the image belongs to the background healthy skin cells
and shape of the nevi. Adding to the variance of the types [48]. This allows for the algorithm to take a sample of the
of nevus, there are often extraneous elements that include background. Here, only the intensities are considered while
patches, rulers, or hair. In [48], the authors take up this hue or saturation is ignored. Using these intensities only, a
challenge by leveraging texture similarity operators along with histogram of the distribution of intensities is computed with a
spatial logic operators. Altogether, the feasibility of such a suitable number of bins. While there is a global histogram, one
technique on the dermoscopic images from a public database that takes into account all the pixels in the image, a smaller,
is investigated in [48]. Usually, in the diagnosis of melanoma, more localized histogram is also constructed for each pixel
segmentation of nevi is considered a part of the overall bigger where intensities of surrounding pixels in a specific radius
problem. In the literature, [50] [51] [52] [13], there is evidence are considered. Comparison of these local histograms with
that techniques that include automatic contouring with spatial the global histogram in the form of a Pearson correlation
model checking for brain tumors have in fact shown quality coefficient allows for a comparison of the nature of the
comparable to the current state of the art. However, in the localized areas. This texture operator serves as a good first
case of nevi segmentation and model checking, the additional approximation method to identify the area covered by the
challenges make it relatively complex, largely due to the nevus. However, this is still an approximation and requires
optical effects that are associated with it. For instance, the adjustments to be made, which are subsequently performed
type of lesions and contrast and the variance within the types using derived operators with metrics like relative distance
of lesions. and similarity indexes. The spatial model checking techniques

Certain spatial model checkers essentially utilize high-level can be used with the spatial model checking tool VoxlogicA
specifications written in a logic language in order to describe developed in [51] to efficiently segment nevi. The segmenta-
certain spatial properties so as to identify spatial patterns tion based on dermoscopic images is important in automatic
of interest in an automatic and efficient way. These spatial routines for the diagnosis of malign skin tumors including



 

but not limited to melanoma. Spatial model checkers make accuracies competitive with the state-of-the-art techniques for
use of high-level logic languages to identify certain spatial glioblastoma segmentation.
properties. In conclusion, [48] presented a novel segmentation The authors build on the image query language(SQL) that
method to combine spatial operators, that were inspired by was proposed in [13]. This was in turn based on the spatial
closure spaces, and domain-based operators such as the texture logic for closure spaces [46]. It is from [46] that the authors
similarity operator. As a result, achieving a dice score of 0.9 in [51] derive their kernel for their framework. The work in
validates the segmentation quality. One of the outcomes of [51] is closely related to the spatial logic for closure spaces
employing such a technique is that it is explainable in its presented in [13], particularly with regard to the distance-
methods and it is mostly high-level [48]. There is room to based operator formed therein. For the digital image analysis,
advance this work by increasing the number of classes of a statistical similarity operator is used that quantifies the
images for which the segmentation has shown remarkable similarity of an area around a point with that of a given region.
accuracy. It is pertinent to mention the scale of homogeneity This is achieved by the computation of respective histograms
between the nevi and within the nevi as well. Such variations and then finding cross-correlation between them. This operator
reflect artifacts in the image and pose a tremendous challenge allows checking to what extent the area around a point of
for accurate segmentation. interest is statistically similar to a given region.

Another operator introduced is the percentile operator which
takes a numeric-value-based image and its binary mask in
order to return an image that shows at how each point is

C. The Spatial Logic Framework: VoxlogicA and SQL

One of the most important frameworks for image analysis associated to the percentile rank of its intensity with respect
using the model Checking is VoxLogic, which is a framework to the population voxels. This allows for the same segmen-
for image processing that incorporates user-oriented expres- tation specification on images that have different intensity
sion languages into the logic ImgQL to edit images[51], this distributions. This also allows for avoiding the use of ab-
tool takes advantage of the library of computational imaging solute values in constraints on the intensity of points. In
algorithms alongside distinct combinations of the declara- terms of its functionality, the VoxLogicA tool specializes for
tive specification to deliver optimized execution inherent to spatial analysis for multidimensional images. The pipeline
the spatial logic model checking. As a consequence, the for VoxLogicA is fairly simple as it interprets a particular
methodology developed is considered to be rapid. Testing this specification that is written in the image query language
methodology on existing brain tumor segmentation benchmark and produces a set of multidimensional images representing
images shows that the accuracy can reach the state of the art. the valuation of user-specified expressions. However, when
The additional advantage is the explainability and replicability it comes to medical images, the images are boolean-valued
of the approach [51]. for logical operators, thus, the regions of interest may be

The fundamental idea of Spatio-temporal model checking overlaid on top of the original images for better viewing. On
is to use the specifications in a relevant logical language in the other hand, the non-logical operators will yield number-
order to describe the spatial characteristics so that patterns and valued images. The tool was used in [51] for evaluation in
structures of key importance can automatically be identified. two ways. First, the evaluation was done for VoxLogicA for
In [51], the main focus is on medical imaging for radiotherapy, the segmentation of Glioblastoma in medical images obtained
particularly, brain tumor segmentation. A challenge in this from MRI scans where the clinical target volume of the whole
domain is that the tumorous regions or lesions are only defined tumor is considered. This is different from the gross tumor
distinctively from the normal tissue, owing to any changes in volume which corresponds to what is actually visible on an
the intensities of the pixels in the gray-scale images. This image. Secondly, the evaluation was done on the BraTS 2017
relativity of pixel intensity as a marker of tumor presence dataset which serves as a quality measure of the proposed
makes it a complex challenge to isolate the lesions from technique. The Dice similarity metric serves as a means to
normal tissue pixels. In addition to that, there is a considerable quantify the segmentation accuracy by computing a numeric
variation in the ground truth images of these segmented value for the overlap between the manually segmented ground
images. This is due to the variance in the manual segmentation truth and the ones achieved by the VoxLogicA tool. The Dice
by the experts. When there are intensity gradients between result of 0.9 reflects the tool is sufficiently accurate [51].
adjacent tissue structures, the experts have shown significant The evaluation of VoxLogicA involved sets of 3D images
subjectivity in the assessment of ground truth for segmenting of size 240 × 240 × 155 which is about 9 million voxels.
tumors [51]. This adds to the already challenging constraint Using a variant of [13] a comparison is made to assess the
of isolating tumors from normal tissues in gray-scale images performance of VoxLogicA and another model, topochecker.
based on intensities as a metric. Furthermore, the inconsis- The specifications consist of two human-authored text files
tency in the data complicates things further as different MRI of about 30 lines each, identifying the oedema. The machine
scanners also show considerable variation in the image quality. used for testing is a desktop computer equipped with a 7th-
However, for demonstration of the approach, the authors use generation Intel Core I7 processor and 16GB of RAM. In
the publicly available BraTS 2017 dataset [6] where ground the 2D case (image size: 512 × 512), topochecker takes 52
truth data is available for any objective deductions; reporting seconds to complete the analysis, whereas VoxLogicA takes



 

750 milliseconds. In the 3D case (image size: 512 × 512 × 24), tissues that have similar textural characteristics by comparing
topochecker takes about 30 minutes, whereas VoxLogicA takes the similarity of the histograms of relevant regions. This
15 seconds. This huge improvement is due to the combination statistical similarity-based operator is a cross-correlation-based
of a specialized imaging library, new algorithms such as operator. This operator is also invariant to rotations which
statistical similarity of regions, parallel execution, and other adds to this importance for use in spatial logic in medical
optimizations. applications. A demonstration on the benchmark checkerboard

In [52], the focus has largely been on identifying tissues in pattern shows good performance. The authors in [52] illustrate
the healthy brain. For example, the idea is to determine white the brain segmentation on two simulated images of the brain.
matter or gray matter in a healthy brain. Simulated images provide the benefit of conclusive ground
This is different from segmenting and identifying tumorous truths [52]. In this particular application, this is even more
regions in the brain as done in other studies. [52] reiterates that critical as the regions of interest in question are perfectly
model checking in medical imaging is mostly concerned with normal brain tissues; the only difference is in the nature of
the creation of visual representations of parts of the human the brain tissue, such as the gray matter and the white matter.
body for clinical analysis as well as preparedness for medical For quantitatively testing a method, using simulated images is,
intervention. A key step in radiotherapy planning includes therefore, very effective.
contouring tissues and organs accurately. This, in conjunction In the above-discussed literature, the works are aimed at
with automatic contouring simplifies diagnostic procedures reviewing model checking as a verification tool set in a
and eventually contributes to the reduction of time and cost multitude of domains. However, at the time of writing this
as compared to manual contouring. The automated software work, there is no review or survey that explores the specific
that is used for contouring is typically highly specific in its application of medical imaging with model checking as a
application, for instance, having the ability to only contour means of verification, particularly with spatial logic design.
the human brain [52]. Such software offers little flexibility This paper is a first of its kind reviewing different model-
and transparency for the users and often does not deliver checking approaches taken to understand segmentation and
satisfactory accuracy [52]. Deep learning-based approaches identification of regions of interest in medical images.
have recently become popular for medical image analysis.

III. METHODOLOGYThese are computationally efficient and mostly deliver decent
results. However, they do require sufficiently large data sets This work reviews recent research papers focusing on the
that are accurately labeled by experts. Such large datasets are application of model checking in medical imaging. A compre-
often not available, thus, posing as a limiting factor to these hensive analysis was conducted by compiling a curated list of
deep learning-based techniques. In addition to that, there is relevant studies. To achieve this, multiple web-based scientific
inter and intra variability between the labelers who annotate databases were accessed using keywords such as ”model
the data for ground truth. In [52], the focus is on healthy brain checking” and ”medical imaging.” The review highlights key
images to identify the types of tissues. The framework for the methodologies employed in these studies, particularly those
spatial logic utilized by [52] involves modeling a digital image utilizing model checking to validate proposed techniques.
as an adjacency space. This effectively means that only the Special emphasis is placed on tumor segmentation within
pixels that share an edge are counted as adjacent. Different medical images, a prominent area of research demonstrating
types of adjacency exist due to the nature of the rules of significant potential and promise. This study aims to critically
adjacency. For example, an orthodiagonal adjacency scheme evaluate and synthesize findings from the most recent works
considers a pixel adjacent even if a corner is shared. Since each employing model checking for segmentation tasks.
pixel is associated with color intensities, this can be modeled

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONfor similar pixels by using another metric called attributes.
These attributes can be passed onto an attribute function and In this section, we review the findings of some of the
be used for Boolean expressions with threshold parameters. works on model checking in medical imaging and build
This aids in defining a closure space. In effect, the adjacency our discussion on top of these works. An analysis of these
space is a subclass of closure spaces. The closure spaces can works in the form of a compilation is also shown in this
be strengthened using distance metric, thus, leading to distance section so as to discuss these works in detail. While there
closure spaces. are conclusive advantages to using spatial model-checking

In the work of [52], certain new derived operators have methods for medical imaging, it is imperative to understand
been introduced for the spatial model checking framework. the associated challenges.
Touch is a derived operator that guarantees that a starting point Logic-based techniques in model checking have a strong
and an ending point meet particular criteria along with all reliance on basic set of logical operators. These logical op-
intermediate points in between them. With particular criteria erators allow for the definition of more expressive derived
set, a grow operator is also defined. A filter operator functions operators that resonate with the domain-specific reasoning of
as a filter, taking a radius of a certain distance into account, the user. The idea is to exploit the compositionality of the
ultimately resulting in a smoothing operation. Furthermore, a basic operators so as to build more complex operators. A
statistical similarity operator is also defined. It searches for benefit for using very basic building blocks is the underlying
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Studies Application Innovation/Paper-Type Result Year

Karmakar et al.[22] System Design Review -Algorithmic verification of probabilistic finite-state 2022
systems with respect to linear-time properties.

2

3

Belmont et al.[48]

Gopal et al.[23]

Nevus Segmentation

Web Service

Spatial MC

Review

-Determination of the contour of the two- 2021
dimensional images of nevi.

-A systematic review of the current research work on 2021
web service validation-based model validation that
emerged during the period 2002-2017.

4 Jonas et al.[24] Vehicle Control Review -Report on model check application trials to check 2020
the arbitration logic of the vehicle control sys-
tem. Identify the pros and cons of different model-
checking techniques and tools

5

6

7

Vincenzo et al.[51]

Massink et al. [52]

Buonamici et al. [13]

Glioblastoma

Glioblastoma

Glioblastoma

VoxLogicA

Spatial MC

ImgQL

-Automatic segmentation of glioblastoma in MR flair 2019
for radiotherapy

Providing an open platform introducing declarative 2019
medical image analysis.

Introducing the logical language ImgQL (”Image 2018
Query Language”). ImgQL extends SLCS with
Boolean operators that describe distance and area
similarity.

8

9

Belmont et al.[50]

Nenzi et al. [30]

Glioblastoma Automatic Segmentation

Spatio-temporal Logic

-Automatic segmentation of glioblastoma 2017

Reaction Diffusion -Introducing the Signal SpatioTemporal Logic 2016
(SSTL), a modality that may be utilised to charac-
terise the spatiotemporal characteristics of linear time
and discrete space models.

10

11

Katoen et al. [16]

Ovidiu et al.[27]

Probabilistic MC Review Algorithmic verification of probabilistic models, in 2016
particular probabilistic model checking.

Biological Systems Meta MC A New Approach to Multiscale Spatio-Temporal 2016
Meta Model Checking for Multilevel Computational
Models of Biological Systems

12 Ovatman et al[19] PLC Review Model checking practices on verification of PLC 2016
software,” Software and Systems Modeling

13

14

Ciancia et al.[32] Spatial Operator

Medical Imaging

Topological Generaliza- Defining and confirming space attributes
tion

2016

Belmonte et al.[34] Multiple Operators Presenting a preliminary experiment focusing on 2016
spatial model verification applications to MI.

15

16

Edelkamp et al.[15]

Gerard et al.[20]

State-explosion Review Using Histological Image Processing Techniques, 2008
Chronic Tumor Hypoxia is Quantitatively Character-
ized
Explaining the theoretical underpinnings and prac- 2005
tical applications of logic model-checking methods
for the verification of multi-threaded software
.
Recommending a variety of approaches to deal with 2004
the issue of state space explosion as well as some
future research topics.

Software systems Review

17 Bhaduri [18] State-chart models Review

Review18

20

Vardi et al.[21]

Reif and al.[31]

Probabilistic MC

Packet Routing

Being able to reduce probabilistic model checking 1999
for ergodic analysis of Markov chains.

Spatio-temporal Operators spatial and temporal modalities in a multiprocess 1985
network logic

efficiency for the verification and correctness of the algorithms. be coupled with a particular application. Furthermore, a lot
It is also expected that the approach has some degree of of focus in medical imaging and diagnosis has been on
flexibility and generalization so that it does not unnecessarily deep learning-based techniques where hierarchical features are



 

extracted and a model is trained to fit under plenty of hyper- studied focused primarily on segmentation and analysis of
parameters to give desired results. However, this requires large medical images. This is to confirm the effectiveness of the
datasets and with significant variability in inter and intra model checking in the analysis of medical images, as the
experts on contours of segmentation, not only is deep learning accuracy of most of these works exceeded 90%, which is
implementation time-consuming for manual segmentation help a percentage that shows the importance of model checking
improve as well. To that end, interactive approaches based on in the analysis of medical images, in order to learn more
spatial model checking may be of help in terms of improving about the areas of use of model checking (computer science,
the generation of manual ground truth annotations in a more engineering, Medicine Public Health, medicine ), figure 1
efficient, transparent, and reproducible way. The explaining shows the results of the top 5 areas where the model checking
ability aspect is also an under-explored problem when it comes was applied by relying on Spring Nature statistics.
to deep learning methods as deep learning approaches suffer
from a lack of reasonable explanations on human insight as
to why a certain area is classified as a tumor by the model,
particularly when the models do not provide correct results
at all times. The results in [52] is obtained by utilizing the
VoxLogicA-based model checking approach with the integra-
tion of the above-discussed derivative operators.

The quantitative metrics used for evaluation included the
dice coefficient, specificity, and sensitivity. Sensitivity quanti-
fies the fraction of pixels correctly identified as the ground
truth whereas specificity quantifies the fraction of pixels
identified as true negatives. The dice index encapsulates the
similarity. The authors were able to achieve dice, sensitivity,
and specificity scores as high as 0.90, 0.91, and 0.98, re-
spectively for grey matter in the brain MRI image and 0.89,
0.85, and 1.0, respectively for white matter. In [48] work on
nevus segmentation, the authors achieved dice, sensitivity, and
specificity scores of 0.81, 0.81, and 0.96, respectively. While
some variation on scores is evident owing to the difference Figure 2: Model checking research publications common area
in applications, the objectivity in the strong performance of
model checking as a tool for segmentation, in general, is In order to be more precise, we calculated the percentage
appreciable nonetheless. [52] emphasized the importance of for each field in terms of the number of Model Checking
enhancing capabilities and ensuring transparency in annotation publications by relying on Spring Nature statistics.
procedures conducted by experts during segmentation. Given
their extensive experience in marking ground truths, it is
vital to encapsulate this expertise in the form of high-level
operations with formal specifications. These specifications
should be exchangeable, publishable, and open to discussion
within the domain expert community, promoting collaboration
and driving advancements in the field.

Furthermore, ensuring device independence is essential for
the broader adoption of academically significant research in
clinical practice. Several factors hinder this transition, includ-
ing the lack of integration of academic research outcomes with
existing hardware and the reliance on hard-coded execution
environments. To facilitate successful technology transfer, it
is critical to address the fragmentation of academic research
and establish open standards and protocols. These measures
can enable intermediaries, such as imaging device vendors, to
transform innovative ideas into practical clinical applications. Figure 3: Model checking research publications common area
Additionally, challenges related to data privacy and procedural
confidentiality underscore the need for open standards that
allow users to exchange analysis procedures and build a foun- checking is the ability to apply it in different areas, unlike
dation of shared knowledge. We summarize the contributions some other methods, and it is clear that most applications of

It is clear from the above diagram that the strength of model

of the relevant literature on model checking in Table 1. model checking are in computer engineering sciences due to
The table results show that most of the publications we the need for computer engineering to verify the correctness of



 

the characteristics in order to avoid errors in the development
of programs.
we used the systematic review to draw the historical publica-
tion chart of model-checking research publications per year
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