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ABSTRACT

With the rapid advancement of deep learning, computational pathology has made significant progress
in cancer diagnosis and subtyping. Tissue segmentation is a core challenge, essential for prognosis
and treatment decisions. Weakly supervised semantic segmentation (WSSS) reduces the annotation
requirement by using image-level labels instead of pixel-level ones. However, Class Activation Map
(CAM)-based methods still suffer from low spatial resolution and unclear boundaries. To address
these issues, we propose a multi-level superpixel correction algorithm that refines CAM boundaries
using superpixel clustering and floodfill. Experimental results show that our method achieves great
performance on breast cancer segmentation dataset with mIoU of 71.08%, significantly improving
tumor microenvironment boundary delineation.

Keywords Medical Image Analysis · Computer Vision · Weakly Supervised Learning

1 Introduction

The progress in deep learning has significantly advanced computational pathology, reducing pathologists from repetitive
tasks such as cancer diagnosis and subtyping. One of the core challenges in this field is automated tissue segmentation,
which is crucial since tumor microenvironment (TME) plays a key role in tumor growth and development. Accurate
segmentation of TME in histopathology can provide valuable insights into patient prognosis. This will support
oncologists in treatment decisions, clinical therapies and effective cancer care.

Currently, most deep learning methods for TME segmentation tasks are fully supervised. Due to the extremely large
size of histopathology images (with hundreds of thousands of pixels) and the limited availability of pathologists, fully
supervised annotations for whole slide images (WSIs) are an expensive and challenging task to implement. Reducing
the amount of annotation has become a critical issue, often addressed through active learning [1], semi-supervised
learning [2], and weakly supervised learning [3]. Weakly supervised semantic segmentation (WSSS) only requires
image-level labels instead of pixel-level annotations, thus saving significant costs for segmentation tasks of WSIs [4].

For Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN)-based methods, class activation map (CAM) [5] is a technique used to
highlight the regions of an image that are most relevant to a specific class prediction. However, The convenience of
CAM highlighting high-contribution regions can potentially lead to a loss in efficiency. Drawbacks of CAM are mostly
caused by low spatial resolution and lack of boundary awareness. First, in many cases, the CAM heatmap is based on
the output of high-level layers of the neural network, with lower spatial resolution at the same time. This can cause the
boundary of the object to appear blurred or fuzzy, making it difficult to locate the semantic shape precisely. Moreover,
since CAM is primarily concerned with classification and the most discriminative regions, it may not cover the full
spatial extent of the object, especially its edges or boundaries, where less distinctive features are present. This results in
incomplete or imprecise boundary delineation.

Hence, the intractability in CAM for WSIs can be described as a boundary problem. To address this issue, we introduce
the concept of superpixels in images, as superpixel clustering can reflect natural boundaries of an image, which is
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especially important for pathological segmentation. With siperpixels we refine the boundaries of CAM-supervised
segmentation using floodfill (Fig. 1). We also address the boundary scale problem by merging CAMs of different
depths.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows. First, we propose a superpixel correction algorithm to refine
the boundary of CAM. It combines superpixel clustering into a multi-layer segmenation backbone to improve the
quality of segmentation mask. Second, various experiments demonstrate that our algorithm achieves state of the
art (SOTA), specificially on BCSS segmentation dataset. Accordingly, our paper further improves the efficiency of
WSSS, making pathological image segmentation more lightweight, and thereby facilitating the practical application of
computer-assisted healthcare.

2 Related works

2.1 Whole Slide Images

Pathological images are an important diagnostic basis in medicine, allowing doctors to assess a patient’s cancer status
based on tumor microenvironments within these images. With advancements in deep learning, research on pathological
images, e.g. WSIs, has progressed more effectively. Computational tasks involving WSIs are mainly divided into three
domains: image segmentation, image classification, and object detection [6]. Among these tasks, image segmentation
is the most comprehensive and complex task, requiring pixel-by-pixel semantic segmentation to obtain a complete
semantic map for observation. Since WSIs often contain hundreds of thousands of pixels, obtaining pixel-level
annotations is very costly [7]. Therefore, weakly supervised semantic segmentation has shown great advantages, as it
only requires image-level classification labels rather than pixel-level annotations.

2.2 WSSS

Many WSSS methods utilize Class Activation Maps to obtain pseudo-masks. CAMs are then expanded, refined, and
augmented to produce fine-grained segmentation masks. The development of WSSS with CAMs follows two lines:
improving the generation of pseudo-masks and improving the expansion of pseoudo-masks. Concentrating on WSIs,
some recent methods have progressed in CAM-based approaches. Histo-Seg [8] trains a CNN on the gradient-weighted
CAM and adds post-processing segmentation with a fully-connected conditional random field. SEAM [9] runs on
different views in order to impose regularization of semantic consistency of features between views and facilitate the
compactness between classes of the feature space. C-CAM [10] proposes a causal CAM with two cause-effect chains
including category-causality chain and anatomy-causality chain. WSSS-Tissue [11] is a method utilizing multi-layer
pseudo-supervision with progressive dropout attention. PistoSeg [12] attains pseudo-masks with a synthesis of Mosaic
transformation on raw weakly-supervised datasets.

3 Method

3.1 Multi-Layer Pseudo-Mask Fusion

The organization of tissues is random and dispersed, which means a single image patch may contain more than one
tissue type. Therefore, we consider tissue segmentation as a multi-label classification problem.

Some variable notations are as follows:

• X ∈ RH×W : raw input data of an H ×W pixel matrix where H is its height and W is its width;
• Y ∈ Rk: image classification label vector of k-dimension;
• Dtrain = {(xi, yi), i = 1, . . . , ntrain}: a training dataset, where (xi, yi)

ntrain
i=1 are i.i.d. copies of (X,Y ) and ntrain

is its size;
• Dtest = {(x′

i, y
′
i), i = 1, . . . , ntest}: a testing dataset where (x′

i, y
′
i)

ntest
i=1 are i.i.d. copies of (X,Y ) and ntest is

its size.

Considering a CNN-based classification model fcls with a weight matrix Wcls, the training process is represented by
ŷ = fcls(x,Wcls). In this process, raw image features undergo convolutional layers to transform into deep feature maps.
Function T : fcls(x,Wcls) → m represents the extraction of final feature map m from the network. After that, the
classification logit ẑc for class c can be obtained using a global weighted average pooling layer:

ẑc =
∑
k

wc,kGAPk(mk),
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Figure 1: Pipeline of multi-layer superpixel correction for WSSS on WSIs.

where GAPk is global average pooling layer, wc,k is weight of class c to feature map mk in linear layer. After training
the above classification model, we can generate a pseudo mask p (an H ×W matrix) through class activation mapping,
with the (i, j) element p(i, j) defined as::

p(i, j) = argmax
c

∑
k

wc,kmk(i, j).

With generated pseudo-masks, the training set can be expanded to D̃train = {(xi, yi, pi), i = 1, . . . , ntrain}. On D̃train,
we can train a pseudo supervised model fseg to obtain the final segmentation output s with weights Wseg:

s = fseg(x, p,Wseg)

Through this pseudo-mask approach, we achieve an approximation under weak supervision. However, due to the dis-
crepancy between pixel-level labels and image-level labels, the spatial information learned simply from the classification
network remains incomplete. To bridge this gap, we need to obtain deeper-level image information.

With deep layers, CNN models are capable of learning information at different scales. We can extract pseudo-masks
from CAM at various CNN depths and incorporate them into the loss function to reflect multi-scale information [11].
To address this, we select feature maps from three different CNN depths, obtaining three pseudo masks p1, p2, p3
through CAM. The adjusted loss function is:

L = λ1l(s, p1) + λ2l(s, p2) + λ3l(s, p3),

where l1, l2, l3 are cross-entropy losses, and λ1, λ2, λ3 are tuning parameters.

3.2 Superpixel Floodfill Refinement

Due to the lack of pixel-level annotations in weakly supervised learning, the quality of the pseudo-masks largely
determines the quality of the segmentation results. As pseudo-masks only represent the areas with the highest predicted
probability density and does not restore finer semantic features, relying solely on coarse CAM probability heatmaps
may lead to discrepancies between the image boundaries and the ground truth (GT).

In multi-layer models, the granularity of CAMs generated by GAP of different depths exhibits significant variability.
This variability in granularity is primarily reflected in the scale of the boundaries. However, in most regions of primary
pseudo masks, the depth gap does not result in noticeable differences in granularity. Meanwhile, we observe that
superpixels of CAMs can effectively correct the semantic boundaries, leveraging their inherent properties.

Therefore, a fundamental idea is to cluster on basic features (such as color and texture) of the image, thereby partitioning
the entire image x into several superpixels C = {c1, c2, . . .} (as shown in Fig. 2), and then making corrections to the
pseudo-mask p on this superpixel partition C.
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Figure 2: Illustration of superpixels on WSI

We utilize Simple Linear Iterative Clustering (SLIC) al-
gorithm to partition superpixels. We control the SLIC
algorithm through three parameters: average cluster size
S and compactness m. In SLIC, the distance D of pixel
vector space is defined for clustering:

D =

√(
∆x

S

)2

+

(
∆y

S

)2

+

(
∆I

m

)2

,

where x and y represent the coordinate of a pixel point
while I represents the color intensity. As m increases, the
influence of color intensity on distance decreases, and the
effect of spatial features on distance becomes more prominent, resulting in smoother superpixel boundaries. Conversely,
when m is smaller, the boundary has finer granularity.

Superpixels from SLIC are not directly related to semantic segmentation but have natural boundaries among them.
Observations reveal that many superpixels actually belong to the same category, but predicted to multiple categories
due to the limitation of CAMs. To address this, we process the pixel points in the pseudo-mask p with “floodfill”
corresponding to each superpixel. If a superpixel contains a “dominant category” (which means most pixels in this
superipixel belong to one category), we assign all pixels in this superpixel to the dominant category. If no dominant
category exists, the superpixel is left unchanged. This superpixel floodfill algorithm is detailed in Algorithm. 1.

Result: {prefined}
Data: (x, y, p) ∈ D̃train

C = {c1, c2, ...} = SLIC(x);
K : number of classes; τ : threshold parameter;
for ci in C do

for j in 1:K do
nij = |{pixel ∈ ci, classp(pixel) = j}|

end
li = argmax

j

|nij |
|ci|

ri =
|nili

|
|ci|

if ri > τ then
classprefined(pixel) := li, pixel ∈ ci;

else
continue;

end
end

Algorithm 1: Superpixel Floodfill Algorithm

4 Experiments

4.1 Dataset and Methods

We illustrate the proposed algorithm with the Breast Cancer Semantic Segmentation (BCSS) dataset, which consists
of 151 representative regions of interest (ROIs), i.e., H&E-stained whole slide images of breast cancer. Experienced
pathologists classify the images without providing pixel-level mask information. These 151 whole slide images are cut
into smaller slices of 224 × 224 pixels, resulting in 23,422 training images, 3,418 validation images, and 4,986 test
images. As shown in Fig. 3, the BCSS dataset contains four types of tissue: tumor (TUM), stroma (STR), lymphocytic
infiltrate (LYM), and necrosis (NEC).

We compare our method with several SOTA methods including HistoSegNet [8], SEAM [9], C-CAM [10], WSSS-Tissue
[11], and PistoSeg [12], as described in Section 2.

4.2 Settings

All experiments are conducted with 3 Nvidia RTX 3090 GPUs and environment of PyTorch 1.12.0. Resnet38d is
applied for classification part. We choose transformed cross entropy loss for segmentation Loss. Adam optimizer is
adopted to optimize the models. We train the model in 10 epoches and the training rate is set to 0.001.

4
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Figure 3: Illustration of patches and masks in BCSS dataset.

4.3 Results

The results of our method and other SOTA methods are summarized in Table. 1. Our method achieves the best
performance on the overall metric mIoU and performs exceptionally well across all categories. While improving
average performance, it ranks the first in NEC and the second in TUM and STR. This demonstrates an excellent balance
of our method, even surpassing the relatively strong PistoSeg [12]. Note that PistoSeg utilizes a pre-trained model
with data augmentation while our method does not. Among methods without pre-trained models, our method not only
exhibits better balance but also achieves the strongest segmentation capability across subgroups. We also present the
visual results of our algorithm in Fig. 4, specifically demonstrating how our method refines the boundaries based on
superpixels. Some unnatural outlier blocks in the CAM are eliminated, and the boundaries are better aligned with the
visual distribution.

Table 1: Comparision of recent methods and our superpixel correction method on BCSS dataset.

IoU
Method TUM STR LYM NEC mIoU

HistoSegNet [8] 0.3314 0.4646 0.2905 0.0191 0.2764
SEAM [9] 0.7437 0.6216 0.5079 0.4843 0.5894
C-CAM [10] 0.7557 0.6796 0.3100 0.4943 0.5599
WSSS-Tissue [11] 0.7798 0.7295 0.6098 0.6687 0.6970
PistoSeg [12] 0.8110 0.7504 0.6184 0.6422 0.7055

Our method 0.8082 0.7471 0.6048 0.6831 0.7108

5 Discussion

During the experiments, one point of interest is to determine at which stage our proposed superpixel refinement leads
to the greatest improvement in segmentation performance. There are two stages of the image worth refining: one is
the pseudo-mask generated at the end of the classification stage, and the other is the final predicted image produced
at the segmentation stage. We performed refinement at both stages, and the results reveal that refining the second
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Figure 4: Visualization of superpixel floodfill refinement for BCSS dataset.

stage significantly improves segmentation performance, whereas refining the first stage has no effect. A reasonable
explanation is that adjusting CAMs too early might result in the lack of information from the image. Since WSSS relies
on image-level information, modifying the boundaries in the first stage could lead to the loss of important features,
causing the second stage labels to contain fewer effective features. Therefore, adjustments to CAMs need to be done
cautiously, and refinement at the right stage contributes to significantly effective improvement.
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