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Abstract
Computational pathology foundation models
(CPathFMs) have emerged as a powerful approach
for analyzing histopathological data, leveraging
self-supervised learning to extract robust feature
representations from unlabeled whole-slide im-
ages. These models, categorized into uni-modal
and multi-modal frameworks, have demonstrated
promise in automating complex pathology tasks
such as segmentation, classification, and biomarker
discovery. However, the development of CPathFMs
presents significant challenges, such as limited
data accessibility, high variability across datasets,
the necessity for domain-specific adaptation, and
the lack of standardized evaluation benchmarks.
This survey provides a comprehensive review of
CPathFMs in computational pathology, focusing
on datasets, adaptation strategies, and evaluation
tasks. We analyze key techniques, such as con-
trastive learning and multi-modal integration, and
highlight existing gaps in current research. Finally,
we explore future directions from four perspectives
for advancing CPathFMs. This survey serves as
a valuable resource for researchers, clinicians,
and AI practitioners, guiding the advancement of
CPathFMs toward robust and clinically applicable
AI-driven pathology solutions.

1 Introduction
Histopathology with hematoxylin and eosin (H&E) stain-
ing plays a fundamental role in disease diagnosis, progno-
sis, and treatment planning, particularly in oncology, where
microscopic examination of tissue samples is critical for de-
tecting pathological abnormalities. Traditionally, histopatho-
logical analysis relies on pathologists, who manually exam-
ine whole-slide images (WSIs) to identify disease patterns.

∗Equal contribution.
†Corresponding authors.

However, this process is time-consuming, labor-intensive,
and subject to inter-observer variability. With the increasing
availability of digital pathology WSIs, deep learning-based
computational pathology (CPath) models have emerged as
a promising approach to enhancing diagnostic accuracy, re-
ducing workload, and enabling large-scale pathology anal-
ysis. These models leverage convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) and vision transformers (ViTs) to automate complex
pathology tasks, such as tumor classification, biomarker dis-
covery, and prognosis prediction.

In recent years, foundation models (FMs) have gained sig-
nificant attention in CPath [Ochi et al., 2024]. Unlike tradi-
tional deep learning models that require large-scale, manually
labeled datasets for each specific task, computational pathol-
ogy foundation models (CPathFMs) leverage self-supervised
learning (SSL) to learn rich feature representations from un-
labeled histopathological images. These models can be fine-
tuned for various downstream pathology tasks using trans-
fer learning, few-shot learning, or zero-shot learning, re-
ducing the dependency on extensive expert manual anno-
tations. Uni-modal CPathFMs are trained exclusively on
histopathological images, capturing domain-specific features,
while multi-modal CPathFMs, which integrate histopatho-
logical images with clinical linguistic data, further enhance
AI-driven pathology by leveraging complementary informa-
tion sources. Despite their success, effectively pre-training
CPathFMs remains challenging due to data limitations, adap-
tation difficulties, and evaluation inconsistencies.

The development of CPathFMs presents several key chal-
lenges. (1) Data challenges arise due to the high inter-
institutional variability in histopathological images, includ-
ing tissue sample preparation, differences in staining tech-
niques, and scanning resolutions. Labeled pathology datasets
are often scarce and expensive to annotate, requiring expert
pathologists for precise region-based annotations. Addition-
ally, multi-modal data integration (e.g., combining WSIs with
clinical text) remains complex due to challenges in align-
ment and feature fusion. (2) Adaptation challenges stem from
the fact that, unlike natural image foundation models (e.g.,
CLIP [Radford et al., 2021] and DINO [Caron et al., 2021]),
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WSI Report: Prostatic adenocarcinoma with 
a Gleason score of 3 + 4 = 7 (Grade Group 
2) confined to the prostate.

Tile Caption: Image displays a lymph node 
featuring a prominent germinal center. This 
center is enveloped by a mantle zone...

Whole-Slide Image (WSI)

Tile Image FoV 20X

FoV 40X

Different Interpretations by 
Field of View (FoV)

H&E IHC MxIF

Different Imaging Types

…

Others

Microscope Slides

Figure 1: An illustrative example of data modalities and challenges in CPath. The figure illustrates different histopathology data types,
including WSIs, tile images at multiple magnifications (Field of View, FoV), and imaging types (H&E, IHC, MxIF). These elements are
critical for developing CPathFMs, highlighting the complexity of multi-scale image representation and domain-specific challenges.

CPathFMs require domain-specific fine-tuning to ensure ro-
bust generalization across different datasets. (3) Evaluation
challenges further complicate CPathFM development, as the
lack of standardized benchmarks and the diversity of evalua-
tion tasks (e.g., classification, retrieval, generation, segmen-
tation) make it difficult to assess model performance consis-
tently across datasets and tasks.

While several survey papers have focused on CPathFMs,
some of them emphasize benchmarking rather than a com-
prehensive investigation of existing methods [Campanella et
al., 2024a; Lee et al., 2024; Neidlinger et al., 2024]. They
cover too few approaches and lack a summary of pre-training
datasets and evaluation tasks. Although Neidlinger et al., in-
cluded a wide range of CPathFMs and pre-training datasets,
their summarization of methods and datasets remains insuffi-
ciently detailed. Ochi et al., [2024] and Chanda et al., [2024]
conducted surveys on a large number of CPathFMs, their pre-
training datasets, and evaluation tasks. However, the meth-
ods mentioned by the former are relatively few and not up-to-
date, while the latter did not provide a detailed introduction
on how these methods are adapted to the pathology domain or
distinguish between the different adaptations. Although both
provided summaries of evaluation tasks, the latter only listed
the tasks without offering a systematic taxonomy, whereas
the former’s summary of the tasks was not comprehensive
enough.

In this survey, we address these gaps by providing a com-
prehensive review of CPathFMs, with a focus on datasets,
adaptation strategies, and evaluation tasks. Our main con-
tributions include:
• Providing an in-depth analysis of existing pathology

datasets and data curation used for pre-training CPathFMs,
identifying key challenges in generalization.

• Systematically reviewing adaptation techniques in pre-
training CPathFMs, covering both uni-modal (image-
based) and multi-modal (image and text) approaches, and
highlighting their respective advantages and limitations.

• For the first time, thoroughly summarizing evaluation tasks,
categorizing them into six main perspectives for assessing
pre-trained CPathFMs.

• Identifying key future research directions, offering in-
sights into the challenges and opportunities for advancing
CPathFM development.

By synthesizing recent advancements and identifying open
research challenges, this survey serves as a valuable resource
for researchers, practitioners, and clinicians working at the
intersection of CPath, medical AI, and foundation models.

2 Background
2.1 Computational Pathology (CPath)
CPath is an interdisciplinary field that combines artificial in-
telligence, machine learning, and computer vision with dig-
ital pathology to enhance diagnosis, prognosis, and treat-
ment planning. By leveraging whole-slide imaging and deep
learning, CPath facilitates scalable and automated analysis of
histopathological data, reducing reliance on manual examina-
tion by pathologists and improving diagnostic consistency.

Whole-slide imaging refers to the digital scanning of entire
histopathology slides at high resolution, producing gigapixel
WSIs that capture intricate tissue structures and morpholo-
gies. Due to their large size1, WSIs are typically divided
into smaller tile images, which serve as fundamental units
for computational analysis. These tiles can be further an-
notated with tile captions, providing textual descriptions of
specific tissue regions, while WSI reports summarize patient-
level pathology interpretations (e.g., tumor type and grade).

Figure 1 presents an illustration of key histopathology
data modalities, including WSIs and tile images at multiple
magnifications (Field of View, FoV), and different imaging
techniques, such as H&E, immunohistochemistry (IHC), and
multiplex immunofluorescence (MxIF). These elements are
essential for developing CPathFMs by incorporating multi-
scale image representations and domain-specific knowledge.
The FoV plays a critical role in image interpretation, with
tile-level analysis focusing on localized cellular structures,
while WSI-level analysis provides a broader view of tis-
sue morphology. Multi-modal CPathFMs further integrate
histopathological images with clinical reports and captions,
improving model generalizability and interpretability in AI-
assisted pathology.

1The size of WSIs varies depending on factors such as tissue
type, magnification level, scanning resolution, and file format, but
they are typically gigapixel-scale images and can range from hun-
dreds of megabytes to several gigabytes per slide.
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Figure 2: Overview of the pre-training pipeline for CPathFMs. The process involves data curation, including image curation, text curation,
and dataset filtering, followed by uni-modal and multi-modal pre-training. The final CPathFMs are evaluated across multiple downstream
tasks categorized into six main perspectives.

2.2 Self-Supervised Contrastive Learning
Self-supervised contrastive learning has become a key ap-
proach in pre-training CPathFMs, allowing models to learn
rich representations from unlabeled histopathological images.
These frameworks often (1) maximize the similarity between
different augmented views of the same image and (2) mini-
mize similarities between distinct images to train feature ex-
tractors. Several prominent methods have been adapted for
CPathFM pre-training, mainly including DINO [Caron et al.,
2021], DINOv2 [Oquab et al., 2023], CLIP [Radford et al.,
2021], and CoCa [Yu et al., 2022].

The global modeling capability and scalability of ViT have
driven recent research to focus on integrating ViT into SSL
frameworks [Caron et al., 2021]. To address the instability
during ViT training, DINO, which follows a student-teacher
paradigm, performs self-distillation in a self-supervised man-
ner. Specifically, it matches the output of the student net-
work with the output of the teacher network after centering
(an operation similar to batch normalization) and updates the
teacher network using exponential moving average (EMA)
[He et al., 2020]. DINOv2 enhances DINO by integrat-
ing iBOT [Zhou et al., 2021], which employs Masked Im-
age Modeling (MIM) as introduced by Masked Autoencoders
(MAE) [He et al., 2022]. MIM works by randomly masking
certain regions of an image and reconstructing the masked
areas, enabling the model to learn valuable representations.
DINOv2 effectively captures fine-grained cellular structures
within broader tissue contexts, thereby improving generaliza-
tion across diverse pathology datasets.

Beyond vision-only learning, multi-modal contrastive
frameworks such as CLIP integrate image and text encoders,
enabling zero-shot classification and cross-modal retrieval.
CLIP enhances model interpretability for pathology AI by
leveraging paired histopathological images and textual de-
scriptions (e.g., pathology reports and expert annotations).
CoCa extends CLIP by incorporating a multi-modal decoder
that generates language signals from visual signals, combin-
ing contrastive learning with image captioning and report
synthesis. This dual-tower architecture improves diagnostic
reasoning in CPath by enabling both retrieval-based and gen-

erative tasks.

2.3 Challenges in Pre-training CPathFMs
While self-supervised contrastive learning frameworks have
significantly advanced the development of CPathFMs, pre-
training these models remains challenging due to issues in
data availability, adaptation strategies, and evaluation com-
plexities that are closely tied to the entire pre-training process.
As shown in Figure 2, pre-training CPathFMs involves three
key steps: first, preparing the pre-training dataset through
data curation; second, training within an adapted SSL frame-
work; and finally, evaluating the model on a series of down-
stream tasks. Addressing limitations during pre-training is
crucial to improving the generalizability and clinical applica-
bility of CPathFMs.

One of the primary challenges in pre-training CPathFMs
is data availability. Histopathology datasets are often stored
within institutional repositories or hospital databases, requir-
ing ethical approvals and access permissions, which signifi-
cantly limits the availability of large, diverse datasets. Pub-
licly available datasets are scarce and frequently originate
from a single institution, reducing data diversity. Addition-
ally, WSIs are gigapixel-scale images, often reaching several
gigabytes per file, which creates significant storage and com-
putational burdens. Handling such large-scale data efficiently
requires advanced data management, compression, and dis-
tributed storage solutions. Annotation is another major obsta-
cle, as pathology image labeling requires expert knowledge,
often involving multiple pathologists to ensure accuracy. This
process is time-consuming and costly, leading to a shortage
of well-annotated datasets. Furthermore, pathology data ex-
hibit substantial variability in staining protocols, magnifica-
tion levels, and organ-specific structures, introducing domain
shifts that complicate model generalization. Data imbalance
further exacerbates these issues, as rare disease types account
for only a small fraction of available data, causing models to
overfit common diseases while performing poorly on under-
represented conditions.

Beyond data-related issues, adapting pre-trained models to
diverse pathology tasks presents additional challenges. Un-



Table 1: Statistics of datasets used for pre-training CPathFMs.

Reference Data Description†
Input Image Size Field of View Staining Types Data Sources Corresponding

# WSIs # Tiles (FoV) H&E IHC Others Public Private Method

U
ni

-m
od

al

[Wang et al., 2022] 32.2K 15.6M 1024×1024 20× ✓ ✗ ✗ TCGA, PAIP - CTransPath

[Azizi et al., 2023] 29.0K 50.0M 224×224 20× ✓ ✗ ✗ TCGA JFT54 REMEDIS

[Kang et al., 2023] 36.7K 32.6M 512×512 {20, 40}× ✓ ✗ ✗ TCGA TULIP Lunit DINO

[Filiot et al., 2023] 6.1K 43.4M 224×224 20× ✓ ✗ ✗ TCGA - Phikon

[Vorontsov et al., 2023] 1.5M 2.0B 224×224 20× ✓ ✗ ✗ - MSKCC Virchow

[Campanella et al., 2024b] 423K 1.6B, 3.2B 224×224 20× ✓ ✗ ✗ - MSHS -

[Dippel et al., 2024] 134K 1.2B 256×256 {20, 40, 80}× ✓ ✓ ✓ TCGA Proprietary RudolfV

[Aben et al., 2024] 29.0K 256M 256×256 {5, 10, 20, 40}× ✓ ✗ ✗ TCGA - Kaiko

[Xu et al., 2024] 171K 1.4B 256×256 20× ✓ ✓ ✗ - PHS GigaPath

[Nechaev et al., 2024] 1.1M 512M, 1.2B 224×224 20× ✓ ✓ ✓ - Proprietary Hibou

[Zimmermann et al., 2024] 3.1M 2.0B 392×392 {5, 10, 20, 40}× ✓ ✓ ✗ - MSKCC Virchow2

[Filiot et al., 2024] 58.0K 456M 224×224 20× ✓ ✓ ✓ TCGA, GTEx, etc. Proprietary×4 Phikon-v2

[Chen et al., 2024] 100K 100M 256×256, 512×512 20× ✓ ✗ ✗ GTEx MGH, BWH UNI

M
ul

ti-
m

od
al

[Huang et al., 2023] 208K Tile-Caption Pairs 224×224 - ✓ ✓ - Twitter, PathLAION - PLIP

[Sun et al., 2024] 207K Tile-Caption Pairs - - ✓ ✓ ✗ PMC OA LBC PathCLIP

[Sun et al., 2024] 180K Instructions - - ✓ ✓ ✗ PMC OA LBC PathAsst

[Lu et al., 2024a] 21K WSIs from 16M Tile Images 256×256 20× ✓ - - - Proprietary CONCH1.17M Tile-Caption Pairs 448×448 - ✓ ✓ ✓ PMC OA EDU

[Shaikovski et al., 2024] 587K WSIs and 195K Reports 224×224 20× ✓ ✗ ✗ TCGA Proprietary PRISM

[Wang et al., 2024] 60K WSI-Label Pairs 256×256 10× ✓ ✗ ✗ TCGA, GTEx, etc. Proprietary CHIEF

[Lu et al., 2024b] 1.18M Tile-Caption Pairs 448×448 - ✓ ✓ ✓ PMC OA EDU PathChat467K Instructions - - ✓ ✓ ✗ PMC OA, TCGA Proprietary

[Ding et al., 2024]
336K WSIs 512×512 20× ✓ ✓ ✗ GTEx Proprietary

TITAN423K Tile-Caption Pairs 8192×8192 20× ✓ ✓ ✗ GTEx Proprietary
183K WSI-Report Pairs 32768×32768 - ✓ ✓ ✗ GTEx Proprietary

† The pre-training data for uni-modal CPathFMs primarily consists of the number of WSIs and tiles. However, the situation is more complex for multi-modal models, so we provide
a textual description for clarification.

like natural image datasets, which are often well-curated
and standardized, pathology images exhibit significant inter-
institutional variability, requiring pre-training strategies that
can effectively capture and generalize across this diversity.
This demand for higher generalization ability makes it diffi-
cult to develop CPathFMs that perform robustly across dif-
ferent patient populations and imaging conditions. Another
key limitation is the difficulty of processing gigapixel-scale
WSIs, which are too large for traditional deep learning ar-
chitectures to handle directly. Many current approaches rely
on tile-based learning, where WSIs are broken into smaller
patches, but this often leads to context fragmentation, making
it difficult for models to retain spatial relationships within the
tissue. Efficient multi-scale learning techniques are needed to
bridge this gap.

Evaluation presents a significant challenge in pre-training
CPathFMs. The wide range of downstream pathology tasks,
including classification, retrieval, segmentation, survival pre-
diction, and so on, complicates performance assessment,
making it difficult to compare CPathFMs across differ-
ent institutions and tasks. The heterogeneity in evaluation
methodologies further hinders the establishment of a univer-
sal benchmarking framework, limiting the ability to system-
atically assess and compare model performance.

3 Pre-training Datasets in CPathFMs
Although early CPathFMs used relatively small and homo-
geneous pre-training datasets, recent studies have shown that
higher quality, larger scale, and more diverse pathology pre-
training datasets are more beneficial for adapting the foun-
dation models trained on natural image datasets or existing
SSL frameworks to the pathology domain [Zimmermann et
al., 2024]. Therefore, summarizing the datasets used for
pre-training CPathFMs can provide valuable insights for fu-
ture research on CPathFMs. Table 1 provides a summary of
the key statistics of the pre-training datasets utilized by each
method discussed in Section 4.

Most CPathFMs utilize multiple data sources to con-
struct larger and more diverse pathology pre-training datasets.
Aside from inaccessible private data, existing methods of-
ten acquire WSIs from large-scale public pathology datasets
such as The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) [Weinstein et al.,
2013], The Genotype-Tissue Expression (GTEx) Consortium
[Consortium et al., 2015], and the Pathology AI Platform
(PAIP) [Kim et al., 2021], as well as tile-caption pairs from
the PubMed Central Open Access Dataset (PMC OA) [Lu
et al., 2024a]. The diversity of data sources imposes higher
requirements on data curation. Although the processes vary
across methods, some steps are similar. As shown in Figure
2, images are typically subject to detection and segmentation
of subfigures; resizing and cropping to meet model require-



Table 2: Overview of architecture and adaptation strategies of CPathFMs

Model Reference SSL Backbone [# Param.]† Input Pre-training Strategy‡ Model
Framework Vision Language Images Vision Language Availability

U
ni

-m
od

al

CTransPath [Wang et al., 2022] MoCo v3 Swin Transformer [28M] - Tiles S - ✓

REMEDIS [Azizi et al., 2023] SimCLR ResNet-152 (2×) [232M] - Tiles D - ✓

Lunit DINO [Kang et al., 2023] DINO ViT-S/(8,16) [22M] - Tiles S - ✓

Phikon [Filiot et al., 2023] iBOT ViT-B/16 [86M] - Tiles S - ✗

Virchow [Vorontsov et al., 2023] DINOv2 ViT-H/14 [632M] - Tiles S - ✓

- [Campanella et al., 2024b] DINO ViT-S [22M], ViT-B [86M] - Tiles S -
✗MAE ViT-L [307M] - -

RudolfV [Dippel et al., 2024] DINOv2 ViT-L/14 [307M] - Tiles D - ✗

Kaiko [Aben et al., 2024] DINO ViT-S/(8,16) [22M], ViT-B/(8,16) [86M] - Tiles D -
✓DINOv2 ViT-L/14 [307M] -

GigaPath [Xu et al., 2024] DINOv2 ViT-G/14 [1.1B] & LongNet [125M] - WSIs S, S - ✓

Hibou [Nechaev et al., 2024] DINOv2 ViT-B/14 [86M], ViT-L/14 [307M] - Tiles S - ✓

Virchow2 [Zimmermann et al., 2024] DINOv2 ViT-B/16 [86M] - Tiles S - ✓

Phikon-v2 [Filiot et al., 2024] DINOv2 ViT-L/16 [307M] - Tiles S - ✗

UNI [Chen et al., 2024] DINOv2 ViT-L/16 [307M] - Tiles S - ✓

M
ul

ti-
m

od
al

PLIP [Huang et al., 2023] CLIP ViT-B/32 [86M] Transformer Layers [63M] Tiles D N ✓

PathCLIP [Sun et al., 2024] CLIP ViT-B/32 [86M] Transformer Layers [63M] Tiles D N
✗PathAsst ViT-B/32 [86M] Vicuna-13B [13B] Tiles F I

CONCH [Lu et al., 2024a] CoCa, iBOT ViT-B/16 [86M] Transformer Layers [∼86M] Tiles S N ✓

PRISM [Shaikovski et al., 2024] CoCa ViT-H/14 [632M] & Perceiver Net. [105M] BioGPT [345M, 172M] WSIs F, S N, F ✓

CHIEF [Wang et al., 2024] CLIP Swin Transformer [28M] Transformer Layers [63M] WSIs D N ✓

PathChat [Lu et al., 2024b] CoCa ViT-L/16 [307M] Llama 2 [13B] Tiles D I ✓

TITAN [Ding et al., 2024] CoCa, iBOT ViT-B/16 [86M] & ViT-S [22M] Transformer Layers [∼86M] WSIs F, S N ✓

† For simplicity, we have streamlined some expressions. For example, “/8” denotes a patch size of 8×8 pixels, and “/(8,16)” represents “/8” and “/16”, respectively.
The orange color in [ ] represents the parameters that are being trained or tuned, while the blue color represents the frozen parameters.

‡ Pre-training strategies: F: Frozen, S: From Scratch, D: Domain-Specific Tuning, I: Instruction Tuning, N: Non-instruction Tuning.

ments, or using off-the-shelf LLMs to generate captions or
reports for multimodal task needs. For text, titles are usually
segmented or refined using LLMs. The cross-modal curation
process includes the alignment of subfigures and subcaptions,
as well as the construction of instructions. Finally, the data is
filtered to select the required pathology data.

From the perspective of data types, the pre-training
datasets for uni-modal CPathFMs are relatively straightfor-
ward, typically containing WSIs and the tiles extracted from
them. However, multi-modal CPathFMs often use different
data types as inputs depending on the training needs. Tile-
caption pairs are typically used for tile-level, while WSI-
report pairs are generally employed for slide-level (note that
one or more WSIs usually have a corresponding clinical re-
port in practice). However, Wang et al., [2024] uses the WSI
labels (anatomical sites) as the textual information to con-
struct the data pairs. For pathology LLM, instruction dataset
are needed for fine-tuning, which consists of triplets that in-
clude a prompt specifying a given task, multi-modal supple-
mentary information, and the corresponding desired output.
Sun et al., [2024] developed two different types of instruc-
tions, one of which enables LLMs to invoke off-the-shelf
pathology-specific sub-models to directly address pathology
tasks, while Lu et al. , [2024b] utilized a diverse set of data
sources from several institutions to create six types of instruc-
tions.

4 Adaptation Strategies in CPathFMs
SSL has been widely applied in the development of
CPathFMs to address the lack of labels. These models typ-
ically adapt SSL frameworks that have proven successful in
natural images and perform pre-training on carefully curated
pathology datasets. Depending on the type of pathology
data they used, these approaches can be categorized into uni-
modal and multi-modal methods, which are summarized in
Table 2.

4.1 Uni-Modal CPathFMs
Uni-modal CPathFMs are generally trained on large, domain-
specific pathology datasets using self-supervised contrastive
learning frameworks to learn robust representations of patho-
logical images without labeled data. Similar to the devel-
opment of contrastive learning in natural images, CPathFMs
were initially proposed within the MoCo and SimCLR frame-
works. Following a transition through the DINO, DINOv2
was established as the leading framework, serving as the
foundation for numerous subsequent studies.

DINO-based CPathFMs. As a successful application of
SSL on ViT, DINO has been adopted as a framework for
training CPathFMs. Campanella et al., [2024b] compared
the performance of DINO and masked autoencoders (MAE)
[He et al., 2022] on different scales of pathology datasets,
ultimately demonstrating the superiority of DINO for pre-
training CPathFMs. Kang et al., [2023] focused on domain-
aligned pre-training and proposed data augmentation and cu-



ration strategies specifically for pathological images.
DINOv2-based CPathFMs. Most studies using the DI-

NOv2 framework, such as UNI [Chen et al., 2024], mainly
focus on larger ViT models and more extensive and diverse
pre-training datasets. Among them, RudolfV [Dippel et al.,
2024] incorporates the domain knowledge of pathologists in
dataset construction. Some methods have adopted pathology-
adapted training methods within the DINOv2 framework,
such as Aben et al., [2024] who developed the Online Patch-
ing method during the pre-training process, allowing for the
online high-throughput extraction of patches of arbitrary size
and resolution. Additionally, Virchow2 [Zimmermann et al.,
2024] replaces the original entropy estimator in DINOv2
with the kernel density estimator (KDE). Unlike previous
methods, GigaPath focuses on learning the representation of
whole-slide images. It first uses the tile-level encoder, trained
under the DINOv2 framework, to learn the representation of a
sequence of tiles obtained by dividing the whole slide, treat-
ing them as visual tokens. These tokens are then fed into
LongNet [Ding et al., 2023], which utilizes its Dilated At-
tention mechanism to perform sparse attention computation,
thereby obtaining the overall slide representation.

Other Uni-Modal CPathFMs. While the majority of uni-
modal methods focus on DINO and DINOv2, some meth-
ods employ other SSL frameworks. CTransPath [Wang et al.,
2022] adds a branch to MoCov3 to generate queries that re-
trieve semantically similar samples from the memory bank
as positive samples, thus guiding the network’s training with
a semantically relevant contrastive loss. REMEDIS [Azizi
et al., 2023] transfers a ResNet model, pre-trained on large-
scale natural images, to the SimCLR framework for self-
supervised training on pathological images. Additionally, Fil-
iot et al., [2023] directly train a ViT within the iBOT frame-
work using pathology data.

4.2 Multi-Modal CPathFMs
Multi-modal CPathFMs enhance the model’s understanding
of pathological images by aligning paired image-text data un-
der the visual-language multi-modal SSL frameworks, such
as CLIP and CoCa. These methods typically train pre-
trained uni-modal modules using uni-modal SSL frameworks
before performing joint visual-language pre-training, which
has been shown to improve the performance of downstream
tasks [Lu et al., 2023]. Moreover, multi-modality provides
an extra perspective for CPathFMs, where pathological vi-
sual representations aligned with additional language signals
in latent space can assist large language models (LLMs) in
understanding pathology knowledge, thereby contributing to
the construction of generative foundation AI assistants for
pathologists [Lu et al., 2024b].

CLIP-based CPathFMs. The success of CLIP on natural
images has inspired some works to apply it in the pathology
domain. PLIP [Huang et al., 2023] and PathCLIP [Sun et al.,
2024] both fine-tune a pre-trained CLIP model using datasets
composed of paired tiles and their captions. PathAsst [Sun
et al., 2024] leverages PathCLIP as the visual component
to build a pathological multi-modal large language model
(MLLM). It first trains a fully connected layer between the vi-
sual component and the LLM using instructions constructed

from question-answer pairs to align the image encoder with
the LLM. Then, the LLM is fine-tuned with a small num-
ber of instructions. CHIEF [Wang et al., 2024] uses an im-
age encoder from CTransPath to encode the tile sequence ex-
tracted from WSIs to obtain WSI-level features and encodes
anatomical site information as textual features using the orig-
inal CLIP’s text encoder. The two are combined to obtain rich
WSI-level multi-modal representations.

CoCa-based CPathFMs. The multi-modal decoder
specifically designed for CoCa enhances the cross-modal ca-
pability of CPathFM, which has led to its application in up-
to-date CPathFMs. CONCH [Lu et al., 2024a] and PRISM
[Shaikovski et al., 2024] both pre-train an image encoder
on pathology datasets using the iBOT and DINOv2 frame-
works, respectively, and then further conduct joint visual-
language pre-training within the CoCa framework. The dif-
ference is that PRISM extends the image encoder to the WSI-
level using a Perceiver network [Jaegle et al., 2021] and em-
ploys WSIs along with their corresponding clinical reports
for training. Additionally, PathChat [Lu et al., 2024b] is a
pathology-focused MLLM, which uses UNI as the image en-
coder and further adopts a method similar to CONCH for
vision-language pre-training. The trained image encoder is
then connected to Llama 2 [Touvron et al., 2023] and fine-
tuned using various instructions.

Building upon prior work, TITAN [Ding et al., 2024] de-
velops a multi-modal whole-slide foundation model primarily
designed for training a slide encoder. Its pre-training pro-
cess is divided into three stages. First, a slide encoder is
trained using region crops under the iBOT framework with
positional encoding incorporated. Subsequently, under the
CoCa framework, the slide encoder is trained at both the tile-
level and WSI-level, facilitating the gradual development of
the model’s ability to comprehend and generate meaningful
vision-language representations for WSIs.

5 Evaluation Tasks
CPathFMs do not target a specific task during the pre-training
phase. Instead, a wide range of evaluation tasks are em-
ployed after pre-training to assess the model’s ability to ex-
tract features from pathology data. These tasks are diverse,
and the evaluation tasks for each CPathFM are not standard-
ized, making it challenging to establish a unified benchmark
for CPathFMs. Therefore, we provide a summary of the eval-
uation tasks along with the CPathFMs performing them, as
illustrated in Figure 3. We first categorized the evaluation
tasks into six major types based on their application objec-
tives, followed by a further subdivision according to their spe-
cific objectives (e.g., focusing on tile-level or WSI-level). On
this basis, we also considered variations in task settings (e.g.,
supervised or zero-shot learning). Finally, we summarized
which CPathFMs were used to evaluate each type of task.

A series of complex pathology tasks, such as cancer sub-
typing, biomarker detection, and mutation prediction, are es-
sentially classification problems. As the most commonly
used evaluation task, classification has been widely stud-
ied in both tile-level and WSI-level under supervised, few-
shot, and zero-shot settings. Unlike fully supervised learn-
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Figure 3: Taxonomy of evaluation tasks for pre-trained CPathFMs. Uni-modal and multi-modal CPathFMs are highlighted in purple and
red, respectively.

ing, few-shot and zero-shot learning aim to perform on eval-
uation tasks when the pre-trained model has seen only a
small portion or none of the training samples. Classifica-
tion tasks at the WSI-level are typically weakly supervised,
meaning that such tasks only have global annotations (WSI-
level) without details of internal regions. If a CPathFM ulti-
mately extracts tile-level features, a WSI-level representation
through an aggregator network needs to be obtained when ap-
plying this task. In addition to the three common settings
mentioned above, some CPathFMs have also evaluated the
model’s out-of-distribution generalization ability under set-
tings where there is a distribution shift between the training
and testing datasets. Pathology images from different institu-
tions, different staining methods, and different modalities can
all contribute to distribution shifts. Additionally, CONCH
classified rare diseases to validate its performance on imbal-
anced data.

Other common task types include retrieval, generation,
and segmentation, which also involve both tile-level and
WSI-level tasks. Among these, cross-modal retrieval and
generation tasks challenge the cross-modal capabilities of
CPathFMs. Survival prediction aims to estimate disease-
specific survival based on WSIs. Unlike the previous tasks,
MLLMs are evaluated through various visual question an-
swering (VQA) tasks, such as close-ended, open-ended, and
multiple-choice questions.

Regardless of the evaluation task, evaluation strategies can
be broadly categorized into two types: fine-tuning and non-
fine-tuning, based on whether the parameters of the pre-
trained CPathFMs are updated during the evaluation process.
In fine-tuning strategies, the parameters of CPathFMs are up-
dated to adapt to different evaluation tasks. Among non-fine-
tuning strategies, the most commonly used approach is lin-
ear probing (a.k.a. linear evaluation) in classification sce-
narios. This method appends a linear classifier to the pre-
trained CPathFMs while keeping their parameters frozen dur-
ing training. It requires less computational resources com-
pared to fine-tuning and is therefore the most common among
the surveyed CPathFMs.

In addition to quantitatively analyzable evaluation tasks,
some CPathFMs have undergone qualitative analysis. Vir-
chow, RudolfV, and PLIP perform dimensionality reduction
and clustering on the representations and observe the results.
Lu et al., [2024b] explore the potential of PathChat as an AI

copilot specialized for pathology through a follow-up from
users in the form of interactive, multi-turn conversations.

6 Future Directions
Trustworthy CPathFMs ensures fairness, explainability, se-
curity, and transparency. Fairness is particularly critical,
as predicted outcomes should be independent of sensitive
attributes such as race and gender to prevent potential bi-
ases in clinical applications. Enhancing the explainability of
CPathFMs is also essential to gaining the trust of patholo-
gists and clinicians, as deep learning models often operate as
black boxes. Furthermore, addressing security vulnerabilities
in CPathFMs, such as adversarial attacks, is necessary to pre-
vent manipulation of model predictions. Finally, transparency
in model development, dataset curation, and evaluation pro-
cedures is crucial for reproducibility and regulatory approval,
ensuring CPathFMs can be safely deployed in clinical work-
flows.

Developing CPathFMs for MxIF Imaging. Unlike H&E
and IHC staining, MxIF captures spatial distributions of mul-
tiple biomarkers simultaneously, offering richer biological
insights into the tumor microenvironment. However, train-
ing foundation models on MxIF images presents challenges,
including higher dimensionality, complex signal processing,
and the need for precise biomarker alignment. Future re-
search should focus on building CPathFMs that can effec-
tively extract meaningful representations from MxIF data
while addressing these computational challenges.

Development of WSI-Level MLLMs for Pathology
VQA. A WSI-level MLLM would allow context-aware anal-
ysis of entire whole-slide images while integrating clinical
reports, pathology captions, and other textual information.
This could significantly improve AI-assisted diagnostics, en-
abling models to generate pathology reports, answer clinician
queries, and assist in complex diagnostic decision-making.

Standardized Benchmarking Datasets and Evaluation
Metrics for CPathFMs. The current landscape lacks a uni-
form set of evaluation metrics that can systematically com-
pare different models across a wide range of pathology tasks.
A standardized benchmark dataset incorporating diverse tis-
sue types, staining methods, and multi-institutional sources
would significantly enhance model generalization and com-
parability. Additionally, defining clear evaluation indicators



would allow the research community to assess the robustness,
fairness, and clinical utility of CPathFMs more effectively.

7 Conclusion
Computational pathology foundation models have emerged
as a powerful approach for analyzing histopathological data,
playing a crucial role in developing robust and clinically ap-
plicable AI-driven pathology solutions. This survey provides
a comprehensive review of existing computational pathol-
ogy foundation models, examining challenges in pre-training
datasets, adaptation strategies, and evaluation tasks, while of-
fering a comparative analysis of their strengths and limita-
tions. Finally, we identify key research gaps and propose po-
tential directions for future advancements.
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Misra, Hervé Jégou, Julien Mairal, Piotr Bojanowski, and
Armand Joulin. Emerging properties in self-supervised vi-
sion transformers. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF in-
ternational conference on computer vision, pages 9650–
9660, 2021.

[Chanda et al., 2024] Dibaloke Chanda, Milan Aryal,
Nasim Yahya Soltani, and Masoud Ganji. A new
era in computational pathology: A survey on foun-
dation and vision-language models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.14496, 2024.

[Chen et al., 2024] Richard J Chen, Tong Ding, Ming Y Lu,
Drew FK Williamson, Guillaume Jaume, Andrew H Song,
Bowen Chen, Andrew Zhang, Daniel Shao, Muhammad
Shaban, et al. Towards a general-purpose foundation
model for computational pathology. Nature Medicine,
30(3):850–862, 2024.

[Consortium et al., 2015] GTEx Consortium, Kristin G
Ardlie, David S Deluca, Ayellet V Segrè, Timothy J Sul-
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