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 54 

ABSTRACT 55 

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is the third in incidence and mortality1 of cancer. Screening with colonoscopy 56 

has been shown to reduce mortality by 40-60%2. Challenge for screening indistinguishable 57 

precancerous and noninvasive lesion using conventional colonoscopy was still existing3. We propose to 58 

establish a propagable artificial intelligence assisted high malignant potential early CRC 59 

characterization system (ECRC-CAD). 4,390 endoscopic images of early CRC were used to establish 60 

the model. The diagnostic accuracy of high malignant potential early CRC was 0.963 (95% CI, 61 

0.941-0.978) in the internal validation set and 0.835 (95% CI, 0.805-0.862) in external datasets. It 62 

achieved better performance than the expert endoscopists. Spreading of ECRC-CAD to regions with 63 

different medical levels can assist in CRC screening and prevention. 64 

Introduction     65 

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is one of the most common malignant tumors in the globe4. “Cancer Statistics, 66 

2020” indicates that CRC ranks the third in incidence and mortality1. Accurate identification and 67 

treatment of early CRC have significantly reduced incidence and mortality5. However, early CRC is 68 

generally asymptomatic, and coloscopy allows direct visual inspection of the intestinal tract and 69 

same-session detection, biopsy, and subsequent removal of disease lesion. Several countries 70 

recommend that adults over the age of 50 should regularly screen CRC by coloscopy6,7. While 71 
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coloscopy is a kind of expert dependent examination, which can lead to missed diagnosis and 72 

misdiagnosis due to various causes, such as the experience of endoscopist, the interference during 73 

operation and inevitable interval of eye movement8. Computer assisted diagnose (CAD) system can 74 

solve above-mentioned problems. 75 

In recent years, some Artificial Intelligence (AI)-based CAD systems have come into the pre-clinical 76 

application stage. However, the limitations of the research design (i.e. lack of external validation, not 77 

solving the critical clinical problems) lead to the consequence that the existing assistances are not really 78 

suitable for clinical practice directly9,10. In the field of gastrointestinal tumor, most studies focus on the 79 

detection of polyps and adenomas11,12, the staging of advanced cancer13 and the optimizing of 80 

endoscopic operation14,15. Effects of these CAD systems in decreasing mortality rate of CRC need to be 81 

proven16 by more clinical trials. Early gastrointestinal cancer diagnosis system that can directly 82 

decrease the occurrence of CRC is limited17, because the quantity of images from a single medical 83 

center is insufficient to support the establishment of the algorithm. Therefore, we aim to establish an 84 

early CRC CAD and malignant potential characteristic system (herein referred to as ECRC-CAD) 85 

based on standard white-light endoscopy (WLE), which can be clinically applied to different regions. 86 

In this multi-center diagnostic clinical research, we establish an AI assisted early CRC diagnosis model 87 

using deep learning, which is based on images of different quality endoscopy from hospitals in 88 

different medical levels (i.e., rural, municipal, provincial) in China. Furthermore, ECRC-CAD can 89 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted February 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.21.20025650doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.21.20025650


identify intraepithelial neoplasm (IN), which is one of the most typical malignant precancerous 90 

conditions that can be differentiated by using image-enhanced endoscopy (IEE) and diagnosed by 91 

histology test. The clinical applicability of this model has been verified in the internal and external 92 

datasets collected retrospectively and anther internal dataset collected prospectively.  93 

Methods 94 

Study design and participants 95 

This study was a multi-center clinical diagnose research, which was completed in five hospitals at 96 

different medical levels across three provinces of China.  97 

The workflow is shown in Figure 1. The first part is a case-control, retrospective research. All patients 98 

who underwent coloscopy examination excepting for repeated examination in four hospitals from 99 

January 2016 to July 2019 are enrolled, including Zhongshan Hospital of Xiamen University (XMZSH) 100 

in Fujian, Zhejiang Provincial People’s Hospital (ZJPH) in Zhejiang, the Seventh Affiliated Hospital of 101 

Sun Yat-sen University (SYSUSH) in Guangdong, and Pucheng County Traditional Chinese Medicine 102 

Hospital (PCTCRMH) in Fujian. Among them, SYSUSH started operation in July 2018. Patients who 103 

were diagnosed with early CRC by histopathological examination were selected. Pathological 104 

diagnosis was referred to the 4th WHO Classification of Tumors of Digestive System18. Early CRC in 105 

this article referred to precancerous conditions, in accordance with the requirements of the international 106 

standard. Patients with progressive colorectal cancer were excluded. Images of early CRC confirmed to 107 
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the database’s including criteria (see in below) were included into case-control study, and were 108 

randomly assigned to the training set, evaluation & tuning set, and internal testing set in the ratio of 109 

8:1:1. All images of intraepithelial neoplasm (referred as IN-ECRC) were included to case group, and 110 

other early CRC without intraepithelial neoplasm (referred as NIN-ECRC) were randomly sample in 111 

corresponding quantity included to control group. ECRC-CAD was constructed and optimized using 112 

the first two data sets. To verify the veracity and clinical applicability of the model, we used validation 113 

datasets including images from the above internal testing set and another external testing set, which are 114 

consisted of images are according to the above criteria from Tongxiang Hospital (TXH) in Zhejiang.  115 

The second part is a prospective research. The identification model officially completed the detection 116 

and model optimization of the above samples in September 2019, and was connected to the above five 117 

hospitals through the Internet. Then we prospectively collected the AI recognition results of all 118 

endoscopic center images in October 2019 and the first half of November 2019 from the above five 119 

hospitals, and extracted some endoscopic images of IN-ECRC and NIN-ECRC for senior doctors to 120 

identify. 121 

Each participating institute has got ethical approval by independent ethics Committee according to the 122 

Helsinki declaration. The informed consent of retrospective cohort was exempted by the institutional 123 

review boards, causes it’s the secondary use of clinical data without any intervention. In the 124 

prospective study, each patient was informed and signed up informed consent. 125 
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Endoscopy and early CRC’s image database  126 

Endoscopic images of five hospitals were captured by EC590WM, EC-600WM, EC-L590Z (WFujinon 127 

Corp, Saitama, Japan); V-70, PCF-H260AZI, CF-H260AI, CF-H290I, CF-HQ290I (Olympus Medical 128 

Systems, Tokyo, Japan); EC34-i10M，EG2990Z I (PENTAX medical, Tokyo, Japan). Each image of 129 

patients with early CRC was sequenced according to anatomical location, and screened by three 130 

endoscopy physicians. Exclusion criteria include: 1. The endoscopic anatomical location was not 131 

consistent with the pathological report, 2. Pictures were taken under IEE, 3. Pictures without any early 132 

CRC lesion, 4. Pictures was not confirmed to the sampling standard19 summarized by our research team. 133 

All images in the database present at least one lesion, and multiple images might be taken for the same 134 

lesion, including differences of angle, distance, and extension of the intestinal wall. Images were saved 135 

in a jpeg format.  136 

Image Labeling 137 

Two senior endoscopists with more than 10 years of clinical experience, four residents and two 138 

assistants carried out image selection and labeling with blind method. The doctors were divided into 139 

three groups randomly, and at least one senior doctor in each group. The deep learning marking tool 140 

LabelMe20 of Anaconda was used to mark the outline of disease lesion manually. Two physicians in the 141 

same group worked together. One was mainly responsible for drawing, and the other was mainly 142 

responsible for checking. Only when two physicians from the same group reached a consensus, the 143 
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labeling of the image could be finalized. After the first identification by ECRC-CAD, the misdiagnosed 144 

images were double-checked so as to ensure the correctness and rationality of the results. 145 

Construction and optimize of algorithm 146 

The ECRC-CAD's algorithm was based on the concept of full convolution networks21 (FCN), which is 147 

composed of classification module and post-processing module (Supplements p1-p2). The pattern 148 

diagram was shown in Figure 2. Comparing with the classical CNN, this method can be adapted to 149 

inputs with any size. In order to get an accurate boundary, we precisely outlined disease lesion of 150 

images in establishing sets. The model contains one input and one output. The input of the model was 151 

the image that contains the lesion. The output implemented a segmentation task that each pixel is 152 

classified as background, intraepithelial neoplasm or other early CRC. Intraepithelial neoplasm was 153 

abbreviated as “IN-ECRC”, and the other early colorectal cancer neoplasm was abbreviated as 154 

“NIN-ECRC”. The labeling from histopathological examination was adopted as the gold standard in 155 

training ECRC-CAD.  156 

The implementation of AI-assisted precursor lesion identify model was fulfilled by using Python 3.7 157 

(Python Software Foundation; www.python.org/). 158 

Algorithm testing and outcome measurement 159 

Three validation datasets were used to verify ECRC-CAD, which include internal datasets, external 160 

datasets, and prospectively collected datasets. In the internal and external validate datasets, the 161 
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performance of ECRC-CAD was compared with the pathological golden standard of the corresponding 162 

tissues, and calculated statistic indicators on the individual images. When FCN detects early CRC from 163 

the input data of the validation image, the model outputs the lesion name. When the output result of the 164 

model is consistent with the pathological result, it is considered to be correct. In the prospective dataset, 165 

the performance was compared with histopathological result and expert at the same time. We randomly 166 

selected a subset of patients’ images with histologically confirmed early CRC from the prospective 167 

collected datasets. Two experienced endoscopists were asked to complete independently the same test 168 

images together. These images’ histology diagnosis is blinded to the two endoscopists. The diagnosis 169 

results of ECRC-CAD and experts were taken the patient as the unit, which is according with clinical 170 

requirements. 171 

Sometimes, it’s difficult to identify the whole images of disease lesion caused by the image quality and 172 

angle. When the model can identify even one picture of the cancer, it is considered as correct. 173 

Statistical analysis 174 

In this study, descriptive analysis was used to describe the baseline characteristics of the enrolled 175 

subjects. Continuous variables were expressed by median (interquartile interval), dichotomous 176 

variables and grade variables that expressed by percentage. In order to evaluate the authenticity of 177 

ECRC-CAD, the diagnostic evaluation method was adopted. The evaluating indexes included 178 

Sensitivity, Specificity, Condolence, Positive predictive value (PPV), and Negative predictive value 179 
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(NPV). According to the above indexes, receiver operating characteristic (ROC) of different subgroups 180 

were drawn, and the area under the ROC curve (AUC) was calculated to evaluate the classification 181 

effect of this model on different subjects. More details are in the supplements p3. All statistical 182 

analyses in this study were based on the two-sided test 0.05 and performed through R software version 183 

3.6.0 (R Development Core Team).  184 

Results 185 

Patient and image dataset information 186 

More than 6.2 million patients have done lower gastrointestinal tract in XMZSH, ZJRMH, SYSUSH, 187 

and PCRMH from January 2016 to August 2019. Almost 40% percent without any disease lesion were 188 

excluded. All participants diagnosed with IN-ECRC were enrolled in the model establishing sets, after 189 

quality control, 1923 images were enrolled, participants with NIN-ECRC corresponding in number of 190 

IN-ECRC were randomly extracted from other patients. The ratio of male to female is about 2.08:1. 191 

Age ranges from 20 to 86, and represent the right-skewed distribution (median age is 53.5). The 192 

baseline information of the establishing cohort and external cohort were listed in Table 1. Finally, in 193 

the stage of model establishment, 1923 images included in the case group, and 2467 images were 194 

included in the control group. In the model optimization stage, 490 images were included. In the 195 

verification stage, 189 images and 247 images were respectively collected in the above four hospitals 196 

as internal datasets. External datasets, including 960 images from 134 patients, were used to contract 197 
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and test ECRC-CAD. The prospectively collected datasets enrolled 672 patients, including 319 198 

IN-ECRC and 353 NIN-ECRC patients. 199 

Performance of the precancerous detection model 200 

ECRC-CAD output results within 0.16 seconds and marks the boundary of disease lesion. The 201 

diagnosis result of each image was listed in supplementary material (eTable 1). The diagnostic 202 

accuracies of the internal validation dataset were 0.963 (95% CI, 0.941 to 0.978). External testing set 203 

only includes only IN-ECRC, which causes pathologists found that diagnostic criteria of NIN-ECRC in 204 

TXH are not based on the 4th WHO Classification of Tumors of Digestive System. The sensitivity of 205 

ECRC-CAD in THX is 0.835 (95% IC, 0.805 to 0.862). The four indicates of the internal validation 206 

dataset is higher than 0.93. Similarly, a high AUC value (0.939) was also observed in the internal 207 

datasets (Figure 4). In the prospective study, the index of diagnosis accuracies was calculated in human 208 

units, which is more suitable for clinical needs. High accuracy (0.885, 95% CI, 0.859 to 0.907) was 209 

observed. The sensitivity and PPV were more than 0.90, and specificity and NPV were more than 0.85. 210 

The causes of misidentification are similarities, including incomplete exposure of disease lesions, 211 

concomitant other diseases, and some normal structures. The PPV (0.609, 95% IC, 0.454 to 0.745) and 212 

NPV (0.426, 95% IC, 0.303 to 0.559) were significantly lower for the expert endoscopists when 213 

compared with the AI-assisted model (P<0.0001). Sensitivity and specificity between the endoscopic 214 

experts and the ECRC-CAD were visible. 215 
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This model has been successfully embedded in the above five hospitals, which is connected to the 216 

endoscopically connected computers through the Internet. Doctors and clinicians can identify the 217 

routine screenshots during the operation. The results of model recognition are displayed in the upper 218 

right corner of the screen in real time. In order to benefit more people, ECE-CAD is now available at: 219 

http://123.57.221.125/#/home. Home page is on display in Supplementary material (eFigure 2). 220 

Endoscopists can upload endoscopic images of suspected early CRC, and the system will give 221 

judgment in real time. Furthermore, we provided a set of WLE images of early CRC through open 222 

ports, which can help inexperienced endoscopist to familiar with it. The openness of this recognition 223 

model can also help endoscopists in less developed areas or those with low seniority to learn the 224 

recognition of early CRC (eFigure 3). 225 

Both Asian and Weatern researchers consider that specific gross morphology, mucosal surface 226 

structure and microvascular structure or multi-changes of neoplasm have corresponding molecular 227 

characteristics22. We analyzed the microstructure feature of WLE, IEE in the same lesion taken from 228 

the same angle, and the association with features of H&E stained pathological image (eFigure 4). 229 

Combined with the published results (eTable 2), we proposed that the application of endoscopic images 230 

to predict molecular characteristics through endoscopic or pathology images in real-time is the future 231 

direction of “Image genomics”23.  232 

Discussion 233 
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Overall, 1680 images of IN-ECRC and 2220 images of NIN-ECRC were used to establish and optimize 234 

ECRC-CAD. In order to ensure the clinical application of the model in underdeveloped regions, these 235 

images were collected from different medical level hospitals in China. Review published articles, it’s 236 

the largest, multi-source endoscopic image database used to establish AI aided diagnose system in 237 

globe24. Furthermore, three clinical validation studies were conducted on the immediate clinical 238 

application value of ECRC-CAD, which showed high accuracy in the internal dataset (0.963). Liu et 239 

al25 systematically reviewed the in-depth learning performance of diagnosis of disease from medical 240 

imaging. Of the 82 eligible researches from 2012 to 2019, only 25 have external validation. We 241 

avoided the issues mentioned above in this meta-analysis. The displayed ECRC-CAD can be extended 242 

to the external dataset from another rural hospital with a sensitivity of 0.835. This verification cohort 243 

could avoid highly accurate prediction which are caused by excessively spurious associations with the 244 

known outcome. However, case-control would not be representative of the general screening 245 

population26, and the predictor may not be directly applied to clinical practice. In this study, we 246 

validated ECRC-CAD in a prospective cohort, and ECRC-CAD and experts identified the disease’s 247 

nature in real-time, respectively. The result showed that ECRC-CAD maintained perfect accuracy and 248 

specificity in prospective study, even better than expert endoscopist. 249 

In clinical daily work, ECRC-CAD can assist endoscopist through increasing early CRC’s detection 250 

rate, decreasing missed diagnosis rate (Figure S5). Endoscopy and clinical practice of operator have a 251 
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great influence on the detection and treatment of early cancer. A prospective study of UK27 shows that 252 

the good performance of operating require skilled intubation operation and independent practice. While 253 

endoscopist in developed region can get more information about microstructure under IEE, which can 254 

increase diagnosis rate of early CRC by 10%-20%28 comparing with WLE. However, early screening 255 

of neoplasm is mostly carried out in community hospitals with relatively low medical level, and the 256 

endoscopic equipment is relatively backward. Early CRC detection rate of ECRC-CAD has the same 257 

performance with IEE. Using ECRC-CAD enable people in lower medical level regions to get similar 258 

screening efficiency compared with subjects in developed regions. 259 

Apart from assisting clinical decision, AI can make clinical path optimization possible23,29. The 260 

introduction of colorectal endoscopic submucosal dissection (ESD) increased the complete resection 261 

rate of early CRC30 with minimally invasive trauma and low local recurrence possibility. High-grade 262 

IN without invasion or only superficial submucosal infiltration diagnosed by pathology examination is 263 

an indicator for ESD. The interval time between first endoscopic biopsy and pathology diagnosis is 264 

usually one week. At present, multi classification based on IEE31-33 has been widely used to predict the 265 

risk of malignancy and invasiveness of CRC. Neoplasm confirm to indicators of malignant 266 

aggressiveness subtype according to these classifications can be removed during first endoscopic 267 

operation. It saved medical resources, and more important, absence of IEE or experts may increase 268 

metastasis of implanted cancer cell in natural cavity34 due to incomplete resection. But there’re some 269 
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limitations: Kudo, Sano classification is based on single observation index of pit or vessel pattern, 270 

NICE classification combining with gland and capillary pattern cannot differentiate IN from NIN, and 271 

all classifications need expert practice and IEE. ECRC-CAD can identify IN under WLE within 0.16 272 

second, which make up for the above deficiencies of present classification. 273 

WL Bi23 mentioned that characterization and monitoring are the future direction of AI in medical 274 

image. ECRC-CAD have realized characterization of precancerous lesion, and it can steadily monitor 275 

the progression of CRC without interference. However, with accumulation of medicine data 276 

preternaturally over time, AI will add rich layers of intelligence through combining molecular and 277 

pathological information with image-based findings. "Image genomics"23 is the key to realize it, 278 

referring to the association of imaging characteristics with biological data, including specific molecular 279 

markers that are mainly based on immunohistochemical, or sequencing technology that are developed 280 

to direct personalized treatment planning. In lung cancers, researchers have established algorithm to 281 

predicted EGFR genotype using computed tomography image (MRI). Can endoscopic images be used 282 

in image genomics? We reviewed all researches of surface microstructure under endoscopy and 283 

molecular characteristics associated with colorectal neoplasms. These results indicate that that the AI 284 

have the potential of identify phenotypic and molecular specific pathological changes under WLE, 285 

causes of AI can extract a large number of features that cannot be observed by the human naked eyes. 286 
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The development of predicting multigroup tumor molecular markers through endoscopic images will 287 

paved the way for the future “one-step” clinical workflow with AI interventions. 288 

The insufficiencies in this study includes: 1. ECRC-CAD can’t increase adenoma detection rate (ADR), 289 

because it’s based on static image taken by endoscopist. We’ve explored a CAD based on video, and 290 

the clinical validation is processing. 2. The external validation set is not included with NIN-ECRC. We 291 

are reassessing this part of cases by two expert histopathologists, to add a complete evaluation to this 292 

model. 3. Sample of high-grade IN is limited for making differentiation of ECRC-CAD in low or 293 

high-grade of IN. 4. We just focus on identifying IN-ECRC from NIN-ECRC, which can’t distinguish 294 

between sessile serrated lesions and other lesions. However, about 80% of sporadic CRC develop from 295 

IN18, removal of which may decrease the incidence of colorectal cancer by 53%. 5. The prospective 296 

validation is not a randomized controlled trial (RCT). We’re planning to proceed with subsequent RCT 297 

studies in more centers. 6. We just put forward the endoscopic image that can be used to predict 298 

molecular subtype, but ECRC-CAD cannot identify surface microstructure yet. Considering the clinical 299 

applicability, the model was constructed using images taken by WLE in this study, which were not 300 

suitable for micro-structure classification. In subsequent RCT studies, high-resolution WLE and IEE 301 

images of early neoplasm will be prospectively collected to construct the classification model for 302 

microstructure.  303 
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This is an exploratory study on identification and diagnosis of early cancers that could be applied to 304 

other organs of digestion system, such as the stomach and esophagus.  305 
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 446 

 447 

FIGURE LEGENDS 448 

Figure 1. Workflow of establishment and valuation of ECRC-CAD  449 

The flow chart shows the construction and validation process and committed steps of ECRC-CAD. 450 

Figure 2. Diagram of ECRC-CAD 451 

Algorithm of ECRC-CAD is based on FCN8. Score of IN-ECRC+ score of NIN-ECRC=1, If score of 452 

IN-ECRC >score of NIN-ECRC, we recognize it as IN-ECRC, if score of NIN-ECRC>score of 453 

IN-ECRC, we recognize it as NIN-ECRC. 454 

Figure 3. Demonstration of ECRC-CAD’s extraction and characterization results 455 

The left image of each pair is the original image under the endoscope, the right image of each pair is 456 

the disease lesion extracted by ECRC-CAD. Predict result was listed under each pair of images. The 457 

“Prediction” result represents the type of extracted lesion identified by ECRC-CAD, the “confidence” 458 

represents the score that were calculated by ECRC-CAD. 459 

Figure 4. Receiver operating characteristic curves of ECRC-CAD  460 

ECRC-CAD performance on the internal validate sets (436 images). AUC indicates area under the 461 

receiver operating characteristic curve. 462 
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Figure 3. Demonstration of ECRC-CAD’s extraction and characterization 474 

results 475 

 476 

Figure 4. Receiver operating characteristic curves of ECRC-CAD  477 
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Table 1. Baseline information 479 

 Establish cohort Validate cohort Expert 

endoscopists 

(unit: person) 

Establishing set 

(unit: image) 

Evaluate & Tuning 

set (unit: image) 

Internal testing set 

(unit: image) 

External testing set 

(unit: image) 

Prospective testing set 

(unit: person) 

Sum of subjects 3464 490 436 674 454 107 

Stage IN-ECRC 1491 243 189 674 98 63 

NIN-ECRC 1973 247 247 NaN 353 44 
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Table 2. Performance of ECRC-CAD in different validation dataset and expert endoscopist in distinguishing IN-ECRC and NIN-ECRC 489 

 
Internal testing set 

 

External testing set 

 

Prospective testing set 

 

Expert endoscopist 

 

ECRC-CAD vs 

Endoscopist* 

Accuracy (95% CI) 0.963 (0.941-0.978) 0.835(0.805-0.862) 0.885 (0.859-0.907) 0.505 (0.411-0.598) P<0.0001 

Sensitivity (95% CI) 0.937 (0.889-0.965) 0.835(0.805-0.862) 0.915 (0.878-0.942) 0.444 (0.321-0.575) P<0.0001 

Specificity (95% CI) 0.984 (0.956-0.995) NaN 0.858 (0.817-0.892) 0.591 (0.433-0.733) P<0.0001 

PPV (95% CI) 0.978 (0.941-0.993) NaN 0.854 (0.811-0.887) 0.609 (0.454-0.745) P<0.0001 

NPV (95% CI) 0.953 (0.917-0.974) NaN 0.918 (0.882-0.944) 0.426 (0.303-0.559) P<0.0001 

*McNemar’s test 490 
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